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OrottevB  (ScoUand)  (No.  2)  Bill  [Bill  118]— 
Bill  camidered  in  Oommitiee[^Progres9  1 5th  April']    [Sixth  Night]       ..       %1 
After  lon(c  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported. 

Moved,  ''  That  the  Bill,  as  amended,  be  considered  upon  Monday,  3rd  May, 
and  be  printed," — (The  Lord  Advocate)     ..  ..  ..     142 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to :— Bill  to  be  printed.    [Bill  200.] 

Police  Forces  Enfranchisement  Bill  [Bill  3]— 

Order  for  Committee  read       . .  . .  . .     143 

Jfovedy  '*  That  this  House  will,  upon  Monday,  the  3rd  day  of  May  next, 
resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee," — (Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ihhetson,) 
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August  next," — {M'r,  Parnell^) — ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words  *  Monday,  the  3rd  day  of  May  next,' 
stand  part  of  the  Question  :  " — After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and 
negatived. 

Ooestion  put,  '*  That  the  words  *  Friday,  the  20th  day  of  August  next,' 
be  there  inserted:  "—The  House  divided;  Ayes  80,  Noes  77;  Ma- 
jority 3.— (Div.  List,  No.  86.) 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put : — Committee  deferred  till  Friday  20th 
August. 
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journ till  Monday  3rd  May.  [3.15.] 
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SUPPLY — considered  in  Committee — Civil  Sbrvioe  Estimates — 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  I. — Public  Works  anI)  Buildings. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £800,  be 
g^nmted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complefce  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of 
March  1887,  for  constructing  a  new  Harbour  at  Dover  **  . .  . .       153 

After  short  debate.  Amendment  proposed,  To  leave  out  the  words  '*  for  constructing 
a,*'  in  order  to  insert  the  words  "  towards  the  expense  of  the  preliminary  Survey 
for  the  site  for  a  projected," — (Ar.  Bradlaughy)^iTisiQ9A  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Qaes- 
tion :  " — After  further  short  debate.  Moved,  **  That  the  Vote  be  withdrawn," — 
{Sir  TTilliam  Sarcourt ;) — After  further  short  debate,  Amendment,  and  Motion,  by 
leave,  withdrawn. 

(i.)  £25,120,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Peterhead  Harbour. 

(a.)  £141,485,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Rates  on  Government  Property. 

(3-)  £7,500,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade. 

(40  £232,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Distumpiked  and  Main  Roads,  England  and 
Wales. 

(5.)  £30,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Distumpiked  and  other  Roads,  Scotland. 

(6.)  £182,335,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Public  Buildings,  Ireland. — After  short 
dehsite,  Yote  affreed to  ..  ..  ..  ..174 

(7.)  £12,208,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Lighthouses  Abroad. 

(8.)  £35,677,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings. >- After 
short  debate.  Vote  affreed  to  . .  . .  . .  . .       174 

Class  III. — Law  and  Justice. 

(9«)  £70,974,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Law  Charges. — After  short  debate,  Vote 
agreed  to  .,  ..  ..  ..180 

(10.^  £129,277,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Criminal  Prosecutions,  Sheriffs*  Expenses,  6bo. 

(11.)  £352,219,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature. — After 
debate,  Vote  o^r^^ef  ^0  ..  ..  ..  ..       181 

(i3.)  £10,930,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Wreck  Commission. 


(13.^  £408,804,  to  complete  the  sum  for  County  Courts. 

fi4.)  £1,942,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Land  Registry. 

(15.)  £18,690,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Revising  Barristers,  England. — After  short 

debate,  Vote  agreed  to  . .  .  •  . .  . .        197 

(16.)  £13,065,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Police  Courts,  London  and  Sheeruess. 
(ly  £409,730,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Metropolitan  Police.—After  short  debate. 

Vote  agreed  to        ,,  . .  . .  . .  . .        199 

(18.)  £30,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Special  Police. 

(19.)  £852,311,   to  complete  the  sum  for  Police — Counties  and  Boroughs,  Great 

Britain.— After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  . .  . .  . .       204 

(20.)  £286,644,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Convict  Establishments  in  England  and  the 

Colonies. — Vote  agreed  to  . .  . .  .  •  . .       205 

(a I.)  £406,035,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Prisons,  England.— After  short  debate. 

Vote  agreed  to        ..  . .  . .  , .  . .       206 

(2tj)  £210,852,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools   in 

Grreat  Britain.— After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  . .  , .        211 

(«3.)  £24,282,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum. 
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Ireland. 

Eesolutions   to  be  reported  To-morrow :   Committee  to   sit  again   upon 
Wednesday, 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill  [Bill  190]— 
Motffdy    *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,*' — {The  Chancellor  of 

the  Exchequer,  Sir  William  Harcourt)         . .  . .     230 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  a  second  time,  asd  eem- 
miited  foi  Monday  next. 

Kedioal  Acts  Amendment  BiU  [BiU  163]— 
Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (li^e  Vice  Preeident 

of  the  Couneily  Sir  Lyon  Playfair)  . .  286 

After  ahort  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  a  second  time, 
and  committed  for  Monday  1 7th  May. 

In&lits  BiU  [Bill  139]— 

Billy  as  amended,  comidered  248 

After  short  debate,  Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow. 

Olster  Canal  and  Tyrone  Navigation  Bill  [Bill  141]— 
Moved,    '*That  the  Bill  be  now  read  aj^second  time," — (Mr.    Henry 

H.FowUr)  ..  '     ..  ..  ..260 

Moved,  **That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"— (Jfr.  Biggar  :)--MtQt 

short  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  ^iWi^^^ ;  Ayes  6,  Noes  127; 

Majority  121.— (Div.  List,  No.  87.) 
Original  Question  put: — ^Bill  read  a  second  time,   and  committed  for 

Monday  17th  May. 

Burial  Grounds  Bill  [Bill  131]— 
Meeed,     '<That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a   second  time,"— (TA^    Undor 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  CoUmiee,  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  . .  . .     261 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — BiU  read  a  second  time, 
and  committed  for  Monday  24th  May. 

Betnming  Officers'  Charges  (Scotland)  Bill  [Bill  188]— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (7!^  Lord  Advocate)    268 
After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time, 
and  commuted  for  Monday  next. 


Her  and  Harbour  Provisional  Orders  BiH-'Ordered  [Mr,  Chariet  Aciand,  Mr. 

MMndeOa)  ;  preeented,  and  read  the  fint  time  [BiU  201]  •  •  266 

[12.45.] 
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MOTIONS. 
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ToBAOCo— Motion  for  a  Select  Comiottee — 
M^94d^  "  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  working  and 
effect  of  the  present  system  of  levying  Duty  upon  Tobacco  ;  to  consider,  having  dne 
regard  to  Revenue  requirements^  whether  any  change  should  be  introduced,  and 
to  inquire  and  report  upon  the  excessive  use  of  moisture  contained  in  manufactured 
Tobacco."— (J^*-- ^^^Z^^^''^*)  ••  ••271 

After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Opium — Eesolution — 
MoP0df  '*  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  expedient  that  the  Indian  Cfovem- 
ment  should  take  measures  to  terminate  gradually   its  direct  connection  with  the 
cultivation  of  the  poppy,  and  the  manufacture  of  and  trade  in  Opium,  and  that  it 
should  use  the  powers  that  it  possesses  to  prohibit  in  British  India  the  cultivation  of 
the  poppy,  except  to  supply  the  legitimate  demand  of  Opium  for  medical  purposes,** 
— (5ir  Joseph  iVoftf)  . .  . .  . .  278 

After  debate,  [House  counted  out]         [B.O.] 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  MAT  6. 
ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


Municipal  Franchise  (Ireland)  Bill  [BiU  9]— 

Mov$dy  "  That  the  Bill  be  no.w  read  a  second  time,"— (ifr.  Jam$i  (yJBriin)     8  19 
After  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and 
committed  for  Monday  next. ' 

Probation  of  First  Offenders  Bill  [Bill  891— 

Jioved,   **  That  the  Bill  be  now    read  a  second  time,"— (Jfr.  Maward 

Vincent)  • .  .  •  . .  . .  •  •     33^ 

After  short  debate,  Debate  adjourned  till  Wedneeday  26th  May. 
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After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn : — Bill  withdrawn. 
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Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill  [BiU  138]— 

Maved^  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr,  Mundella)     . .     380 

Amendment  proposed,. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  **  while  this  House  desires  legislation  with  the  objeot  of  securing  uniformity 
of  classification  for  merchandise  conveyed  by  Railway,  the  consolidation  of  the 
toll  powers  of  Railway  Companies,  and  such  other  modifications  of  the  existing  law 
as  experience  has  shown  to  be  useful  and  necessary,  including  the  establishment  of  a 
strong  and  permanent  Court  with  special  powers  over  Railways  and  Canals,  it  is 
not  prepared  to  sanction  any  compulsory  interference  with  or  diminution  of  those 
powers  of  earning  revenue  granted  by  Parliament  to  Railway  Companies  upon 
the  faith  of  which  eicht  hundred  millions  of  capital  have  been  expended,  and  upon 
which  the  security  of  that  capital  depends,**— (Jfr.  Joseph  Bolton,) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words  pr<)posed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question : " — After  long  debate.  Amendment,  by  leaye,  mth- 
drawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eom- 
mitUd  tar  Tueeday  next. 
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12.15.] 

LORDS,  FEIDAY,  MAY  7. 

BoTAL  Naval  Volunteee  Oobfs — Resolution — 

Moved,  *^  That  there  belaid  before  this  House  any  further  correspondence  respecting  the 
Royal  Naval  Volunteer  Corps  from  naval  officers  or  other  officials  who  have  been 
instructed  to  inquire  into  or  to  report  upon  the  subject,'* — (The  Viscount  Sidmouth)         490 

After  short  debate,  Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  toithdraum. 

Navy — H.M.8.  *•  Collinowood  '* — ^Bursting  of  the  43-ton  Gun — Question, 
Observations,  Viscount  Sidmouth,  The  Earl  of  Eavensworth ;  Eeply, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (The  Marquess  of  Bipon)  . .     492 

Government  of  Ireland— Observation,  Question,  Lord  Ashbourne ;  Reply, 

The  Lord  President  of  the  Council  (Earl  Spencer)  . .  . .  '  496 

Incombents  of  Benefices  Loans  Extension  Bill  [n.\..'\  — Presented  {The  Duke  of 

Bftekingham  and  Chandos) ;  read  1*  (No.  89)  . .  . .  . ,      496 

Municipal  Corporations  (Scheme  Confirmation)  Bill  \yL.i..'\— Presented  {The  Lord 

President) ;  read  !•  ;  and  referred  to  the  Examiners  (No.  90)  . .  . .      496 
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COMMONS,  FEIDAY,  MAY  7. 
PBIVATE   BUSINESS. 


Charterhouse  BiU  [^Lords']  {by  Order)— 
Moved,    **  That  the  Bill   be  now  read  a   second  time,'* — (Sir  Richard 
Webster)  . .  . .  . .  . .  .  •     496 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  ''That"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  '*  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  inexpedient  to  abolish  the  HospiteJ  founded 
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Ck«rUrk9U9$  BiU  [Lords]  (b^  Ord^)~oontinQed. 

hj  Thomas  Sutton  in  the  London  Charterhouse,  to  mutilate  a  most  interesting  relic  of 
Old  London,  and  to  cover  with  buildings  a  considerable  area  of  open  ground  in  the 
heart  of  the  Metropolis,  in  order  to  re-construct  a  Charity  which,  in  its  present  form, 
carries  out  the  intention  of  the  Founder,  and  has  not  been  shown  to  be  unsuitable  to 
the  needs  of  the  present  day,  or  to  have  given  rise  to  abuses,*' — {Mr.  Waiter  James,) — 
instead  thereof . 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question  :  " — After  debate,  Moved,  ''That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned,"  —  {Mr.  JBeresford  Hope ;)  —  After  further  short  debate, 
Question  put : — The  House  divided:  Ayes  99,  Noes  198  ;  Majority  99. 
— (Biv.  list,  No.  89.) 

Question  again  proposed,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 
part  of  the  Question :  " — After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave, 
wUKdraum, 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn : — Bill  withdrawn. 

MOTIONS. 
Oas  and  Water  Provisional  Orders  (No.  3}  Bi^-Ordered  (Mr.  charUs  Aciand, 

Mr.  Mundella) ;  pressntsd,  and  read  the  first  time  [BiU  206]  . .  •  •      523 

Water  Provisional  Orders  Bill  —  Ordered  {Mr.    Charles  Aelandy    Mr.   Mundella) ; 

presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  207]  . .  . .  •  #         ^3 
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Egypt — Army. of  Occupation — Medical  Officers  at  Suakin — Question, 
Mr.  Mitchell  Henry ;  Answer,  The  Financial  Secretary,  War  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone)  . .     523 

Exchequer  Deposits— Question,  Mr.  Lionel  Cohen ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 

to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)    . .  . .  524 

Post  Office  (Scotland) — Mails  to  the  Outer  Hebrides — Question,  Mr. 
Macfarlane ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  H. 
Fowler)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..524 

Tenure  of  Land — Homestead  and  Exemption  Laws  in  the  United 
States  —  Question,  Mr.  Edmund  Eobertson  ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Mr.  Bryce)         . .  . .     524 

Bubhah — Military  Executions — Colonel  Hooper— Question,  Mr.  James 
Maclean;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Mr.  Stafford 
Howard)  ..  ..  ..526 

Eailways  (India)— The  Nagpore-Bengal  Railway — Question,  Mr.  James 
Maclean ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Mr.  Stafford 
Howard)         ..  ..  ..  ..  ..526 

Gibraltar — Sir  John  Ad  ye — Question,  Viscount  Curzon  ;   Answer,   The 

Financial  Secretary,  War  Department  (Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone)  . .     526 

Navy — ^H.M.S.  **  Collingwood  " — Bursting  of  the  43-ton  Gun — Ques- 
tion, Captain  Price;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr. 
Hibbert)         ..  ..  ..  ..  ..527 

Obeenwtch  Hospital— The  Wives  and  Families  of  Naval  Pensioners  — 
Question,  Captain  Price ;  Answer,  The  Civil  Ijord  of  the  Admiralty 
(Mr.  E.  W.  Duff)  . .  . .  . .     528 

Business  of  the  House — Government  of  Ireland  Bill — Question.  Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach  ;  Answer,  The  First  Ijord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone)  . .  . .  . .     528 

Oboftebs  (Scotland)  (No.  2)  Bill — Names  of  the  Commissioners- 
Question,  Mr.  Craig- Sellar ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)         . .  . .  . .  . .     628 
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South-Eastern  Europe — ^Rbply  of  the  Greek  Government — Question, 
Sir  Miohael  Hicks-Beacli ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of'the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)         ..  ..  ..629 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill — Control  of  Canals — Question,  Mr. 
Herbert  Gardner ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr. 
MundeUa)  ..  ..629 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 

Supply — Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leaye  the  Chair  :  "— 

Postal  Service  (British  Possessions)— Rates  of  Postage — ^Resolution 

Amendment  proposed. 
To  leave  out  from  the  word  "^  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  '*  the  interests  of  the  people  urgently  require  that  on  letters,  newspapers, 
and  printed  matter  there  should  he  a  discontinuance  of  the  charges  of  higher  rates 
of  postage  in  Great  Britain  than  those  which  are  charged  to  the  puhlic  in  other 
countries  for  Postal  Service  hy  British  steamers  carrying  Mails  to  and  from  the 
Colonies  and  the  possessions  of  Great  Britain  in  India  and  elsewhere," — (Mr, 
Jamet  Button,) — instead  thereof    ..  ..  ..  ••      580 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question  :  " — After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  ^'  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair,"  again 
proposed : — 

Education  Department— School  Board  Elections — Hours  of  Polling 
— Observations,  Mr.  T.  Fry  : — Short  debate  thereon  . .     538 

Post    Offices    at    Railway     Stations— Observations,   Mr.    Cavendish 
Bentinck  ;  Reply,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)     545 

'House  counted  outl         [7.O.] 

LORDS,  MONDAY,  MAY  10. 

South-Eastern  Europe — Greece — Blockade  of  the  Greek  Coast — Minis- 
terial Statement,  The  Secretary  of  8tate  for  Foreign  Affairs  (The  Earl 
of  Rosebery) ;  Observations,  The  Marquess  of  Salisbury  . ,     546 

Spain — Signatures  of  the  Comi^ercial  Convention  —  Ministerial  State- 
ment, The  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (The  Earl  of 
Rosebery)       . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     550 

Chairman  of  Committees  of  this  House— Resolution — 

Moved,   '*That  the  Earl  of  Morley  be  appointed  to  take  the  Chair  in  all 

Committees  of  this  House  for  the  remainder  of  this  Session,'* — {The 

Earl  OranvilU)  . .  . .  . .  . .     551 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out  (**Earl  of  Morley,")  and  insert  ("  Duke 

of  Buckingham  and  Chandos,") — {The  Marquess  of  Salisbury.) 
After  short  debate,  on  Question,  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 

stand  part  of  the  Motion  ?  their  Lordships  divided;  Contents  105,  Not- 

Contents  122  ;  Majority  19. — Resolved  in  the  negative. 

Then  it  was  moved  to  resolve, 

**  That  the  Duke  of  Buckingham  and  Chandos  be  appointed  to  take  the  Chair  in  all 

Committees  of  this  House  for  the  remainder  of  this  Session: 
**  That  the  Duke  of  Buckingham  and  Chandos  do  take  the  Chair  in  all  Committees  of 

the  Whole  House  unless  where  it  shall  have  been  otherwise  directed  by  the  House : 
**  That  the  Duke  of  Buckingham  and  Chandos  do  also  take  the  Chair  in  all  Committees 

upon  Private  Bills  and  other  matters,  uiUess  where  it  shall  have  been  otherwiM 

directed  by  the  House." 

Agreed  to  ;  and  resolved  accordingly. 
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BBPfiXaSNTATIYE  PbEBS  FOB  IbELAND — 

Ordered,  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House  a  nominal  return,  in  tabular  form,  of  the 
Lords  Temporal  at  present  elected  to  serve  in  Parliament  for  Ireland,  arranged  ac- 
cording to  date  of  election,  with  the  number  of  years  of  service,  and  showing  the 
naval,  military,  or  civil  rank  in  public  service  (if  any)  of  each  Peer,  and  al«>  the 
naval  or  military  commands  or  civil  public  offices  he  may  have  held, — {The  Earl  of 
Btlmor$,) 

Navy — Disoiplinb,  &c. — Ibbeoulabities  in  Babracks— Question,  Obeer- 
yations,  Viscount  Midleton ;  Eeply,  Tlie  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
(The  Marquess  of  Bipon)    . .  /.     556 

Ketropolitan  Police  Stations  Bill  (No.  87)— 
Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*,"— (7%^  Paymaster  General,  Lord 
Thurlow)  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     558 

Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  eommitted  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  To-morrow. 

Navy— The  Estimates,  1886-7 — Resolution — 
]£o9td,  **  That  the  Navy  Estimates  for  this  year  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  this  House/*  — 
( The  Viseount  Sidmouih)  558 

After  short  debate,  Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn,       [5.45.] 

COMMONS,  MONDAY,  MAT  10. 
Q  UESTIONS. 

Lttkbatube,  Science,  and  Art — Watbb  Coloub  Drawings  at  South 
Kensington  Museum  —  Question,  Mr.  Agnew ;  Answer,  The  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  (Sir  Lyon  Playfair)  . .  . .     560 

Education  fScoTLAND)  —  Memorandum  op  Agreement  between  the 
School  Board  of  Boss  Keen,  Boss-shire,  and  its  Teachers —Ques- 
tion, Dr.  B.  Macdonald;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  ..  ..  ..  ..561 

Law  and  Justice  (Ireland) — ^Longford  Assizes — ^Assault  on  James  and 
Christopher  Newman — Questions,  Mr.  Justin  McCarthy ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  . .     563 

Foreign  Office— Consular  and  Commercial  Beports— Question,  Mr.  J. 
G.  Hubbard;  Answer,  The^Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(Mr.  Bryce)    . .  . .  . .  . .     564 

Egyft — Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff's  Mission  —  Question,  Sir  George 
Campbell ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(Mr.  Bryce)     ..  ..  ..  ..  ..564 

ICsBCHANT  ©HIPPING  AcT,  1854— The  " Creole "  —  Questiou,  Colonel 
Hughes-Hallett;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr. 
Mundella)  ..  ,.565 

SooTXAND — Local  Taxation — The  Blue  Book   for    1884 — Question,  Mr. 

J.  W.  Barclay ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)        . .     566 

Army  (India)  —  Inspectors  of  Army  Schools  —  Question,  Viscount 
Lewisham;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Lidia  (Mr. 
Stafford  Howard)  ..  ,.566 

Post  Office  —  Insufficiently  Addressed  Telegrams  —  Question,  Mr. 
For  wood ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  H. 
Fowler)  , .  . .  . .  . .     567 

Scotland — Distress  in  Kintra,  Boss  of  Mull,  Argyllshire— Question, 

Mr.  Macfarlane;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)       . .     568 

BuaiNESs  of  the  House — Police  Superannuation  Bill — Question,  Sir 
Henry  Selwin-lbbetson ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  (Mr.  Ohilders) . ,  . ,  . ,  ^ .     56a 
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Afghan  Demarcation  Commission — Question,  Mr.  Hanbtiry ;  Answer,  The 

Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  -(Mr.  Bryce)  . .     568 

Sotjth-Eastern  Etjrope — Qeeece — Blockade  of  tbe  Greek  Coast — Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Bourke,  Mr.  Joseph  Cowen  ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Mr.  Bryce)  . .  . .  . .     569 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House  —  Burgh  Police  and  Health 
(Scotland)  Bill — Question,  Mr.  Buchanan ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advo- 
cate (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)      . .  . .  . .  . .     570 

Spain — Signatures  of  the  Commercial  Convention — Statement,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Mr.  Bryce) ;  Questions, 
Sir  James  Fergusson,  Mr.  Forwood,  Sir  Henry  Eoscoe  ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Bryoe  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     570 

Business  of  the  House — Debate  on  the  Government  of  Ireland  Bill 
— Questions,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach,  Lord  Eandolph  Churchill ;  An- 
swers, The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E.  GJadstone)  . .     572 

Arms  (Ireland)  Bill — Question,  Mr.  Brodrick;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  . .  . .     573 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAT. 

— 0 

OoTemment  of  Ireland  Bill  [BiJl  I8l]    [First  NiohtJ— 

Movedf  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,'* — (The  First   Lord  of 

the  Treasury,  Mr,  W.  E,  Gladstone)  . .     574 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  ''  now,''  and  at  the  end 

of  the  Question  to  add  the  words  **  upon  this  day  six  months," — [The 

Marquess  of  Bartittgton,) 
Question  proposed,  **  That  the  word  *  now'  stand  part  of  the  Question  :  " 

— After  long  debate,  Movedy   **  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — 

[Sir  Eenry  James :) — Motion  agreed  to :  —Debate  adjourned  till  Thursday. 

Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2)  Bill  [BiU  200]— 

Moved,  *'That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time," — {The  Lord  Advocate, 

Mr,  J,  B.  Balfour)  . .  . .  . .     678 

After  short  debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided;  Ayes  219,  Noes 

52;  Majority  167.— (Div.  List,  No.  90 :)— Bill  read  the  third  time,  and 

passed, 

ustoms  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill  [Bill  190]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee     . .  . .  . .     683 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again 
upon  Thursday, 

Burgh  Police  and  Health  (Scotland)  Bill  \_Lords'\  [Bill  194]— 
Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {The  Lord  Advocate, 

Mr,  J,  B,  Balfour)  . .     687 

After  short  debate,    Moved,  **That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — 

{Dr.  Cameron:) — Motion  agreed  to: — Debate  adjourned iiVL Monday  nent. 

Terms  of  Removal  (Scotland)  Bill  [Bill  187]— 
Order  for  Committee  read : — Moved,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leaye  the 

Chair,"— (7%tf  Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  J.  B,  Balfour)  ,,  . .     690 

After  short  debate,  Question  put: — The  B.o\ise  divided ;  Ayes  118,  Noes 

28 ;  Majority  85.— (Div.  List,  No.  92.) 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  upon  Monday  24th  May^ 
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Supply  [8rd  May]  Bbpobt— 
Order  read,  for  resumiog  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [6th  May], 
**  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the  Committee  in  the  said  Eesolu- 
tion :  "— 

;25.)  "  £58,921,  to  complete  the  iumfortho  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Courts  of  Law 

and  Justice  in  Scotland,  and  other  Legal  Charges  "*  . .  •  •      691 

Question  again  proposed : — Debate  resumed. 
After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 


Tramways  FrOYisional  Orders  (Ho.  2)   BUl—Ordered  {Mr.    Charles  Acland,    3fr. 

MundfUa) ;  presented^  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  208]  . ,  . .      693 

L2.15.] 

LOEDS,  TUESDAY,  MAY  11. 

Salmon  fisheries  Amendment  (Scotland)  Bill  (No.  30)— 
Movedy  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\''—{The  Marquea  of  Hunily)         . .     692 
Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out  (''now")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 

Motion  ("this  day  six  months,'*)— (2%*  Lord  Balfour.) 
After  short  debate,  Amendment,  Original  Motion,  and  Bill  (by  leave  of 

the  House)  toithdratcn. 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Durham)  Bill  (No.  59) 
Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*,"— ( The  Lord  Bishop  of  Durham)  . .     703 
Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out  ("now")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 

Motion  ("this  day  six  months,") — {The  Lord  BramweU.) 
After  debate,  on  Question,  That  ("now")  stand  part  of  the  Motion? 

their  Liordships  divided  ;  Contents  47,  Not-Contents  41 ;  Majority  6  : — 

Resolved  in  the  affirmative. 
Division  List,  Contents  and  Not-Contents  . .  . .     720 

Bill  read  2'  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 

House  on  Thursday  next. 

Elementary  Education  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (Birmingham)  Bill 

[h.Jj.']^ J'retented  {The  Lord  Fresident) ;  read   I*;    and  referred  to  the  Examiners 

(No.  96)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..      721 

Elementary  Education  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (London)  Bill  [u.l.] 

— PretenUd  {The  Lord  President) ;  rend  1*,  and  referred  to  the  E^caminers  (No.  97)  721 

[7.45.1 

COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  MAY  11. 
PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 

Felixstowe,  Ipswich,   and  Midlands  Eailway,    Petition    fob    Bill — 
Resolution— 

M69€d,  "  That  the  Resolution  of  the  Standing  Orders  Committee  of  the  19th  day  of 
February  last,  with  respect  to  the  Felixstowe,  Ipswich,  and  Midlands  Bailway  Peti- 
tion, together  with  the  said  Petition,  and  the  Bill  annexed  thereto,  be  referred  back 
to  the  said  Committee,  and  that  they  have  power  to  inquire  whether  there  are  any 
special  circumstances  which  render  it  just  and  expedient  that  the  Standing  Orders 
should  be  dispensed  with  in  respect  to  the  said  Petition," — {Mr.  Everttt)  . .      722 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to. 

VOL.   CCCV.      [THIHD  8BH1B8.]  (       d      ] 
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After  debate.  Original  Question,  **  That  the  word  *  now  *  stand  part  of  the 

Question,"  put,  and  negatived  : — Words  added. 
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Bill— Questions,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor;  An- 
swers, The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E.  G-ladstone)  . .     765 

MOTIONS. 

Death  Penalty — Resolution — 
Mov€4l,  "  That,  ia  the  opinion  of  this  Hou33,  the  timi  hi3  arrived  for  the  abolition  of 
the  death  penalty  for  the  crime  of  murder," — {Sir  Joi  'ph  Piiase)      . ,  ••767 

AmendmeDt  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  '*  House"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words** it  18  desirable  that  oflfences,  for  which  the  penalty  of  death  now  follows  a 
Terdiot  of  guilty,  unless  remitted  by  Her  Majesty,  should  be  divided  into  three 
categories,  as  recommended  by  a  Royal  Commission  in  1866 ;  and  in  order  that 
executions,  when  necessary,  may  be  carried  out  with  every  regard  to  humanity  and 
decency,  an  experienced  person  should  be  selected  by  the  Government  for  the 
purpose,  and  adequately  remunerated  from  public  funds,''— (i!/r.  Howard  Vincent^) 
— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question :  " — After  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put : — The  House  divided ;  Ayes  63,  Noes  117  ;  Majority 
54. 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  . .  •  •  . .     789 

Valuation  of  Bbal  Property — Resolution — 
Moved f  "  That  a  comprehensive  measure  for  regulating  the  valuation  of  property  for 
the  parposee   of   Imperial  and    Local    Taxation  is   essentially  necessary,'*— (Afr. 
Bitckham)  ..  ..  ..  ••  ••      790 

After  abort  debate,  Eesolution  agreed  to. 

Income  Tax— Motion  for  a  Select  Committee — 

Moredf  *'  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  way  in  which  Income 
Tax  is  levied,  especially  on  unlet  property,  on  partially  let  property,  on  property 
rated  above  its  present  letting  value,  on  the  investments  of  Insurance  Companies, 
Savings  and  other  Banks,  and  other  cases  in  which  Income  Tax  is  claimed  on  more 
than  the  income  actually  received,"—  (ifr.  Hartley)  . .  ••  •  •      801 

After  short  debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided:  Ayes  63,  Noe^ 
174  :  Majority  111.— (Div.  List,  No.  94.) 

Losses  by  Biot  (Compensation)  Bill— 

Mw$dy  **That  leave  be  given  ta  brin^  ia  a  Bill  to  give  Compensation  for 
Losses  by  Riot," — (^Mr,  Secretary  Childere)  . .  . .     805 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to  .-—Bill  ordered  {Mir,  Secretary  Childere, 
Mr.  Broadhurdj  Mr,  Attorney  General) ;  presented^  and  read  the  first 
time.     [Bill  209.] 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 

Land  Transfer  (Scotland)  Bill  [Bill  141]  — 
Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  se3ond  time,"— (i//-.  Boyd-Kmnear)     808 
After  debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived, 

MOTIONS. 


Charities,  &c.  (Exemption  from  Local  Bates)  Wl—Ordered  {Sir  Julian  Ooidsmid, 

Mr.  Baggaliay,  Mr,  Octuvius  Morgan,  Sir  Robert  Fowler^  Baron  F,  de  Rotheekild,  Sir 
Algernon  Borthxciek,.Mr,  fl*.  IV,  lawson)  ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  210]      82S 
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Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  [Expenses,  &c.J — 

Contidered  in  Committeo  . .  .  •  . .  . .       828 

Eesolution  agreed  to  ;  to  be  reported  To-morrotc. 


[12.45.] 


COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  MAY  12. 
ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


Parliamentary    Elections    (Returning    Officers'   Expenses) 

(Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  8]- 
Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (i/r.  TuiU)  .  •     829 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  *•  now,'*  and  at  the  end  of 

the  Question  to  add  the  words  **upon  this  day  six  months,**— (C(?/o«<»/ 

King-Harman,) 
Question  proposed,  **  That  the  word  'now*  stand  part  of  the  Quesfcion :  " 

— After  debate,  Question  put : —The  House  divided;  Ayes  174,   Noes 

56;  Majority  118.— (Div.  List,  No.  95.) 

Compulsory  Purchase  of  Land  Compensation  Bill  [Bill  145 1— 
Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,** — {Mr.  McLaren)      • .     855 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  '*now,**  and  at  the  end  of 

the  Question  to  add  the  words  ''apon  this  day  six  months,** — {Mr. 

Gregory.) 
Question  proposed,  '*That  the  word  '  now  *  stand  part  of  the  Question  :  ** 

— ^After  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  203,  Noes 

103 ;  Majority  100.— (Dir.  List,  No.  99.) 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitted 

for  Tuesday  next. 

Beer  Adulteration  (No.  3)  Bill  [Bill  66]— 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [Hth  April], 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time:** — Question  again  pro- 
posed : — Debate  resumed      , ,  . .  . .  . .     868 

After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  : — Bill  read  a  second  time, 
and  committed  for  Wednesday  2nd  June. 

Church  Patronage  Bill  [Bill  4]— 
Order  for  Committee  read  : — Moved,  *'That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 

the  Chair,'*— (Jfr.  Leatham)  . .  . .  ^  . .     875 

After  short  debate,  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before  Six'of  the  clock, 

the  Debate  stood  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

MOTIONS. 
— 0 — 
Stipendiary  Magistrates  (Pensions)  Bill— Orrfw<!rf(i/>.  Hastings,  Mr.  KonrUk,  Mr. 

Forw^d,  Mr.  Wiggin) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  212]  . ,  , .      876 

National  Peovidbnt  Insueance— 
Select  Committee  nominated  .-—List  of  the  Committee  . .  . .  . .      876 

FOEESTEY — 
Select  Committee  nominated :  —List  of  the  Committee  . .  ..      t  , .      876 

[5.50.] 
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Tottenham ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman)  . .  , ,  . ,  . ,  . ,     907 

Palace  of  Westminster — House  of  Commons — Accommodation  for 
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Canadian  Fisheries — The  "David  J.  Adams" — Question,  Mr.  Howard 
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Business  of  the  House— Observations,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh ;  Eeplies,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Oladstone)      ..  ..  ..  ..  ..910 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 

Oovernment   of  Ireland  Bill  fBill  181]— Second  Readino.     [Ad- 
journed Debate]  [Second  Night] — 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [10th  May],  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time  :  "— 
Question  again  proposed,   ''That  the  word  'now'  stand  part  of  the 
Question:" — DohniQ  resumed  ..  ..  ..     9'2 

After  long  debate,  Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Sir 
R.  Asshetm  C/-^m;)— Motion  agreed  to: — Debate  adjourned  t\l\  Monday 
next. 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill  |  Bill  190]~ 
Bill  considered  in  Committee    . .  . .  . .  . .   1023 

After  short  time  spent  therein,.  3ill  reported,  without  Amendment ;  to  be 
read  the  third  time  To-morrow, 

MOTION. 
Ulster  Canal  and  Tyrone  Navigation  Bill  |Bill  Hi]— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Ulster  Canal  and  Tyrone  Navigation  Bill  do 
consist  of  Nine  Members,  Five  to  bo  nominated  by  the  House  and  Four  by  the 
Committee  of  Selection," — {Mr,  Uenry  U.  FowUr)     ..  ..  ..    1030 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  *'  five/*— (J/r.  Diggar,) 
Question  proposed,  **  That  the  word  *  five '  stand  part  of  the  Question :  ** 

— After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Orderedf  That  all  Petitions  against  the  Bill  presented  not  later  than  three  clear  days 
before  the  sitting  of  the  Committee  be  referred  to  the  Committee,  and  that  such  of 
the  Petitioners  as  pray  to  be  heard  by  themselves,  their  Counsel,  Agents,  or  Witnesses 
be  heard  upon  their  i?etition8,  if  they  think  fit,  and  Counsel  hoard  in  favour  of  the 
Bill  against  such  Petitions. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Three  be  the  quorum  of  the  Committee, — {3lr.  Uenry  ff.  Fowler.) 

[I.O.J 

LORDS,  FRIDAY,    MAY  14. 

Their  Lordships  met;~and  haviug  gone  through  the  Business  on  the 
Pjiper  without  debate,  .  .  [House  adjourned]  [4.30.] 
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Import  Duties— Eesolution — ^Amendment  proposed, 
To  leave  out  from  the  word  <*  That  "to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
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liiNiNQ  Royalties— EESOLUTION—Obesrvations,  Mr.  Mason: — Debate 
thereon  ^,  ..  ..  ..  ..1118 

Motion,  "That   Mr.   Speater  do   now  leave  the  Chair,"  by  leave,  with- 
drawn. 

Supply, — Committee  upon  Monday  next. 

Parliamentary    Elections   (Retarning  Officers)    Act  (1376) 

Amendment  Bill  [Bill  211]- 
Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,''— ( J/r.  T.  M.  Healy)      1142 
After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eom- 

mitted  for  Monday  24th  May. 

KrroHBN  AND  Refreshment  Rooms— 

Moved,  ''That  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Kitchen  and  Refreshment 
Rooms  do  consist  of  Nineteen  Members," — {Thd  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury,  Mr,  Arnold  Morley)     . .  . .  . .  . .   1H4 

Afker  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to  .-—Other  Members  added.  [2.O.] 

LORDS,  MONDAY,  MAY  17. 

Universities  (Scotland)— Question,  Observations,  Lord  Balfour;  Reply, 

The  Secretary  for  Scotland  (The  Earl  of  Dalhousie)       . .  . .   1 145 

Infants  Bill  (No.  86)- 

Movedj  **That  the  Bill  be   now   read  2%"- (f/^^j   Lord  Chancellor,   Lord 
Jlersehell)        ..  ..  ..  ..  ..    1H6 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to  : — Bill  read  2*  accordingly. 

Malta — Resolution — 
Moved  for,  **  Copies  of  all  Correspondence  having  reference  to  the  Maltese  nobility 
which  has  been  addressed  to  or  has  emanated  from  the  Colonial  Office  since  August 
1883,  up  to  the  present  date,''— (T-^^  Vhcoutti  Sidmotfth)  . .  . .    1 1 49 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Copies  or  extracts  of  correspondence   with  reference   to   the  Maltese 

nobility  (in  continuation  of  [0.-3812],  August  1883) : 
Presented  (by  command),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Incumbents  of  Benefices  Loans  Extension  Bill  (No.  89)— 
Moved,  **That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\''—{The  Chairman  of  Committees, 

The  Duke  of  Buckingham)      ..  ..  ..  ..    H^O 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to  : — Bill  read  2»  accordingly,  and  com- 

mitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  Bouse  To-morrow, 
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tion, Sir  Henry  Tyler ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman)         ..  ..  ..  ..1160 

Government  of  India— The  Joint  Committee — Questions,  Mr.  James 
Maclean,  Lord  Eandolph  Churchill ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  ..  ..  ..1161 
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Education  Depabtment — School  Boabds  and  Voluntaey  Schools— Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Conway ;  Answer,  The  Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Sir 
Lyon  Play  fair)  ..  ..  ..  ..1163 

Palace  of  Westminster — Ventilation  of  the  House — Question,  Sir 
Henry  Roscoe ;  Answer,  The  Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  (Sir  James  M*Garel-Hogg)  . .  . .  . .  1164 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


Government  of  Ireland  Bill  [Bill  181]  Second  Eeadinq  [Adjourned 
Debate]  [Third  Night] — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [1 0th  May:] — Question  again  proposed,  **That  the  word 
*  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question  : '' — Debate  resumed  . .  . .   1165 

After  long  debate,  Moved,  **That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Jifr, 
Shaw  Lejevre :) — Motion  a^freed  to  :— Debate  further  adjourned  till  To- 
morfow. 

Medical  Acts  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  163]— 

Order  for  Committee  read  x^Movedy  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 

Chair," — {The  Vice  President  of  the  Council,  Sir  Lyon  Playfair)  . .   1256 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  upon  Monday  next. 

Trees  (Ireland)  Bill- 
Lords  Amendments  considered  . .  . .  , .  1256 
One  agreed  to ;  some  agreed  to  with  Amendments ;  some  disagreed  to. 

Committee  appointed,  "  to  draw  up  Reasons  to  be  assigned  to  the  Lords  for  disagreeing 
to  the  Amendments  to  which  this  House  hath  disagreed :  ''—List  of  the  Committee. .    1260 


Tramways  Provisional  Orders  (No.  3)  Bill  —  Ordered  {Mr.  Charles  Aehnd,  Mr. 

Mundella) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  213]  . .  1260 

[1.0.] 

LORDS,  TUESDAY,  MAY  18. 

Speaker  of  the  House — 
The  Lord  Chanoellob  acquainted  the  House  that  Her  Majesty  had  (by 
Commission)  appointed  the  Duke  of  Buckingham  and  Chandos  Speaker 
of  the  House  in  the  absence  of  the  Lord  Chancellor :  The  said  Com- 
mission was  read. 

Trees  (Ireland)  Bill- 
Returned  from  the  Commons  with  one  of  the  Amendments  agreed  to,  some  agreed  to 
with  amendments,  and  some  disag^reed  to,  together  with  Reasons  for  such  disagree- 
ment :   The  Ck)mmons  amendments  and  reasons  to  he  printed.     (No.  117.) 

Private  Bills  (Standing  Order  No.  128) — 
The  evidence  taken  hefore  the  Select  Committee  from  time  to  time  to  he  printed,  for  the 
use  of  the  Memhers  of  this  House ;  hut  no  copies  thereof  to  he  delivered,  except  to 
Memhers  of  the  Committee,  until  further  order  (No.  118.) 

Hyde  Park  Corner  (New  Streets)  Bill  (No.  88)— 

Moved,   **That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»,"— (2%^  First  Commissioner  of 
Works,  The  Earl  of  Algin)     . .  . .  . .  . .   1261 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  com- 
mitted: The  Committee  to  be  proposed  by  the  Committee  of  Selection. 
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Labourers  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment  Bill  (No.  51)— 
House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order)     ..  ..  .,1263 

Bill  to  hQ  printed^  as  amended.     (No.  120.) 

Companies  Acts  Amendment  Bill  (No.  82)— 
Moved,  *'That  thQ  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (r/^tf  Secretary  for  Scotland,  The 

JSarl  of  Balhoueie)      .,  ..  ..  ,.1271 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to  : — Bill  read  2"  accordingly,  and  com- 

mitied  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

FjUEimLY  Societies  Act,  1875—Clue8tions,  The  Earl  of  Iddesleigh ;  An- 
swers, The  Lord  Chancellor  (Lord  Herscbell)  . .  , .   1272 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Durham)  Bill  (Petitions) — 
Motion  for  a  Select  Committee — 

Movedy  '^That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  validity  of  all  peti- 
tions presented  to  this  House  for  or  against  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on 
Sunday  (Durham)  Bill,  and  of  the  signatures  attached  thereto,  with  a  view  to 
ascertUDing  how  far  such  signatures  are  or  are  not  genuine/'— (TA^  Earl  of  Wemyss)    ]  273 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Committee  appointed  accordingly. 

[7.O.] 

COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  MAY  18. 
Q  UE8TI0NS. 
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Power;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  . .   1278 

Post  Office  (Ireland) — Mid-day  Mail  Service  for  the  Town  of  Bal- 
LiNAMORB,  Co.  Leitrim— Question,  Mr.  Hayden ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  . .  . .   1279 

Post  Office  (Ireland) — ^Mountnorris  Post  Office — Question,  Mr.  Alex- 
ander Blane;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Arnold 
Morley)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1279 

Charfft  Commissioners — ^Inkbeurow  Ci£arities  —  Question,  Dr.  Foster ; 

Answer,  The  Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Sir  Lyon  Playfair)  . .   1280 

Habboubs  —  Public    Harbour    Trusts  —  Question,    Sir  John  Jenkins  ; 

Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mundella)  . .   1280 

Expenses  of  Eegistration  of  Elections  (Ireland) — Question,  Mr.  Peter 
McDonald;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1281 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1870 — Appeals  in  Co.  Donegal — Question, 
Mr.  Bernard  KeUy;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
John  Morley)  ..  ..  ..  ..   1281 

The  Channel  Islands— Revenues  of  Guernsey — Question,  Mr.  Boyd- 
Kinnear;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  H. 
P6wler)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1282 

The    Magistracy    (Ireland)  —  Dungannon  —  Questions,    Mr.   William 

O'Brien  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  1283 

Home  Eule — The  Methodist  Committee  of  Privileges,  Dublin — Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Jordan ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  ..  ..  ,.  ••  ..   1284 
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Public  Health — Small-Pox  at  Woobuen,  Bucks — Question,  Mr.  Lawson ; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Borlase)      1285 

Army — The  Nile  Expeditions — The  Rations— Question,  Colonel  Brook- 
field  ;  Answer,  The  Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance  (Mr.  Woodall)      . .   1286 

Abmy— Contracts  for  Forage — Question,    Colonel  Brookfield;    Answer, 

TheSurveyorGeneralof  Ordnance  (Mr.  Woodall)        ..  ..1286 

Army — The  Ordnance  Survey  —  The  Eoyal  Engineers — Question, 
Admiral  Sir  John  Commerell ;  Answer,  Mr.  Leveson  Gower  (A  Lord 
of  the  Treasury)  ..  ..  ..  ..   1286 

South  Africa — Zululand — ^The  Papers — Question,  Mr.  Baden-Powell; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  Osborne 
Morgan)         • .  • .  • .  . .  •  •  1287 

The  Pacific  Blockade  of  Greece — Question,  Mr.  Crompton ;  Answer,  The 

Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Mr.  Bryce)  .  •  1288 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill — The  Schedules— Question,  Mr.  Baikes; 

Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)         . .   1288 

Arms  (Ireland)  Bill — Notice,  Mr.  Lewis;  Question,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy; 

Answer,  Colonel  Waring     , ,  . .  , ,  , .  1289 

MOTION. 


Notices  of  Motions  and   Orders   of  the  Day — The  Debate   on  the 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill  and  the  Arms  Bill— Eesolution — 

Movedf  "That  this  day,  and  on  succeeding  Tuesdays  and  Fridays,  the  Order  for 
resuming  the  Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Gbvemment  of 
Ireland  Bill,  when  it  is  set  down  among  the  Orders  of  the  Bay,  have  precedence 
of  Notices  of  Motions  and  Orders  of  the  Day,"— (ifr.  Qladttone)      . .  , ,    1289 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 


Qovemment  of  Ireland  Bill  [Bill  181]  Second  Beading  [Adjourned 
Debate]  |  Fourth  Night] — 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [10th  May?]— Question  again  proposed,  **That  the  word 
'now '  stand  part  of  the  Question  :  " — Debate  resumed  . .  . .   1299 

After  long  debate.  Moved,  *' That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"— (i/ir, 
Justin  McCarthy  :)'^'KoiiQrL  agreed  toi — Debate /arM^r  adjourned  till 
Thuredag. 

MOTIONS. 

Lowe's  Charity  (Lichfield)— Resolution — 
Moved,  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  every  Scheme  of  the  Charity  Commis* 
sioners  ought  to  provide  for  the  majority  of  the  Trustees  or  Managers  being  directly 
elected  by  the  ratepayers  in  the  locality  to  which  the  Charity  extends," — (^>  John 
SwMwne)  .,  ..  ..  ..  ,,    1335 

After  short  debate,  Moved^  *'  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr, 
James  Stuart:) — After  further  short  debate,  Question  put : — The  House 
divided;  Ayes  59,  Noes  73;  Majority  14.— (Diy.  List,  No.  97.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed  . .  . .  . .   1403 

After  short  debate,  Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 
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Coal  Mines  Regulation  Bill— 

Moved, ''  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  the  Eegulation  of  Ooal 
Mines,"— (T/itf  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department ^  Mr,  Childere)  1405 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to :  —  Bill  ordered  {Mr.  Seeretartf 
Ckiiders,  Mr,  Broadhuret) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  217.} 

Ulster  Canal  and  Tyrone  Navigation  Bill  [Bill  141]— 
Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler  be  a  Member  of  the  Committee," — 

(The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Mr,  Arnold  Morhy)         . ,  . .   1406 

After  short  debate.  Moved,  '*That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr, 

Arnold   Morley:) — ^Motion  agreed  to: — Debate  adjourned  till   Monday 

next. 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


Conveyancing  (Scotland)  Act  (1874)  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  127] 
Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Dr,  Cameron)       . .   1407 
After  short  debate,  Question  put:— The  House  divided;  Ayes  55,  Noes 

28  ;  Majority  27.— (Div.  list,  No.  98.) 
Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  Monday  next. 

Public  Health  Acts  (Improvement  Expenses)  (re-committed) 
Bill  LBill  153]- 
Order  for  Committee  read       ..  ••  ••  ..1411 

Moted,  *<  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  (Committee  that  they  have  power  to  amend 
section  156  of  '  The  Public  Health  Act,  1875/  by  extending  its  provisions  to  the  erec- 
tion of  buildings  in  streets,*'— ((/op^ain  Cotton,) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Moved,    "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"— (ifr.    TFilliam 

Cook  :) — ^Motion  agreed  to  .-—Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
Committee  report  Brogress ;  to  sit  again  upon  Tuesday  next. 


Oas  Proyisional  Orders  (Ho.  2)  B\\\—Ordei*ed  (Mr,  Charles  Acland,  Mr,  Mundella) ; 

pretenled,  and  read  tie  first  time  [Bill  214]  ..  ..  ..1412 

Freshwater  Fisheries  Bill — Ordered  {Mr,  Charles  Acland,  Mr.  Mundella);  presented, 

and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  218]      ••  ..  ..  ..    1413 

[2.30.] 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  MAY  19. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 

Dundalk  Oas  Bill— 
BiU,  as  amended,  to  be  considered  To-morrow  • .  . .   1413 

ORDERS    OF    THE  DAY. 

Poor  Law  Guatdians  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  6]— 
Moved,   "That  the  Bill  be  now  read   a  second  time,"— (l/r.  Edward 

Harrington)    ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   H13 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  '^now,''  and  at  the  end  of 

the  Question  to  add  the  words  **upon  this  day  six  months," — {Colonel 

King-Uarman.) 
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Toor  Law  Ouardians  {Ireland)  J5//^continued. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  *  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question  :  " 
— After  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  203,  Noes 
105  ;  Majority  98.— (Div.  List,  No.  99.) 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  .-—Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrotp, 

Railway  Regulation  Bill  [Bill  971— 
Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr,  Channing)     . .   1440 
After  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to: — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and 
committed  to  a  Select  Committee. 

Parliamentary  Voters  (Registration)  Bill  [Bill  lOO]— 
Moved,    **That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Sir   Julian 
Qoldemid)        ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1465 

And  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before  Six  of  the  clock,  the  Further 
Proceeding  on  Second  Beading  stood  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

Married    Women     (Maintenance    in    Case    of    Desertion) 
BUI  [Bill  111]— 
Order  for  Committee  read       • .  . .  . ,  •  •  1465 

Ordered,  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Ck)mmittee  that  they  have  power  to  extend  the 
provifiionB  of  the  BiU  to*the  maintenance  of  children  deserted  by  their  father, — [Mr* 
Warmington,) 

Further  Proceeding  on  going  into  Committee  deferred  till  Wedneedag 
2nd  June. 

MOTIONS. 
Barristers  at  Law  and  Advocates  (Pees)  BiU— Ordered  {ifr.  Boord,  j/>-.  Ingram, 

Mr.  Lewis,  Mr,  Laweon,  Mr,  Kanhury) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  219]        1-165 

Distress  for  Bent  Amendment  BiU — Ordered  {Mr,  Bmt,  Mr,  Arthur  JFiliiatns,  Mr, 

William  Cook,  Mr.  Robson) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  220]  . .     1466 

Post  Office  Sites  Bill- 
Select  Committee  nominated  : — List  of  the  Committee  . .  . .     1466 

[5.65.] 

LOEDS,  THUESDAY,  MAY  20. 

Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2)  Bill  (No.  95)— 

Moved,  '*That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%''— {The  Seeretargfor  Scotland,  The 
Earl  of  Lalhouiie)  . .  . .  . .  . .   1466 

After  debate,  Motion  agreed  to  .-—Bill  read  2»  accordingly,  and  committed 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Thuredag  next. 

Oxford  University  (Justices)  Bill  [yi.^.'l-^Fresented  [The  Lord  chancellor) ;  read  1» 

(No.  119)  ..  ..  ..  ..  •.   1494 

[6.45.] 

COMMONS,  THUESDAY,  MAY  20. 

PRIVATE     BUSINESS. 

Dundalk  Gas  Bill  {hg  Order)— 
Moved,  **That  the  Bill  be  now  taken  into  Consideration," — {Mr.  Billtcgn)  1495 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  '*  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 

the  Question  to  add  the  words  **upon  this  day  six  months," — {Mr. 

Nolan.) 
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DundaU  Qm  BiU  {bf  O/ef^-)— continued. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  *  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " 
— ^Aiter  short  debate,  Questionput:— The  House  divided;  Ayes  169, 
Noes  210  ;  Majority  41.— (Div.  List,  No.  100  :)— Words  added. 

Main  Question,  a3  amended,  .put,  and  agrfed  /o:— Consideration,  as 
amended,  put  off  lot  six  months. 

PROVISIONAL      ORDER     BILL. 

•— 

Police  and  Improvement  (Scotland)  Provisional  Order 
(lieith)  Bill  [Bill  197]- 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read  . .  . .  ..1516 

After  short  debate,  Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommiUed, 

QUESTIONS. 

Navy — Coi£3assioNs  fob  Seamen  of  the  Fleet — Questions,  Captain 
Vemey,  Captain  Price ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr. 
Hibbert)        ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1516 

PiEBS  Am)  Habboues  (Ibeland) — Eenabd  Point  Pieb— Question,  Mr. 
John  O'Connor  (Tipperary,  S.) ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  John  Morley)       ..  ..  ..  ..  1517 

Flbes  (Meteopolis) — Fatal  Fibe  in  Beak  Stbeet— Question,  Sir  Henry 
Selwin-Ibbetson ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Childers)  ..  ..  ..  ..   1517 

SiA  FisHEBiEs  AoT  (Scotland) — FoBESHOBES— Qusstion,  Mr.  Macfarlane; 

Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  . .  . .  1518 

Trade  and  Commebce— Imitation  Bbitish  Tbadb  Mabks — Question, 
Mr.  Howard  Vincent ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Mr.  Bryce)  . .  . .  . .   1519 

Thb  Westebn  PACirio— Eepbisals  of  Natives— Question,  Dr.  Cameron ; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Hibbert)  . .  1519 

PooB    Law    (Ibeland)  —  Clabemobbis  —  Intimidation  —  Question,    Mr. 

Dillon ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley) . .  1520 

Bsfbesentation  of  the  People  Act,  1884 — Eequisition  Foems— The 
Eate  Collectobs  op  Mountmellick  Union— Questions,  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1520 

South  Amebioa — The  Aboentine  Eepublio — Question,  Lord  Frederick 
Hamilton ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(Mr.  Bryce)    ..  ..  . '.  ..  ..  1521 

AOBIOTTLTUBAL  HoLDINQS  ACT — FlSHEBMEN  ON  THE  NoBTH-EaST   CoAST  OF 

Scotland — Question,  Mr.  Esslemont;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 
(Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  ..  ..  ..  ..  1522 

PiEBs  AND  Habboubs  (Ibeland) — HoLYHEAD  PiEB — QuostioD,  Lord  Claud 
Hamilton;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  H. 
Fowler)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1522 

Arms  (Ibeland)  Bill — Question,  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry ;  Answer,  The  Chief 

Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Jo^n  Morley) . .  . .  . .   1523 

iHDLi — Calcutta  Custom  House — ^Adultebation  of  M*Gavin  and  Co.'s 
Whisky — Question,  Sir  Eobert  Fowler ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  (Mr.  Stafford  Howard)  . .  . .   1524 

Navy — H.M.S.  ** Colossus" — ^The  43-ton  Guns — Questions,  Lord  Charles 
Beresford,  Mr.  Bethell,  Lord  Eandolph  Churchill ;  Answers,  The  Se- 
cretary to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Hibbert),  The  Surveyor  General  of 
Ordnance  (Mr.  Woodall)     . .  . .  . .  . .  1524 

Digitized  byVjOOQU 


TABLE  OP  CONTENTS. 
'  [Ifoy20.]  Pa^e 

Ireland  —  Alleged  Cattle  Stealing  —  Question,   Captain  H'Calmont ; 

Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  . .   1526 

Inland    Fishebies    (Ibeland)  —  Poisoning    Fish  —  Question,    Captain 

M'Calmont;    Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland    (Mr.   John 

Morley)  •.  ..  ..  ..  ..  1526 

Law   and   Police   (Ireland)— Alleged    Eiot    at   Listowel— Question, 

Captain  M'Oalmont ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr. 

John  Morley)  . .  . .  . .  • .  1527 

Bailways  (Metropolis)— The  Paddington  and  Limehouse  Eailway — 

Question,  Mr.  Cremer ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade 

(Mr.  C.  T.  D.  Acland)  ..  ..  ..  ..   1528 

Metropolitan  Eating  —  Parish  of  Putney  —  Question,    Mr.  Kimber ; 

Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  1528 
Prisons  (Ireland)  —  Omagh  Gaol  —  Question,  Lord  Ernest  Hamilton  ; 

Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  TMr.  John  Morley)  .  •  1529 

Business  op  the  House — Questions,  Sir  Micnael  Hicks-Beach  ;  Answers, 

The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  . .   1530 

ORDERS      OF     TEE     DAY. 


Ar  jQS  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  2051— 

Ifoved,  **That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — (771*  Chiff  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  Mr.  John  MwrUy)  . .  . .  . .   1530 

After  long  debate,   Question  put:  —  The  House  divided;    Ayes    303, 
Noes  89;  Majority  214. 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  •  •  . .  . .  1 609 

Bill  committed  for  Monday  next. 

Losses  by  Riot  (Compensation)  Bill  [Bill  209]— 
Moved,   **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {ITie  Secretary  of 

State  for  the  Home  Department^  Mr.  Child ers)  ..  ..1612 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 

milled  for  Monday  next. 

Freshwater  Fisheries  Bill  [BiU  218]— 
Moved,   "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (Ta#  Secretary 

to  the  Board  of  Trade,  Mr.  C.  T.  Z).  Acland)  . .  . .   1614 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted for  Monday  next. 

Stannaries  Act  (1869)  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  203]— 

Moved,    ''That  the  Bill    be  now  read    a    second  time," — (Sir    John 
St.  Auhyn)      . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1616 

Moved,  *'  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr.  Conyheare :) — After 

short  debate,  Motion,  by  leare,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  : — Bill  read  a  second  time. 
After  further  short  debate.  Bill  committed  for  Thursday  drd  June. 

Mining  Leases  (Cornwall  and  Devon)  Bill  [Bill  204]— 

Moved^    "That    the  Bill    be  now  read    a  second    time," — {Sir   John 

St.  Auhyn)      ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1625 

Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr.  Conybeare :) — After 

short  debate.  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  72,  Noes  69; 

Majority  3.— (Div.  List,  No.  102.) 
Debate  adjourned  till  Thursday  3rd  June, 
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MOTIONS. 


Parliamentary  Elections  (Ireland)  (Olerioal  Interference)-- 

Mo9td,  <*That  leave  be  giyen  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  prevent  Clerical  interference  before, 
at,  and  daring  a  Parliamentary  Election  in  Ireland/'— (Ca^^/im  M^Calmont)  ..    1628 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  negatited. 
Police  Forces  (Removal  of  Disabilities)  Bill- 

JToTM^,  "  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  the  removal  of  disabilities  of  the 
Police  Forces  to  Vote  at  Parliamentary  Elections  in  (rreat  Britain,**— (JTr.  Tottenham)   1 631 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  ordered  {Mr,  Tottenham^  Sir 
William  Hart  Byke^  Sir  Julian  Goldsmid,  Viscount  Grimitony  Mr, 
Biddulphf  Colonel  KingSarman,  Mr,  B glands) ;  preaented,  and  read 
the  first  time  [Bill  221.] 

Pablic  Parks  and  Works  (Metropolis)  Bill— ^r^^'^^  {^r,  Uemy  H,  FowUv,  Mr, 

ChanctUor  of  tht  Exchequer,  Mr,  Leveson  Qoxcer)         ,,  . ,  . ,    1 635 

[2.O.] 

LOEDS,  FEIDAY,  MAY  21. 
laniein  Bank  Bill — 
Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (7%<?  Chairman  of  Committees, 

Tha  Buke  of  Buckingham)  , ,  ..  ..  ..   1635- 

Motion  agreed  to  : — Bill  read  2'  accordingly. 

National  Poetrait  Gallery — Question,  Observations,  Viscount  Hardinge ; 

Beply,  The  First  Commissioner  of  Works  (The  Earl  of  Elgia)  . .   1635 

The  New  War  Office  and  Admiralty— Question,  Viscount  Sidmouth ; 

Answer,  The  First  Commissioner  of  Works  (The  Earl  of  Elgin)  . .   1638 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sanday  (Durham)  Bill  (No.  59) 
House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order)     . .  . .  . .   1638 

Amendments  made ;  the  Eeport  thereof  to  be  received  on  Monday  next ; 
and  Bill  to  he  printed,  as  amended.     (No.  123.) 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill  (No.  112)— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  S\''^{The  Lord  Sudeley)  . .   1648 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to: — Bill  read  3*  accordingly,   and 
pasied, 

British  North  America  Bill  (No.  116)— 
House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order)     ..  ..  ..1649 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ;  and  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next. 

ContM^ions  Diseases  (Animals)  Bill  [n.z.]— Presented  (The  Lord  President)  ;  read  !• 

Wo'U2)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..    1649 

[6.O.] 

COMMONS,  FEIDAY,  MAY  21. 
Q  UESTIONS. 

Navy — H.M.8.  '*  Colling  wood  "—Bursting  of  the  43-ton  Gun— Ques- 
tions, Captain  Price,  Mr.  Carbutt ;  Answers,  The  Surveyor  General  of 
Ordnance  (Mr.  Woodall)     . .  . .  . .  . .    1650 

War  Department— Manufacture  op  Guns — Question,  Sir  John  Kennaway ; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)       1652 

Mines  Beoulation  Act  —  Weights  and  Measures  —  Question,  Mr. 
Forwood ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Ohilders)  . .  . .  . .  . .  1662 

Rotal  Irish  Constabulary — Promotion — Questions,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ;  t 

Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  gozea  oy  v^ v^t5^lC 
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presentatives— Questions,  Mr.  Howard  Vincent,  Mr.  Hutton;  An- 
swers, The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affair^  (Mr.  Bryce)  . .   1654 

Education  Department— Technical  Instbuction — Questions,  Sir  Bemhard 
Samuelson,  Mr.  P.  McDonald ;  Answers,  The  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  (Sir  Lyon  Playfair)  . .  . .  . .    1655 

Inland  Navigation  Jisjy  Dbainaqe  (Ibeland) — The  Rivbb  Bann — Ques- 
tions, Mr.  T.  M.  H^aly  ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Henry  H  Fowler)  ..  ..  ..1656 

Merchant  Shipping— Wrkok  of  the  Barque  **  Cariwell  " — Question,  Dr. 

Tanner ;  Answer,  Tlie  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  E.  W.  Duff)      1657 

Navy  (Abmament,  &c.) — The  43-ton  Gun — Question,  Mr.  Carbutt;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Hibbert)      . .  . .    1658 

PooB  Law  (Ibeland) — Union  Amalgamation — Questions,  Mr.  Marum,  Mr. 

Sexton ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)    1659 

Education  Dbpabtment — Schools  on  the  Continent — Mb.  Matthew 
Abnold's  Bepobt — Questions,  Sir  Henry  Holland ;  Answers,  The  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  (Sir  Lyon  Playfair)  ..  ..    1659 

Salmon  and  Fbeshwateb  Fishebies — Tbansfeb  to  the  Boabd  op  Tbade — 
Questions,  Mr.  Portman ;  Answers,  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  (Mr.  Mundella)  ..  ..  ..  ..1660 

Political  Demonstbattons — Militaby  Bands — Questions,  Mr.  Labouohere, 
Mr.  Coote,  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)        . .  . .  . ,   1660 

Navy— OoNTBACTS  fob  Cbuisbbs  with  Pbivate  Buildebs— Questions,  Mr. 

Jacks ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Hibbert^  . .   1662 

The  Debate  on  the  Qovebnment  of  Ibeland  Bill — Questions,  Observa- 
tions, Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach ;  Questions,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr. 
Labouohere ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone);  Observations,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  ..   1663 

Sittings  and  Adjoubnment  of  the  House— The  Debby  Day — Notice,  Mr. 

Labouchere    .,  .,  ..  ..  ..   1666 

GovEBNMENT  OF  India — The  Joint  Committee — Quostion,  Mr.  Magniao  ; 

Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  . .    1666 

The  Estimates — Vote  on  Account — Question,  Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot ; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  . .   1667 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


Government  of  Ireland  Bill  [Bill  IBl]  Second  Beading  [Adjourned 
Debate]  [Fifth  Night  J — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed 
to  Question  [10th  MayJ,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time :  " 
— Question  again  proposed,  '^That  the  word  'now'  stand  part  of  the 
Question:'' — Dehaie  resumed  ..  ..  ,.   1667 

After  long  debate,  Moved^  ''That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — 
( Vticount  Lymington :) — ^Motion  agreed  to :— Debate /w/^A^  adjourned  till 
Monday  next. 

Ctottagers'  Allotment  Qardens  Bill  [BiU  186]— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (1/r.  Chaplin)  . .  1780 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  ''now,"  and  at  the  end 
of  the  Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  six  months," — (Mr, 
Areh,) 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " 
— After  short  debate,  Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," 
—  {^Mr,  Johns:) — ^After  further  short  debate.  Question  put: — The 
House  divided:  Ayes  106,  Noes  91 ;  Majority  1.5.— (Div.  List,  No.  103  :) 
'— T)ebate  adjourned  till  Monday  next.  "^  OOqIc 
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LORDS,  MONDAY,   MAY  24. 

Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister  Bill  (No.  62)— 
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After  debate,  on  Question,  That  (**now'')  stand  part  of  the  Motion?  their 
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tary of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell  Bannerman)         , .  . .    1832 

Inland  Eevenue — Income  Tax  on  Foreign  Besidents — Question,  Colonel 
Hughes  -  Hallett ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  ..  ..  ..  ..1833 

Evictions  (Scotland) — Ardnamurch an— Question,  Mr.  Macfarlane;  An- 
swer, The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  . .  . .  1833 

Technical  Instruction  in  Board  Schools— Question,  Sir  Bernhard 
Samuelson  ;  Answer,  The  Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Sir  Lyon 
Playfair)         ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1833 

Navy — H.M.S.  *'Collingwood" — Bursting  of  the  43-ton  Gun— Question, 
Mr.  Seager  Hunt;  Answer,  The  Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance  (Mr. 
Woodall)        ..  ..  ..  ..  ..    1834 

Navy — H.M.S.    **  Calypso" — Question,   Captain  Vemey;    Answer,  The 

Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Hibbert)  . .  , .   1834 

Cattle    Markets  —  Weighing  Machines  —  Question,   Mr.   Seton-Karr ; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  to^the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  C.  T.  D.  Adand)  . .   1835 

Eegistration  of  Voters — Expenses  of  the  Franchise — Questions,  Mr. 
Leahy,  Mr.  P.  J.  O'Brien,  Mr.  P.  McDonald ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  . .  . .  . .   1835 

The  Debate  on  the  Government  of  Ireland  Bill — Questions,  Mr. 
Bichard,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach ;  Answers,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone:) --Short  debate 
thereon  . .  . .  . .  . ,  . ,   1836 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


SUPPLY — considered  in  Committee— Civil  Services  and  Revenue  De- 
partments— (In  the  Committee.) 

(i .)  Motion   made,  and   Question  proposed,    **  That  a  further  sum,  not  exceeding 
£2,266,400,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  on  account,  for  or  towards  defraying  the 
Charge  for  the  following  Civil  Services  and   Revenue  Departments  for  the  year 
ending  on  the  dlst  day  of  March  1887,  vis : —  [Then  the  several  Services  are 

setforthl  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..     1S42 

Movedf  '*  That  the  Item  of  £5,000,  for  Secret  Service,  be  omitted  from  the  proposed 
Vote,*'--(  Jfr.  Rylands  ;)— After  debate,  Question  put :— The  Committee  divided; 
Aj^es  44.  Noes  319  ;  Majority  275.— (Div.  List,  No.  104.) 
Original  Question  again  proposed     ,,  ..  ..  .,     1872 

After  short  debate,  Movedj  "That  the  Item  of  £2,500  (Scotch  Fishery  Board),  be 
omitted  from  the  proposed  Vote,'*— (J/;-.  Biff ffar  :)^ After  further  short  debate, 
Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  again  proposed      ..  ..  .,  ..1901 

After  debate,  Moved,  **That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit 
again,"— (^r.   Brodrick  :)—M\^t  further  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  mtk' 
drawn. 
Original  Question  again  proposed     . .  . .  , ,  . .     195 1 

Movedy  "That  the  Item  of  £2,000  (Registrar  General,  Ireland),  be  omitted  from  the 
proposed  Vote,**— (Jf)-.  Chance:)— Mter  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  again  proposed     ..  ..  ,,  ,,     I959 

After  short  debate,  Moved,  "  That  the  Item  of  £20,000,  for  Superannuation  and  Re- 
tired Allowances,  be  reduced  by  the  sum  of  £ieo,*'^{Captain  Vemey  ;)— Question 
put,  and  negatived. 
Original  Question  again  proposed     ..  ..  ,.       r^^r-wrcJ^1964 
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Mond,  "That  the  Item  of  £120,000,  for  the  Pott  Office  Telegraphs,  be  redaced  by 
the  sum  of  £100,"— (^.  Canwrow ;)— After  short  debate,  Question  put:  — The 
Committee  diviisd;  Ayes  54,  Noes  116  ;  Majority  62.— (Div.  List,  No.  105.) 

Original  Qoestioa  astaia  proposed    ..  ..  .•  ..     1969 

After  short  debate,  Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Abmy. 
(a.)  £3,282,000,  Provinons,  Forage,  &c. 

Navy  Estimates. 
(3.)  £207,600,  Coast  Guard  Service  and  Royal  Naval  Reserves,  Ac. 

(4.)  £113,200,  Scientific  Branch.— After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  . .     1971 

(5.)  £812,900,  Half-Pay,  Reserved  Half-Pay,  and  Retired  Pay  to  Officers  of  the 
Navy  and  Marines. 

Besolations  to  be  reported  To-morrow ;   Committee  to   sit  again  upoa 
Wednesday, 

Ulster  Canal  and  Tyrone  Navigation  Bill  [Bill  141]— 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [1 8th  May  :] — 

Question  again  proposed : — Debate  resumed  . .  . .    1974 

Qaestion  put,  and  agreed  ^o;^Other  Members  nominated. 
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SAT    FIB8T. 

Monday,  May  17. 
The  Lord  Forester,  after  the  death  of  his  brother. 

Monday,  May  24. 
The  Lord  Brougham  and  Yaux,  after  the  death  of  his  father. 


COMMONS. 


NEW  MEMBERS  SWOEN. 
Monday,  May  3. 
Bradford  ( Central  Division) — Kight  Hon.  George  Shaw  Lefevre. 

North-East  Zanoashire  {Clithtroe  Division) — Right  Hon.  Sir  Ughtred  James  Kay- 
Shuttleworth,  baronet. 

Ipswich — Hugo  Richard  Gbarteris,  commonly  called  Lord  Elcho. 
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HANSARD'S 

PAELIAMENTARY  DEBATES, 

IN    THE 

F1R8T   Session   of    the    Twekty-Third    Parliament   of    the 
United     Kingdom    of      Great     Britain    and     Ireland, 

APPOINTED  TO  MEET   12   JaNUART,  1886,  IN    THE    FoRTT-NINTH 

Year  of  the  Ebign  of 

HER  MAJESTY  QUEEN  VICTORIA. 


FOUBTH     VOLUME     OF     SESSION     1886. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Mondayy  19M  April,  1886. 


MINUTES.]— Px^wc  'BrnA—Ordtred  —  Fir$t 
Rt^dinp'-TTamwayB  Provirional  Orders  (No. 
1)  •  [196] ;  Gas  Provisional  Orders  (No.  1)  • 
[196];  Police  and  Improvement  (Scotland) 
Provisional  Order  (Leith)  •  [197]. 

Ftrat  R§aiing  —  Lunacy  Acts  Amendment  * 
[198]. 

8^4et  ONmBit/ftf^  —  Employers'  Liability  Act 
(1880)  Amendment*  (60),  Colonel  Blnndell 
and  Mr.  Hingley  addid, 

C&wunitU$  —  Police  Forces  Enfranohiiement 
[8],  defied. 

CMHmitUt—Ripori—Otohen  ^Scotland)  (No.  2) 
[Sisth  2fi^ht]  [118-200]. 

YOIi.   OOCV.        [tHIBD  8EBIE8.] 


PRIVATE  BTT8INE8B. 
0 

north  METROPOLITAN  TRAMWAYS 

(No.  2)  BILL. 

SECOND   READnrO. 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (5»V  CharUi  ForaUr.) 

Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St.  Pancras,  N.) : 
I  had  placed  upon  the  Paper  a  Notice 
of  my  intention  to  move  that  this  Bill 
should  be  referred  to  a  Hybrid  Com- 
mittee ;  but  having  regard  to  the  course 
adopted  by  the  House  on  Frid^  upon 
the  Cricklewood,  Kilbum,  and  Harrow 
Boad  Tramways  Bill,  I  do  not  propose 
to  more  that  Beference.  I  prefer  to 
act  upon  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
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Gentleman  the  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means  (Mr.  Court- 
ney), and  to  move  for  the  appointment  of 
a  Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
operation  of  the  Tramways  Act,  1870, 
the  powers  of  Tramways  Companies, 
and  the  management  of  tramways. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

FBIYATE  BILLS. 
Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  39  and  129  be 
suBpended,  and  that  the  time  for  depositing 
Petitions  against  Private  Bills,  or  against  any 
Bill  to  confirm  any  Provisional  Order,  or  Pro- 
visional Certificate,  and  for  depositing  Dupli- 
cates of  any  Documents  relating  to  any  Bill  to 
confirm  any  Provisional  Order,  or  Provisional 
Certificate,  be  extended  to  Monday  3rd  May. — 
(  The  Chairman  of  Wayt  and  Means.) 


QUHSTIONS. 


ARMY— THE  PURCHASE  SYSTEM- 
PURCHASE  UEUTENANT8. 

Sm  RICHAED  PAGET  (Somerset, 
Wells)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
"War,  Whether  Officers  in  the  Army, 
having  paid  £700  or  more  in  the  pur- 
chase of  their  Lieutenancies  previous  to 
the  Abolition  of  Purchase  in  the  Army, 
will  be  allowed,  on  retirement  from  the 
Service,  any  advantages  in  respect  of 
the  money  so  paid;  and,  whether  Officers, 
having  entered  the  Army  since  the  Aboli- 
tion 01  Purchase,  and  paid  nothing  for 
their  Commissions,  will  receive  the  same 
retiring  allowances  as  others  having  paid 
large  sums  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman)  (Stirling,  &c.) : 
This  Question  was  fully  answered  on 
August  4, 18B1,  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  present  Home  Secretary.  The  sug- 
gestion is,  I  suppose,  based  on  the  fact 
that  a  purchase  captain  does  in  his  re- 
tired pay  receive  some  compensation  for 
his  purchase  money ;  but  I  would  point 
out  that  such  compensation  is  given  only 
in  respect  of  the  over-regulation  sum 
which  the  captain  could  have  realized 
on  selling  his  commission.  This  averaged 
from  £600  to  £700 ;  and  if  the  officer 
attained  higher  rank  before  being  pen- 
sioned it  was  held  that  the  increased 
retired  pay  of  the  higher  rank  included 
all  compensation  due  to  purchase  rights. 
In  the  case  of  purchase  lieutenants  the 
over-regulation  money  was  only  £100 

Jfr.  T.  H.  Bolton 
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on  the  average,  and  as  they  must 
necessarily  be  pensioned  from  a  higher 
rank  no  question  of  compensation  can 
arise. 

ARMY    (PENSIONS)— CASE    OF    JAMES 
KELLY,  ARMY  PENSIONER. 

Mr.  p.  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan,  N.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  James  Kelly, 
Army  pensioner,  Newbliss,  county  Mona- 
ghan, late  of  the  16th  Brigade  Royal 
Artillery,  was  engaged  in  service  in 
Meerut,  East  India,  when,  by  the  cap- 
sizing of  a  field  gun,  he  sustained  such 
serious  injuries  that  he  was  iinder 
medical  treatment  from  December  1872 
to  March  1874,  when  he  was  discharged 
from  the  Royal  Victoria  Hospital,  Netley, 
after  having  one  of  his  arms  amputated, 
a  portion  of  his  left  jaw,  which  was 
fractured,  removed,  with  the  sight  of 
one  of  his  eyes  seriously  affected,  and 
his  hearing  almost  destroyed;  whether 
he  was  discharged  on  a  pension  of  one 
shilling  per  day  for  eighteen  months, 
which  was  subsequently,  after  submit- 
ting himself  to  two  medical  examina- 
tions, increased  to  one  shilling  and  six 
pence  per  day  for  life ;  whether  Kelly 
applied  for,  and  was  granted,  a  further 
medical  examination,  which  was  held  at 
Armagh  in  August  1883,  with  the  view 
of  establishing  his  claim  to  a  higher 
pension,  at  which  examination,  owing 
to  the  fact  that  he  was  only  required  to 
answer  the  usual  formal  questions  not 
applicable  to  the  gravity  of  his  case, 
and,  being  very  nervous  and  delicate  at 
the  time,  he  failed  to  direct  the  medical 
examiner's  attention  to  the  number  and 
nature  of  his  injuries;  whether  Kelly 
since  forwarded  to  the  War  Office  a 
petition,  accompanied  by  the  recommen- 
dations of  eight  medical  doctors,  praying 
for  another  medical  examination,  the 
expenses  of  which  he  declared  his  will- 
iogness  to  bear,  and  which  prayer  was 
refused ;  and,  whether,  taking  into  con- 
sideration the  services,  sufferings,  losses, 
and  present  deplorable  condition  of  this 
man,  he  will  afford  him  the  desired  oppor- 
tunity, by  another  medical  examination, 
of  proving  his  claim  to  a  more  generous 
pension  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Oampbell-Bannerman)  (Stirling,  &o.) : 
Sir,  steps  are  being  taken  to  have  a 
full  inquiry  into  the  case  of  this  pen- 
sioner, 
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POOR   LAW  (IRELAND  — GLIN    UNION, 

CO.   LEITRIM- QUALIFICATION 

FOR  GUARDIAN. 

Mb.  stack  (Kerry,  N.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  the  rating  qualifi- 
cation for  a  guardian  in  the  Leitrim 
(county  Kerry)  dirision  of  Qlin  Union  is 
£25,  and  only  five  persons  resident  in 
the  division  are  rated  oyer  that  amount, 
of  whom  two  are  disqualified  by  being 
evicted  from  their  farms ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  at  the  last  election  the  rate- 

Sayers  had  to  nominate  a  candidate  who 
oee  not  live  in  the  Leitrim  division  but 
in  the  county  Limerick;  and,  whether 
he  would  consider  the  advisability  of 
recommending  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  lower  the  rating  in  this  division 

to  £15? 

Thb  CKDEF  SECEETARY(Mr.  John 
Mobley)  (Newcastle  -  on  -  Tyne) :  The 
facts  are  substantially  as  stated  in  the 
Question.  It  is  the  intention  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  to  consider  the 
question  of  reducing  the  qualification 
before  the  next  election  occurs  in  the 
division. 

LIGHTHOUSES   (IRELAND)— BERE- 
HAVEN  LIGHTHOUSE. 

Mb.  GILHOOLY(Cork,W.^  asked  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If  he  is 
aware  that  it  is  essentially  necessary  for 
the  success  of  the  fishing  industry  in 
Bantry  Bay  that  the  Lighthouse  at  the 
western  end  of  Bere  Ireland  should  be 
utilised  ;  and,  if  he  will  take  the  neces- 
sary steps  to  accomplish  that  object  ? 

The  president  (Mr.  Mundella) 
(Sheffield,  Brightside)  :  The  Commis- 
sioners of  Irish  Lights  inform  me  that 
before  the  tower  at  the  western  end  of 
Bere  Island  was  finished  the  idea  of  ex- 
hibiting a  light  from  it  was  abandoned, 
owing  to  the  difficulty  of  sailing  vessels 
navigating  up  the  western  channel  in 
consequence  of  its  narrowness.  On  this 
decision  being  taken  the  present  Bere- 
haven  light  was  at  once  commenced. 

INLAND  REVENUE  (INCOME  TAX)- 
BUILDING  SOCIETIES. 
Mb.  O.  V.  MORGAN  (Battersea) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether,  seeing  that  several  permanent 
Building  Societies  still  refuse  to  allow 
Income  Tax  on  interest,  he  will  instruct 
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the  Solicitor  to  the  Inland  Bevenue  to 
enforce  penalties  for  each  refusal  in 
accordance  with  the  Act  16  and  17  Yio. 
c.  34,  s.  40  ? 

The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUEE  (Sir  WilliamHaroourt)  (Derby): 
These  instructions  are  not  necessary. 
The  solicitor  to  the  Inland  Eevenue  is 
always  prepared,  under  instructions  from 
the  Board  of  Inland  Eevenue,  to  insti- 
tute proceedings  for  penalties  in  any 
cases  where  they  appear  to  have  been 
incurred.  All  cases  of  refusal  on  the 
part  of  Building  Societies  to  allow  In- 
come Tax  on  interest  which  have 
hitherto  been  brought  under  the  notice 
of  the  Board  of  Inland  Eevenue  have 
been  satisfactorily  settled  without  the 
aid  of  legal  proceedings. 

THE   MAGISTRACY   (SCOTLAND) -THE 
GAELIC  LANGUAGE. 

Mr.  FEASEE-MACKINTOSH  (In- 
vorness-shire)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate, 
Whether,  in  filling  up  the  vacant  office 
of  Sheriff  Substitute  at  Portree,  he  will 
take  care  that  the  person  to  be  appointed 
shall  have,  with  other  aaalifications,  a 
knowledge  of  the  Gaelic  language  ? 

Thb  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  (Clackmannan,  &c) :  It  is,  no 
doubt,  desirable  that  officials  in  the 
Highlands  should  be  able  to  speak 
Gaelic,  if  this  qualification  can  be  ob- 
tained with  the  other  qualifications 
requisite.  The  point  will  be  duly  con- 
sidered in  filling  up  the  office  referred 
to. 

AEMY  STORES— MILITARY  TENTS. 

Mr.  D.  SULLIVAN  (Westmeath,  S.) 
(for  Mr.  Murphy)  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  the  Military 
tents  stored  at  Arbour  Hill  Barracks, 
Dublin,  were  formerly  kept  in  repair 
locally  and  in  a  satisfactory  manner ; 
whether,  of  late  years,  it  is  the  practice 
to  get  those  tents  repaired  in  England 
at  a  greater  cost,  including  carriage 
both  ways,  than  before  the  present 
system  was  adopted ;  what  was  the 
reason  of  this  change ;  and,  will  arrange- 
ments be  made  that  the  repairs  shall  in 
future  be  executed  in  Dublin  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman)  (Stirling,  &c.)  : 
No  change  has  been  made  in  the  system 
of  havine  tents  repaired.  Tents  stored 
in  Dubhn  are  repaired  there  by  local 
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labour,  and  in  the  interests  of  economy 
local  repairs  are  always  encouraged. 
When  tents  in  Ireland  are  condemned 
locally  they  are  forwarded  to  Woolwich 
for  ultimate  disposal.  Occasionally  these 
are  found  susceptible  of  repair,  and 
after  repair  would  be  re-iesued.  Pos- 
sibly the  case  of  some  of  these  tents 
may  have  suggested  the  hon.  Member's 
Question. 

REGISTRATION  OF  VOTERS— THE 
VESTRY  CLERK  OF  ST.  PANCRA8. 
Mr.  BAQGALLAY  (Lambeth,  Brix- 
ton) asked  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
yemment  Board,  Whether  he  is  aware 
that,  by  the  byelaws  of  the  vestry  of  8t. 
Pancras  (Part  III.  Bule  7),  one  of  the 
duties  of  the  restry  clerk  and  clerk  to  the 
directors  of  the  poor  to  prepare  the  lists  of 
voters  and  to  attend  at  the  revision  of  such 
lists,  and  that  the  vestry  clerk  received 
the  sum  of  £10  10«.  for  doing  one  or 
both  of  such  duties  in  1B85 ;  whether  it 
is  any  part  of  the  duty  of  the  overseers 
or  their  clerk  to  collect  information  as 
to  lodgers'  claims  at  the  expense  of  the 
ratepayers ;  is  he  aware  that  Mr.  George 
Harrison,  chief  clerk  of  the  vestry,  re- 
presented Mr.  Gibb,  the  vestry  clerk,  at 
the  revising  barrister's  court  in  1B85, 
and  shortly  afterwards  Issued  the  fol- 
lowing Circular  to  the  officers  of  the 
vestry — 

'^  Dear  Sir, — A  meeting  of  the  officers  of  the 
vestry  and  goardians  will  be  held  in  the  Board 
Rooms  on  Monday  next  at  5.30  p.m.  to  consider 
the  steps  to  be  taken  to  assist  Mr.  Gibb  in  his 
Parliamentary  candidature.  Your  attendance 
is  particularly  requested. 

•*  Tours  faithfully, 

*«  Alfred  A.  Millward, 
**  George  Harrison ;  '* 

and,  will  he  take  steps  to  provide,  by 
legislation  or  otherwise,  that,  in  future, 
no  official,  whose  duty  it  may  be  to  pre- 
pare the  lists  of  voters,  take  active  part 
either  as  a  candidate  or  active  political 
partisan  in  any  Parliamentary  election 
within  the  district  in  which  he  is  em- 
ployed ? 

The  PEESIDENT  (Mr.  Stansfeld) 
(Halifax):  It  appears  that  such  a  bye-law 
as  that  referred  to  in  the  first  part  of 
the  Question  was  made  more  than  30 
years  ago ;  but  I  am  informed  that  it  is 
now,  practically,  obsolete.  A  sum  of  lO 
guineas  was  paid  to  the  Yestry  Clerk  as 
an  acknowledgment  of  the  assistance 
given  to  the  Kevising  Barrister  at  the 
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evening  sittings,  the  cost  of  the  prepara- 
tion of  the  list  of  voters  being  about 
£900.  I  understand  that  it  is  not  the 
duty  of  the  overseers  of  the  parish  to 
obtain  information  as  to  lodgers'  claims 
at  the  expense  of  the  rates,  and  that  no 
expense  was  incurred  by  them  under 
this  head.  Mr.  Harrison  did  represent 
the  Yestry  Olerk  at  the  Eevising  Bar- 
rister's Court  in  1885,  and  the  letter 
referred  to  in  the  Question  was  circu- 
lated among  the'  officers  of  the  Guar- 
dians and  Yestry.  As  regards  the  con- 
cluding inquiry,  which  is  of  a  general 
character,  I  can  only  say  that  if  an  offi.cer 
who  has  duties  in  connection  with  the 
preparation  of  the  list  of  voters  is  to  be 
precluded  from  becoming  a  candidate  in 
a  Parliamentary  election  within  the  dis- 
trict in  which  he  is  employed,  it  can  only 
be  done  by  express  legislation,  and  that 
this  is  a  matter  which  may  have  to  be  con- 
sidered in  connection  with  any  Eegistra- 
tion  Bill  which  may  be  introduced  by 
the  Government. 

Mr.  BAGGALLAY  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  prepared  to  suggest  that  the 
question  should  be  dealt  with  in  such  a 
Bill? 

Me.  stansfeld  :  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  make  any  suggestion ;  but  I 
can  promise  the  matter  will  have  atten- 
tion. 

PALACE  OP  WESTMINSTER— VENTILA- 
TION OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Mr.  BAUMANN  (Camberwell,  Peck- 
ham)  asked  the  honourable  Member  for 
Manchester  (South),  Chairman  of  the 
Yentilation  Committee,  Whether  the 
temporary  but  eflfective  measures  for  pre- 
venting, as  much  as  possible,  the  air  of 
the  Pidace  of  Westminster  from  being 
contaminated  with  sewer  g^s  emanating 
from  the  low  level  sewer  of  the  main 
drainage  of  the  Metropolis,  adverted  to 
in  the  interim  Report  of  the  Committee, 
will  be  carried  out  during  the  Easter 
xiecess  r 

Sib  HENRT  EOSCOE  (Manchester, 
S. ),  in  reply,  said,  that  the  Committee 
on  the  Yentilation  of  the  House  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  proper  officer  of 
Her  Majesty's  Board  of  Works  the  de- 
sirability of  at  once  carrying  out  the 
temporary  measures  referred  to  in  the  in- 
terim Beport  of  the  Committee  for  efiec- 
tually  preventing  the  air  of  the  Palace 
of  Westminster  from  being  contaminated 
with  sewer  ^as  emanating  from  the  low 
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level  sewer  of  the  main  drainage  of  the 
Metropolia,  and  they  had  received  the 
assurance  of  that  officer  that  the  pro- 
posed measures  could,  in  his  opinion,  be 
executed  before  the  House  re-assembled 
after  the  Easter  Recess.  They  had, 
moreover,  reason  to  believe  that  the 
Board  of  Works  did  not  look  otherwise 
than  favourably  on  the  proposal. 

Mr.  BAUMANN  said,  what  he 
wanted  to  know  was  not  whether  the 
works  could  be  done,  but  whether  they 
would  be  done  ? 

Sib  henry  ROSCOE  said,  that  the 
Committee  had  no  power  to  order  the 
works  to  be  carried  out. 

Mr.  LEVESON  GOWER  (A  Lord  of 
the  Trbasury)  (Stafford,  N.W.)  said, 
that  the  Board  of  Works  fully  recog- 
nized the  importance  of  having  the  works 
done  at  once.  It  was  a  very  important 
matter.  No  effort  would  be  spared,  and 
they  were  in  hopes  that  the  improve- 
ments would  be  finished  by  the  time  the 
House  met  again. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (SCOTLAND) - 
CIRCUIT  COURTS. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee)  asked 
the  Lord  Advocate,  If  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  fact  that  there  are  no 
prisoners  for  trial  at  the  Oirouit  Court 
appointed  to  be  held  at  Dundee  on  the 
20th  April ;  and,  whether  he  will  con- 
sider the  propriety  of  making  such 
arrangements  as  will  in  future  avoid  the 
inconvenience  and  expense  of  holding 
Circuit  Courts  when  there  is  little  or  no 
business  to  be  done  ? 

Thb  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  It  is  true 
that  there  are  no  prisoners  for  trial  at  the 
Circuit  Court  to  oe  held  at  Dundee  to- 
morrow. But  it  is  possible  that  there 
may  be  complaints  and  civil  appeals; 
and,  further,  as  the  Court  is  held  under 
statutory  authority,  no  such  arrange- 
ments as  the  hon.  Member  points  at  can 
be  made  by  the  Judges.  As  no  jury- 
men have  been  summoned,  and  the  offi- 
cials only  require  to  attend,  the  incon- 
venience and  expense  occasioned  by  the 
holding  of  the  Court  will  not  be  serious. 

INDIA— VETERINARY  SURGEONS. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  (Long- 
ford,  N.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  Whether  it  is  intended 
to  redaoe  the  number  of  Senior  Yete- 


riDary  Surgeons  in  India,  and  to  supply 
their  places  with  Junior  Yeterinary  our- 
geons  from  the  Indian  Civil  Service  ; 
and,  whether,  at  present,  the  number  of 
skilled  surgeons  is  found  insufficient  for 
the  work,  owing  to  the  amount  of  con- 
tagious disease  among  elephants,  horses,  • 
and  mules  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Stafford  Howard)  (Glou- 
cester,  Thombury):  As  was  stated  to 
the  House  on  March  12  last,  in  reply  to 
a  Question  from  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Holbom  (Colonel  Duncan), 
a  reduction  in  the  Yeterinary  Establish- 
ment in  India  has  been  sanctioned  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  in  Council,  on  the 
recommendation  of  the  Government  of 
India.  There  is,  however,  so  far  as  I 
am  aware,  no  desire  to  alter  the  existing 
proportions  of  senior  and  junior  officers 
in  the  Department.  There  is  at  present 
no  Civil  Yeterinary  Department  in 
India;  but  the  creation  of  a  Civil 
branch  of  the  Service  is  at  present  under 
consideration.  No  representation  has 
been  made  by  the  Government  of  India 
that  the  number  of  skilled  surgeons  in 
the  country  is  insufficient. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)— MR.  W. 
L.  BOLE,  J.P.,  CO.  LONGFORD. 
Mr.  JUSTIN  M'CAKTHY  (Long- 
ford, N.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther it  is  the  fact  that  Mr.  William  L. 
Bole,  a  magistrate  for  the  county  of 
Longford,  refused  to  sign  the  statutory 
declaration  of  Patrick  Kelly  and  others 
for  proxy  votes  at  the  recent  election  of 
a  Guardian  for  the  Agharra  Electoral 
Division  of  the  Ballymahon  Union ;  whe- 
ther the  day  on  which  the  proxies  were 
tendered  was  the  last  day  on  which 
they  could  be  signed ;  and,  whether,  in 
consequence,  the  proxies  were  of  no 
avail? 

The  CHIEF  SECEETARY(Mr.  John 
Morley)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne),  in  reply, 
said,  that  he  was  informed  that  at  the 
time  Mr.  Bole  was  applied  to  he  was 
extremely  busy,  and  told  Kelly  there 
were  two  other  magistrates  in  the  town 
who  could  sign  the  paper,  and  referred 
him  to  them.  There  being  no  contest 
or  second  nomination  in  the  Electoral 
Division  for  the  last  three  years,  it  did 
not  appear  to  have  in  any  way  affected 
the  result  of  the  election. 
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THE  ROYAL  COURTS  OF  JUSTICE- 
VACANT  LAND. 

Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St.  Pancras.  N.) 
asked  the  honourable  Member  for  North 
WeBt  StafiPordshire.  Whether  he  will 
consider  the  propriety  of  laying  out  the 
vacant  land  on  the  west  side  of  the 
Royal  Courts  of  Justice  as  an  orna- 
mental (garden  for  the  use  of  the  public? 

Mr.  LEVESON  GOWER  (A  Lord  of 
the  Treasury)  (Stafford,  N.W.) :  It  is 
not  proposed  to  lay  out  as  a  public  re- 
creation ground  the  land  in  question, 
which  will  be  required  at  no  distant  time 
for  the  extension  of  the  Courts  of  Jus- 
tice. A  Departmental  Committee  has 
recently  reported  in  this  sense. 

Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  asked,  whether 
the  hon.  Q^ntleman  would  consider  the 
propriety,  at  all  events,  of  making  some 
slight  alterations  by  fixing  ornamental 
rauings  and  laying  down  grass,  in  order 
that  the  grounds  might  be  made  more 
sightly  than  they  now  were? 

Mr.  LEVESON  GOWER  said,  he 
would  bring  the  matter  before  the 
notice  of  the  First  Oommissioner  of 
Works. 

AFRICA  (WEST  COAST)— RIO  DEL  REY. 

Mr.  HUTTON  (Manchester,  N.) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether,  under  the 
engagements  entered  into  between  the 
Governments  of  Great  Britain  and  Ger- 
many in  April  and  May  1885,  British 
traders  established  on  the  territories  of 
the  right  bank  of  the  Bio  del  Bey,  on 
the  West  Coast  of  Africa,  or  established 
on  any  of  the  affiuents  of  the  right  bank 
of  that  river,  will  be  within  the  boun- 
dary of  the  British  protectorate,  and 
able  to  carry  on  their  trade  there  under 
British  jurisdiction  f 

The  UNDEB  SECBETABY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Bryce)  (Aberdeen,  8): 
The  territories  on  the  right  bank  of  the 
Bio  del  Bey  fall  within  the  area  over 
which  the  British  Protectorate  extends, 
and  British  traders  there  will  have  the 
benefit  of  any  British  jurisdiction  which 
may  be  constituted. 

WAR  OFFICE  ESTABLISHMENT- 
SUPPLEMENTARY  CLERKS. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  CAMEBON 
(Wick,  &c.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  Whether  a  Memorial  has  been 
received  from  the  Supplementary  Clerks 


of  the  War  Office,  supported  by  the 
opinion  of  counsel,  alleging  that  several 
of  these  gentlemen  are  suffering  from  a 
breach  of  faith  as  to  their  prospects  of 
official  advancement ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther he  will  consider  the  expediency  of 
taking  such  steps  as  may  be  necessary 
to  remedy  the  grievances  complained  of  ? 
Thb  SECBETABY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Campbell- Bannerman)  (Stirling,  &c.)  : 
I  have  seen  the  Memorial  referred  to ; 
but  I  have  not  had  time  since  I  came 
into  Office  to  go  thoroughly  into  the 
question  raised  in  it.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber may  be  sure  that  it  will  not  be 
neglected. 

INDIA  (BENGAL)-THE  OOVERNMENT 
COLLEGE  OF  KISHNAGHUR. 

Sir  BOPEB  LETHBBIDGE  (Ken- 
sington,  N.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  Whether  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  of  Bengal  to 
withdraw  in  any  degree  State  aid  or 
State  control  from  the  GFovemment  Col- 
lege of  Kishnaghur ;  and,  whether  such 
withdrawal  constitutes  a  breach  of  the 
understanding  on  which  the  Govern- 
ment College  of  Kishnaghur  was  en- 
dowed by  local  subscription  in  1876  ? 

The  UNDEB  SECBETABY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Stafford  Howard)  (Glou- 
cester, Thornbury) :  The  subject  is  one 
which  it  is  within  the  competence  of  the 
Government  of  India  to  decide,  and  the 
Secretary  of  State  in  Council  has  re- 
ceived no  information  about  it. 

THE  ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY- 
TRANSFERS  FROM  DOWNPATRICK. 
Mr.  cox  (Clare,  E.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  he  can  state  the  rea- 
sons why  Constables  Lockington,  Orr, 
M'Guigan,  and  Cameron  have  been  re- 
moved from  Downpatrick  ? 

The  chief  SECBETABY  (Mr.  Jora 
MoBLEy)(Newca8tle-on-TYNE):  The  four 
constables  named  were  removed  because 
they  could  not  agree  amongst  them- 
selves ;  and  it  was  considered  necessary, 
for  the  peace  of  the  station  and  the  dis- 
cipline of  the  Service,  that  they  should  be 
removed. 

LIGtHTHOUSES    (IRELAND)-CARLING- 
FORD  LOUGH  LIGHTHOUSES. 
Mr.  O'HANLON  (Cavan,  E.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 


13 


Continuance 


{April  19,  1886} 


tenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware 
that  for  several  years  the  keepers  of  the 
Carlingford  Lough  Lighthouse  have  been 
kept  in  Kilkeel  at  lodgings  of  an  incon- 
venient and  insufficient  character  and  in 
a  highly  unsanitary  state,  although  much 
superior  aocommodation  could  be  ob- 
tained at  a  smaller  annual  outlay  than 
at  present;  and,  whether  any  steps 
will  be  taken  to  remedy  this  state  of 
things  ? 

Thb  president  (Mr.  Mundella) 
(Sheffield,  Bnghtside)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights 
inform  me  that  no  lightkeepers  reside  at 
Kilkeel.  The  keepers  of  the  Carlingford 
Lough  leading  lights  live  at  Greencastle, 
in  lodgings  paid  for  by  the  Commis- 
sioners. It  is  proposed  to  build  dwell- 
ings for  the  use  of  the  keepers  at  Green- 
castle. The  intention  has  been  delayed 
owing  to  the  excessive  compensation 
demanded  by  the  tenants  of  the  pro- 
perty. Proposals  have  been  received 
for  letting  other  lodgings  which  are  not 
better  than  those  at  present  occupied  by 
the  keepers.  Until  the  Commissioners 
have  built  their  own  houses  they  do  not 
think  it  advisable  to  enter  into  other 
arrangements. 

RAILWAYS  (IRELAND) -RAILWAY 
RATES. 

Mb.  SMITHWICK  (Kilkenny)  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  anomaly  that  the  Eailway  rate 
upon  the  Ghrieat  Southern  and  Western 
Line  (Ireland)  for  the  carriage  of  porter 
is  fifteen  shillings  per  ton  from  Kilkenny 
City  to  Dublin,  being  a  distance  of  81 
miles,  whereas  the  same  commodity  and 
quantity  is  carried  from  Cork  to  Dublin, 
being  a  distance  of  165^  miles,  for  the 
same  charge  of  fifteen  shillings  per  ton ; 
andy  whether  he  will  cause  inquiries  to 
be  made,  in  view  of  the  promised  legis- 
lation, in  order  that  the  necessity  of 
relieving  the  public  from  such  in- 
equality of  Bail  way  rates  may  be  estab- 
lished ? 

The  PEESIDENT  (Mr.  Mundella) 
(Sheffield,  Brightside) :  No,  Sir ;  my  at- 
tention has  not  been  called  to  the  case 
to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  refers ; 
but  I  have  directed  a  communication  to 
be  made  to  the  Company,  with  a  view 
to  learning  the  exact  facts  of  the  case. 
Supposing  these  to  be  as  stated,  nothing 
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can  be  done  beyond  an  appeal  to  the 
Bailway  Commissioners  until  the  Bill 
now  before  the  House  is  passed  into 
law. 

THB  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND) -RESI- 
DENT MAGISTRATES. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  (Hawick,  &c.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  the 
position  of  Eesident  Magistrates  will  be 
governed,  as  regards  their  tenure  of 
office  and  personal  prospects,  by  the 
provisions  applied  to  Civil  Servants  in 
Ireland  under  Clause  29  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  Ireland  Bill  ? 

The  chief  SECRETABY(Mr.  John 
Morley)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) :  The  an- 
swer to  my  right  hon.  Friend's  Question 
is  in  the  affirmative.  The  Bill  distin- 
guishes between  those  persons,  such  as 
Judges  and  County  Chairmen,  whose 
salaries  are  by  law  chared  on  the  Con- 
solidated Fund,  and  all  ordinary  Civil 
servants  who  are  paid  out  of  moneys 
voted  by  Parliament.  The  Eesident 
Magistrates  belong  to  the  latter  class, 
and  they  are  dealt  with,  like  other  Civil 
servants,  by  Clause  29  of  the  Bill. 

CONTINUANCE  SITTINGS  BILL. 

Mr.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale)  asked  Mr.  Attorney  Qeneral, 
If  he  can  inform  the  House  whether 
the  Lord  Chancellor  has  come  to  any 
decision  in  reference  to  the  representa- 
tions which  were  made  to  him  by  the 
deputation  which  waited  upon  him  in 
reference  to  the  Continuance  Sittings 
Bill  in  the  Provinces  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Charles  Russell)  THackney,  S.),  in 
reply,  said,  that  he  nad  received  from 
the  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Chancellor 
a  communication  to  the  effect  that  he 
had  seen  the  Judges  since  the  deputa- 
tion on  this  subject  attended  in  London, 
and,  with  their  Lordships'  assent,  he  had 
it  in  contemplation  to  alter  the  existing 
Rules  by  removing  the  restrictions  which 
lipiit  the  facilities  of  trial  in  Lancashire. 
The  Lord  Chancellor  had  also  under 
consideration,  and  hoped  to  be  able  to 
provide  a  scheme,  by  which  the  admi- 
nistrative business  of  causes  proceed- 
ing in  the  District  Registries  of  Man- 
chester and  Liverpool  might  be  pro- 
secuted locally  and  not  necessarily  in 
London. 
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at  the  Colonial  Office,  who  are  aimplj 
the  servants  of  the  Secretary  of  State, 
have  ever  given  any  decision  on  this 
or  any  other  Colonial  matter  of  basi- 
ness.  The  late  Secretary  of  State  (Sir 
Frederick  Stanley),  after  giving  the 
matter  his  most  careful  consideration, 
reluctantly  arrived  at  the  conclusion 
that  the  estimates  of  the  earnings  of 
the  proposed  extension  line  would  not 
warrant  the  cost — estimated  at  between 
£18,000  and  £19,000  per  mile— of  con- 
structing it.  When  I  state  that  be- 
tween 1877  and  1884  the  Bevenue  of 
Ceylon  fell  from  over  Bs.  17.000,000  to 
Es.  12,500,000,  while  its  debts  increased 
from  £1,000,000  sterling  to  £2,200,000 
sterling,  and  that  in  such  a  Colony  there 
are  always  other  important  reproductive 
works  claiming  attention  when  such 
matters  are  under  consideration,  the 
hon.  Member  will,  I  am  sure,  see  how 
impossible  it  is  for  the  Home  Govern- 
ment, with  every  desire  to  provide  facili- 
ties of  transport  for  the  planters,  to 
whom  the  Colony  is  largely  indebted  for 
its  prosperity,  to  sanction  projects  which 
cannot  be  shown  to  pay  interest  and  pro- 
vide a  Sinking  Fund  on  the  amount 
borrowed  for  the  purpose.  I  may  add 
that  public  opinion  in  the  Colony  is  by 
no  means  unanimous  on  the  scheme,  and 
that  the  two  unofficial  Members  who 
represent  the  Native  interest  on  the 
Council  spoke  and  divided  the  Legis- 
lative Council  against  it. 


LAW  AND  POLICE   (ENGLAND)-EVIC. 
TION  OF  MINERS  IN  DURHAM. 

Me.  ATHERLEY- JONES  (Durham, 
N.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether,  having 
regard  to  the  Memorials  he  has  received 
from  the  ratepayers  and  from  the  miners 
of  South  Medomsley,  he  will  suggest  to 
the  magistrates  for  the  county  of  Dur- 
ham the  expediency  of  directing  a  tho- 
rough and  impartial  inquiry  into  the 
alleged  improper  conduct  of  the  police 
during  the  recent  evictions  at  South 
Medomsley  Colliery  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Childbbs)  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  My  hon. 
Friend  is  aware  that  I  have  no  authority 
over  the  Durham  police,  and  that  all  I 
can  do  on  such  a  Question  as  this  being 
asked  in  the  House  of  Commons  is  to 
call  for  information  from  the  police 
authorities.  I  have  done  so,  and  it  is 
not  my  opinion  that  on  this  occasion  the 
police  acted  improperly.  The  remedy 
which  the  complainants  have,  if  they  are 
still  unsatisfied,  is  to  take  proceedings 
before  the  Justices  against  the  con- 
stables for  excess  of  duty. 

CEYLON— RAILWAY  CONSTRUCTION. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  CAMERON 
(Wick,  &c.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  If  it  is  true  that 
in  1878  the  Colonial  Office  sanctioned  an 
expenditure  of  one  million  pounds  ster- 
ling to  construct  two-thirds,  or  forty-two 
miles,  of  a  railway  line  intended  to 
reach  new  traffic  in  the  province  of  Uva, 
Ceylon,  but  up  to  the  present  the  officials 
at  the  Colonial  Office  have  declined,  in 
the  face  of  urgent  appeals  from  two  Go- 
vernors and  their  Executive  Councils, 
annual  Memorials  from  the  natives, 
planters,  and  merchants,  to  sanction 
the  half  million  necessary  to  construct 
the  remaining  one- third,  or  twenty- five 
miles,  and  that,  in  consequence,  the  inte- 
rest on  the  million  pounds  sterling  can- 
not be  earned  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  (Den- 
bighshire, E.) :  It  is  true  that  in  1878 
the  then  Secretary  of  State  sanctioned 
an  expenditure  of  £1,000,000  sterling 
on  the  line  referred  to  in  the  Question, 
on  the  distinct  assurance  that  it  would 
pay  without  any  regard  to  its  possible 
extension.  The  hon.  Member  is  mis- 
taken  in  supposing   that  the  officials 


PARLIAMENT— CONTROVERTED  ELEC- 
TIONS-THE  STEPNEY  ELECTION. 
Mb.  CREMER  (Shoreditoh,  Hagger- 
ston)  asked  Mr.  Attorney  General, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  the  decision  of  the  Judges  in  the 
Stepney  election  petition,  to  the  effeot 
that  a  Member  against  whom  no  illegal 
practices  of  any  kind  have  been  proved, 
but  whose  return  has  been  unsuccess- 
fully challenged  by  a  scrutiny,  may  be 
compelled  to  bear  the  enormous  costs  of 
defending  his  seat,  while  the  Petitioner 
who  has  initiated  the  litigation  and 
whose  claim  to  have  had  the  majority 
of  legal  votes  has  been  conclusively  dis- 
proved, is  released  from  payment  of  any 
part  of  the  costs  to  which  he  has  put 
the  sitting  Member,  on  the  ground  that 
the  Judges,  in  the  exercise  of  their  dis- 
cretion, considered  there  was  a  reason- 
able case  for  inquiry;  and,  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  limit  of  expenses 
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fixed  by  "The  Corrupt  Practices  Act, 
1883,"  by  which  candidature  for  Parlia- 
ment was  believed  to  be  open  to  men  of 
moderate  means  and  not  to  be  exclu- 
sively within  the  reach  of  men  of  wealth, 
he  will  consider  the  desirability  of  limit- 
ii^g  by  Legislation  the  discretion  of  the 
Judges  in  awarding  costs  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Charles  Russell)  (Hackney,  8.),  in 
reply,  said,  that  the  facts,  as  stated  in 
the  first  part  of  the  Question,  seemed,  so 
far  as  he  (the  Attorney  General)  knew, 
to  be  accurately  set  out.  He  had  no  hesi- 
tation in  saying  that,  in  view  of  these 
facts,  the  case  seemed  to  be  a  very 
hard  one.  He  had  not,  however,  the 
whole  of  the  facts  fully  before  him,  or 
within  his  knowledge;  and  it  would 
be  presumptuous  and  wrong  for  him  to 
attempt  to  pronounce  an  opinion  as  to 
the  duoretion  the  Judges  had  thought 
proper  to  exercise.  With  regard  to  the 
question  whether  it  would  be  desirable 
to  limit  by  legislation  the  discretion  of 
Judges  in  awarding  costs,  he  thought  it 
was  not  undesirable  that  the  costs  should 
be  made  to  follow  the  event,  unless  for 
good  causes  the  Judges  decided  other- 
wise. This  was  already  the  case  in 
ordinary  litigations  in  the  High  Courts  ; 
and  he  (the  Attorney  General)  believed 
the  same  rule  was  supposed  to  be  sub- 
stantially followed  in  the  case  of  Election 
Petitions.  He  would  mention  the  matter 
to  the  Lord  Chancellor,  with  the  view 
of  ascertaining  whether  any  change  was 
desirable. 

METROPOLIS— RAILWAY  EXTENSION. 

Mr.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
ston)  asked  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  Whether  he  can  explain  the 
delay  which  has  taken  place  in  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Paddington  and  Lime- 
house  Railway,  the  South  Eastern  Rcul- 
way  extension  in  Southwark  and  Ber- 
mondsey;  and,  whether,  taking  into 
consideration  the  serious  loss  entailed 
by  suspense  and  uncertainty  upon  the 
shopkeepers  and  owners  and  occupiers 
of  property  in  the  scheduled  area,  and 
the  great  amount  of  unemployed  labour 
in  the  Metropolis,  he  can  take  any  steps 
to  expedite  the  commencement  of  the 
works  referred  to  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  Mtodella) 
(Sheffield,  Brightside) :  I  have  no  in- 
formation with  regard  to  the  Question 
pat  to  me  by  the  hon.  Member,  as  the 
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Board  of  Trade  has  no  power  to  act  in 
the  matter.  I  may  add  that  the  time 
limited  for  the  completion  of  the  works 
in  question  is  fixed  by  special  Act  of 
Parliament  in  each  case,  and  in  the 
event  of  that  being  overstepped  they 
would  be  liable  to  a  penalty  of  the  loss 
of  deposit.  I  have  forwarded  a  copy  of 
the  hon.  Member's  Question  to  the  re- 
spective Railway  Companies. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)  -  CASE 
OF  a.  GfBBS  AND  P.  MULLENS. 

Mb.  SHEEHY  (Galway,  8.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  two  men, 
named  George  Gibbs  and  Patrick  Mul- 
lens, were  prosecuted  at  the  Gort  Petty 
Sessions  on  the  3l8t  October  last,  for  an 
assault  on  two  men  named  Claran  and 
Linskey ;  whether  Gibbs  was  sentenced 
to  one  month's  imprisonment  with  hard 
labour,  and  Mullens  to  14  days ;  whether 
Gibbs's  solicitor  applied  to  the  Bench 
to  have  one  day  added  to  Gibbs's  sen- 
tence, to  give  him  power  to  appeal, 
which  was  refused ;  whether  Gibbs  only 
learned  when  he  was  lodged  in  gaol  that 
his  term  was  to  be  two  months ;  whether 
Gibbs,  in  carrying  with  another  prisoner 
a  barrow  of  coal,  slipped  and  fell  under 
the  coal  he  was  carrying,  and  broke  his 
leg ;  whether  when  discharged  from  the 
prison,  Gibbs  still  sufifering  from  his  leg, 
was  with  two  securities  summoned,  he 
being  under  a  rule  of  bail,  and  his  re- 
cognizances estreated,  he  being  fined  £2, 
and  his  sureties  £1  each  ;  and,  whether, 
having  regard  to  all  the  circumstances, 
some  compensation  will  be  made  to 
him  for  the  injury  he  received  in  the 
prison  ;  or,  at  least,  will  the  fines  be 
remitted  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr. 
John  Moeley)  (Newcastle- on-Tyne),  in 
reply,  said,  the  assaults  committed  in 
this  instance  appeared  to  be  entirely  im- 
provoked ;  and  the  Bench,  in  the  exercise 
of  their  discretion,  sentenced  Mullens  to 
14  days'  imprisonment,  and  Gibbs,  who 
committed  two  assaults  and  had  been 
bound  to  the  peace  previously,  to  two 
months'  imprisonment  with  hard  labour, 
being  a  month  for  each  assault.  Gibbs 
sprained  his  ankle  in  prison ;  but  the 
medical  officer  stated  that  he  was  nearly 
all  right  when  he  was  released.  The 
magistrates  estreated  his  reco^zanoes, 
but,  in  consideration  of  the  injury  he 
received,  reduced  the  amount  from  £10 
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and  £5  to  £2  and  £1.  The  case  did 
not  appear  to  call  for  further  considera- 
tion. 

ALLOTMENTS  EXTENSION'  ACT,  1882— 
LEGISLATION. 
Mr.  OOBB  (Warwick.  S.E.,  Eugby) : 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether,  looking  to  the  neglect  of  the 
trustees  of  parochial  charities  to  carry 
out  the  provisions  of  *'  The  Allotments 
Extension  Act,  1882,"  he  could  say  ap- 

Eroximately  when  the  GoTernment  would 
e  in  a  position  to  introduce  the  Local 
Self  Government  Bill  ? 

The  president  (Mr.  StansfeldJ 
( Halifax) :  My  right  hon.  Friend  has 
requested  me  to  answer  this  Question. 
My  hon.  Friend  correctly  assumes  that 
the  subject  of  allotments  and  of  small 
holdings  will  be  dealt  with  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  in  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill,  if  not  by  a  separate  measure. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  fully 
conscious  of  the  importance  of  the  sub- 
ject in  the  interests  of  the  agricultural 
population.  I  regret  that  I  am  not  at 
this  moment  in  a  position  to  make  a 
statement  as  to  the  time  when  I  shall  be 
enabled  to  ask  leave  to  introduce  a 
Local  Government  Bill ;  but  I  con  as- 
sure my  hon.  Friend  that  there  will  be 
no  avoidable  delay  in  so  doing. 

GOVERNMENT  OF  INDIA  (THE  JOINT 
COMMITTEE). 

MR.MAGNIAC(Bedford,N.,  Biggles- 
wade) asked,  Whether  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  could  say  on  what  day 
after  the  Eecess  the  subject  of  the  Indian 
Committee  would  be  taken;  or,  if  he 
could  not  fix  a  day,  whether  reasonable 
Notice  would  be  given  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (SirWiLLiAMHARCouBx)  (Derby): 
in  reply,  said,  that  reasonable  Notice 
would  be  given. 

THE  DOMINION  OF  CANADA  AND 
THE  UNITED  STATES  —  TREATY 
OF  WASHINGTON  —  FISHERY  DIS- 
PUTES. 

Me.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether  overt 
acts  of  aggression,  as  between  Canadian 
and  American  fishermen  in  the  Bay  of 
Fundy,  have  recently  taken  place; 
whether  the  United  States  Government 
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has  brought  the  matter  to  the  attention 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government;  and 
whether  steps  are  now  being  taken  by 
the  Canadian  or  the  Imperial  Government 
to  put  an  end  to  these  disturbing  fishery 
disputes  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  (Den- 
bighshire,  E.) :  I  am  not  surprised 
at  the  hon.  Member  putting  the 
Question,  which,  perhaps,  ought  pro- 
perly  to  be  answered  by  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs. 
No  representation  has  been  received 
from  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  as  to  any  acts  of  aggression  by 
United  States  or  Canadiau  fishermen  in 
the  Bay  of  Fundy,  nor  has  any  official 
information  been  received  showing  that 
such  acts  have  taken  place.  The  Fishery 
Clauses  of  the  Treaty  of  Washington, 
having  been  denounced  by  the  United 
States  Government,  lapsed  in  July, 
1885,  and  a  temporary  arrangement  for 
continuing  their  operation  for  the  then 
current  fishing  season  has  now  also  ex- 
pired. The  United  States  Senate  having 
rejected  the  proposal  of  the  Government 
of  that  country  to  appoint  an  Inter- 
national Commission  to  consider  the  best 
means  of  settling  the  question  on  equi- 
table terms,  the  rights  of  Canadian  and 
American  fishermen  are  now  remitted  to 
the  position  in  which  they  were  placed 
by  the  Convention  of  1818.  If  any  dis- 
pute should  arise  as  to  the  exercise  of 
these  rights,  the  House  may  rest  assured 
that  no  effort  will  be  spared  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  settle  them 
with  as  little  friction  as  possible. 

LAND  PURCHASES  (IRELAND). 

Sir  GEOKGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  with 
regard  to  the  Land  Act  of  last  Session, 
How  many  farms  above  the  value  of 
£100  per  annum  had  been  purchased  ; 
and,  what  was  the  total  rental  and 
purchase  of  what  had  been  sanctioned  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Johw 
Morley)  (Newcastle  -  on  -  Tyne) :  The 
number  of  farms  of  over  £100  a-year 
rental  that  have  been  purchased  is  65, 
and  the  amount  sanctioned  for  their 
purchase  is  £171,797.  The  largest  pur- 
chase is  a  rent  of  £450  a-year.  This 
has  been  bought,  subject  to  a  head  rent 
of  £122,  for  £4,550,  of  which  the  Land 
Commissioners  advanced  £3,000.     I  am 
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unable  to  saj  now  what  is  the  total  rent 
of  the  farms  whose  purchase  has  so  far 
been  sanctioned,  nor  can  I  say  how 
many  years'  purchase  the  amount  sanc- 
tioned is  of  the  gross  rental.  I  under- 
stand it  would  talre  some  days  to  get  out 
this  information,  and  I  only  got  my  hon. 
Friend's  Notice  yesterday. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
(Bristol,  W.)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  What  Business  would 
be  taken  on  the  Monday  and  the  Thurs- 
day after  the  Eeoess ;  and,  also,  whether 
he  intended  to  proceed  with  the  Budget 
Bill  to-night? 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER ( Sir  William  HARCOuaT)(Derby  ), 
in  reply,  said,  he  understood  the  Civil 
Seryice  Estimates  would  be  taken  on  the 
Monday;  and,  of  course,  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  wished  the  Budget  Bill 
not  to  be  taken  to-night,  he  would  not 
take  it 

Mb.*W.  O'BRIEN  (Tyrone,  S.):  As 
the  Land  Bill  was  not  circulated  this 
morning,  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  whether  the  Qovernment  in- 
tends to  make  any  provision  in  the  Bill 
dealing  with  the  case  of  the  purchasers 
of  Church  Lands  in  Ireland  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Mokley)  (Newcastle- on -Tyne)  :  I  re- 
gret to  say  that  at  the  present  stage  we 
have  been  unable  to  include  any  pro- 
vision in  the  scheme  in  regard  to  that 
matter. 

Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN:  Can  you  give 
any  hope  that  the  claims  of  the  pur- 
chasers of  Church  lands  will  be  dealt 
with  in  any  other  shape  ? 

Mb.  JOHN  MORLEY :  I  would  rather 
not  commit  myself  at  this  moment  to  any 
further  statement. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  stated 
when  the  BilKwill  be  circulated. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY :  I  have  seen 
the  draftsman  to-day,  and  he  assures 
me  that  it  will  be  circulated  not  later 
than  Wednesday  morning. 

In  reply  to  Sir  Michael  Hioks-Beaoh, 
Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
the  Government  proposed  to  take  the 
Budget  Bill  on  the  Monday  after  the 
Recess,  as  it  was  very  desirable  that  it 
should  be  disposed  of  before  they  came 
to  the  discussion  of  the  Irish  Bills. 


Mr.  ADDISON  (Ashton-under-Lyne) 
asked  when  the  Railway  and  Canal 
Traffic  Bill  was  likely  to  be  taken  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundella)  (Shef- 
field, Brightside),  in  reply,  said,  he 
only  wished  he  had  been  able  to  give 
the  hon.  Member  a  positive  answer  as 
to  when  the  Bill  would  be  likely  to  come 
on.  It  all  depended  on  what  progress 
was  made  with  the  Crofters  Bill.  If 
that  Bill  were  got  out  of  the  way  to- 
night, he  proposed  to  take  the  Railway 
Bill  on  the  Thursday  after  Easter. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DA  Y. 

CROFTERS    (SCOTLAND)    (No.   2)    BILL. 

{Mr.  Trevelyauy  Ths  Lord  Advocate,  Mr. 
Solicitor  General  for  Scotland.) 

[bill  118."|    committee. 

[^Progress  1 5th  jipril,'} 

[sixth  night.] 

Bill  eonsidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  14  (Assigned  Land). 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill.*' 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  &c.) :  As  this  is  the  last  clause  in 
Part  5  which  deals  with  the  enlargement 
of  holdings,  I  should  like  to  make  a  few 
brief  observations  to  the  Committee  be- 
fore the  clause  is  added  to  the  Bill.  I 
look  upon  it  as  a  good  principle  to  make 
provision  for  the  enlargement  of  crofters' 
holdings  upon  fair  terms  when  there  is 
available  land  conveniently  adjacent  to 
that  already  in  the  occupancy  of  the 
crofters.  But  I  feel  bound  to  say  that 
the  refusal  of  the  Government  to  accom- 
pany the  measure  by  some  provision  for 
pecuniary  aid  to  enable  the  crofter  to 
stock  the  enlarged  holding  materially 
impairsthe  value  of  the  concession.  The 
Committee,  in  this  part  of  the  Bill,  have 
been  engaged  in  imposing  numerous 
restrictions  upon  the  enlargement  of 
crofters'  holdings  in  the  interests  of  the 
landlord ;  and,  as  the  matter  now  stands, 
I  am  afraid  that  all  these  restrictions, 
together  with  an  entire  absence  of  pecu- 
niary aid,  will  render  the  number  of 
cases  in  which  the  Bill  will  be  applicable 
practically  nil.  This  part  of  the  mea- 
sure is  only  to  be  made  operative  in  the 

^QfSixthlTi^M.^  ^^ 


28 


Croft&TB  (Scotland) 


{COMMONS} 


{No.  2)  BiU, 


24 


event  of  the  crofters  who  make  au  ap- 
plication to  the  Land  Commission  show- 
ing that  thej  have  the  means  of  stocking 
it ;  and,  therefore,  I  am  afraid  that  the 
number  of  cases  in  which  the  enlarge- 
ment of  the  holding  will  be  sanctioned 
will  be  an  in6nitesimal  fraction  of  the 
number  of  persons  who  ought  to  receive 
benefit.  I  am  strongly  of  opinion  that, 
if  these  clauses  are  intended  to  apply  at 
all,  provision  ought  to  be  made  by  which 
the  crofters  should  be  able  to  obtain 
pecuniary  assistance.  If  the  crofter  does 
not  possess  the  means  of  stocking  the 
holding — and  I  am  afraid  there  will 
hardly  be  a  case  of  that  kind,  consider- 
ing the  present  circumstances  of  the 
Highlands—the  result  will  be  that  these 
clauses  will  remain  altogether  inopera- 
tive ;  because  the  tenant,  if  he  does  not 
obtain  the  additional  land  under  the 
Bill,  will  hardly  get  it  voluntarily  from 
the  landlord.  And  if  the  crofter  has  the 
means  of  stocking  it,  it  is  scarcely  pro- 
bable that  the  landlord  would  refuse  to 
enlarge  his  holding,  even  without  these 
provisions  of  the  Bill.  I  feel  bound  to 
express  my  extreme  regret  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  should  have 
brought  in  a  Bill  embodying  such  good 
principles,  and  yet  should  make  it  prac- 
tically inoperative  by  refusing  to  give  to 
the  crofters  the  only  means  by  which 
they  could  take  advantage  of  it. 

The  chairman  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  his  remarks 
upon  this  clause  are  very  wide. 

SiK  GEORGE  CAMPBELL :  I  only 
wished  to  express  my  objection  to  the 
clause  as  it  stands.  The  refusal  of  the 
Government  to  accompany  it  by  pecu- 
niary aid  is  to  me  astounding,  after  the 
proposals  which  have  been  made  to  pro- 
vide millions  for  the  relief  of  Irish  land- 
lords. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Clause  15  (Appointment  of  three  Com" 
missioners). 

Da.  R.  MACDONALD  (Ross  and  Cro- 
marty) :  The  first  part  of  this  clause 
provides  that,  with  a  view  to  the  exe- 
cution of  the  Act,  it  shall  be  lawful 
for  Her  Majesty  to  appoint  three 
Commissioners,  who  are  designated  in 
the  Bill  as  **tbe  Land  Commission." 
The  object  of  the  Amendment  which  I 
am  about  to  propose  is  to  provide  that 
all  the  Commissioners  shall  speak  the 
Gaelic  language.  I  cannot  help  thinking 

Sir  &$org$  CampUll 


that  it  would  be  ridiculous  and  absurd 
to  appoint  three  Commissioners  who  can 
only  speak  the  English  language,  and 
who  would  be  altogether  unacquainted 
with  the  language  spoken  by  the  large 
majority  of  crofters  with  whose  interests 
they  will  have  to  deal.  I  believe  that  it 
will  be  very  easy  indeed  to  find  gentle- 
men fit  to  do  the  work  who  are  able  to 
speak  the  Gaelic  language;  and  I  feel 
satisfied  that,  if  this  proposal  is  not 
adopted,  there  will  not  only  be  many 
misunderstandings,  but  frequent  miscar- 
riages of  justice,  owing  principally  to 
the  want  of  information  on  the  part  of 
the  Commissioners.  To  my  mind,  it  is 
of  the  utmost  importance  that  the  Com- 
missioners should  be  able  to  talk  to 
these  people  in  their  own  laneuage,  and 
ascertain  their  grievances  from  their 
own  mouths,  instead  of  through  an  in- 
terpreter. In  any  case,  the  crofters 
themselves  would  have  much  more  con- 
fidence in  the  Commission,  and  would  be 
more  satisfied  with  its  decisions,  if  the 
Members  of  it  were  able  to  talk  to  them 
in  their  own  tongue.  I  regard  this 
as  a  matter  of  very  great  importance  in- 
deed, and  I  trust  that  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate will  accept  it,  or,  at  least,  consent 
to  provide  that  there  shall  be  upon  the 
Commission  someone  who  can  speak  the 
Gaelic  language. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7, 
line  10,  after  the  word  *' Commission- 
ers," to  insert  the  words  **  all  of  whom 
can  speak  the  Gaelic  language." — {Dr» 
R,  Maodonald,) 

Question  proposed,  ^' That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  I  have 
no  doubt  that  there  is  a  great  deal  in 
what  has  been  said  by  the  hon.  Member 
to  justify  the  appointment  of  a  Gaelic- 
speaking  Commissioner.  I  would  point 
out,  however,  that  this  is  a  matter  for 
consideration  in  the  administration  of 
the  Act,  rather  than  for  an  express 
statutory  provision  in  the  Bill  itself. 
Although  it  may  be  desirable  that  one 
or  two  of  the  Commissioners  should 
speak  Gaelic,  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
quite  safe  to  put  in  a  statutory  restric- 
tion of  the  kind  suggested,  any  more 
than  it  would  have  been  to  insert  in  the 
Irish  Act  a  provision  that  the  Land 
Commissioners  appointed  under  it  should 
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speak  Celtic.  I  admit  that  tlie  matter 
is  a  fair  one  to  be  kept  in  view  in  ad- 
ministering the  Act. 

Mr.  FRASEE-MACKINTOSH  (In- 
Temess-shire) :  I  must  confess  that  I 
have  heard  the  reply  of  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate to  the  proposal  of  my  hon.  Friend 
with  great  disappointment.  The  Gaelic 
language  is  spoken  universally  by  the 
people  m  the  part  of  the  country  fcdling 
under  the  operation  of  the  Bill.  I  believe 
that  my  hon.  Friend  will  not  insist  that 
the  whole  of  the  Commissioners  should 
be  able  to  speak  Gaelic;  and  perhaps 
the  objection  of  the  Lord  Advocate  would 
be  met  by  the  proposal  to  appoint  at 
least  one  Commissioner  with  a  knowledge 
of  the  Gaelic  language.  I  will  therefore 
move  that  the  Amendment  be  amended 
by  the  insertion  of  **  one "  Gaelic- 
speaking  Commissioner. 

Amendment  proposed  to  proposed 
Amendment,  by  leaving  out  the  word 
**all,"  and  inserting  the  word  **one." 
— {Mr.  l^aier- Mackintosh,) 

Question  proposed,  ^'  That  the  word 
'  all '  stand  part  of  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment." 

Mr.  J.  W.  BAECLAY  (Forfarshire) : 
I  hope  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Lord  Advocate  will  accept 
the  Amendment  as  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Livemess- shire,  in  order  to 
insure  that  at  least  one  of  the  Commis- 
sioners should  be  acquainted  with  the 
Gkielic  language.  Our  experience  hitherto 
of  legal  appointments  in  the  Highlands 
has  not  been  such  as  to  inspire  con- 
fidence.  In  some  instances  the  Pro- 
curators Fiscal  and  Sheriffs  are  unable 
to  speak  Gaelic,  with  great  disadvan- 
tage to  the  people  among  whom  they 
are  required  to  administer  justice.  I  en- 
tirely disagree  with  the  Lord  Advocate 
that  it  is  imnecessary  to  insert  this 
provision  in  the  Bill.  I  consider  it 
to  be  an  essential  qualification  in  the 
appointment  of  these  Commissioners 
that  one  of  them,  at  least,  should  be 
acquainted  with  the  Gaelic  tongue ;  and 
to  insure  that  it  ought  to  be  specified  in 
the  Bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Does  the  hon. 
Member  for  Boss-shire  (Dr.  Macdonald) 
accept  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Inverness- shire  (Mr.  Fraser- 
Mackintosh)  ? 

Dr.  B.  MACDONALD:  Yes;  I  am 
prepared  to  adopt  the  suggestion  that 


one  of  the  Commissioners  shall  be  able 
to  speak  the  Gaelic  language. 

Question  put,  and  nsgatived. 

Question  proposed,  ^'That  the  word 
'one'  stand  pan  of  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment." 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUB :  I  think  it  is 
a  very  fair  proposal  that  one  of  the 
Commissioners,  at  all  events,  should  be 
acquainted  with  Gaelic ;  and,  that  being 
the  evident  feeling  of  liie  Committee,  I 
will  accept  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  (Manchester, 
E.) :  I  quite  concur  in  the  view  that  if 
a  Commissioner  can  be  foimd  who  is 
able  to  speak  the  Gaelic  language  such 
an  appomtment  would  be  highly  de- 
sirable ;  but  I  do  not  think  the  Commit- 
tee ought  to  include  such  a  provision  in 
the  Bill.  The  number  of  educated  per- 
sons who  possess  a  knowledge  of  Gaelic 
is  rapidly  diminishing ;  and  if  we  insert 
a  statutory  provision  of  this  kind  it 
might  happen,  in  the  course  of  time, 
that  the  Government  would  be  com- 
pelled to  accept  the  appointment  of  a 
Commissioner  who  would  have  no  other 
qualification  but  that  of  being  able  to 
speak  the  Gaelic  language.  I  therefore 
hope  that  the  Lord  Advocate  will  not 
accept  the  Amendment. 

M^.  HUNTEB  (Aberdeen,  N.):  I 
shall  be  glad  to  learn  how  it  is  sug- 
gested that  the  Commission  shall  con- 
duct their  investigations  if  no  member 
of  the  body  be  able  to  understand  the 
language  of  the  people  whose  cases  they 
have  to  decide.  The  result  of  having  no 
one  on  the  Commission  who  understood 
Gaelic  would  be  that  interpreters  would 
have  to  be  appointed,  which  would  entail 
great  expense,  much  difficulty,  and  pro- 
bable misunderstandings.  I  therefore 
hope  that  the  Lord  Advocate  will  require 
that  one,  at  all  events,  of  the  Commis- 
sioners should  possess  a  knowledge  of 
Cj^aelic 

Sir  DONALD  CUBBIE  (Perthshire, 
W.) :  I  am  quite  sure  that  a  very  large 
number  of  the  persons  in  whose  interest 
the  Commissioners  will  have  to  conduct 
their  inquiries  understand  no  other  lan- 
guage than  Gaelic.  I  would  only  ven- 
ture to  suggest  that  as  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate has  already  promised  that  one  of 
the  Commissioners  shall  be  able  to  speak 
Gaelic  he  will  adhere  to  his  promise, 
and  in  making  the  appointment  provide 
that  the  most  efficient  man  who  can  be 
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obtained  shall  be  appointed.  I  am 
satisfied  that  efficient  men  can  be  found 
in  Scotland  possessing  the  Gaelic  quali- 
"fication. 

Me.  MAOFARLANE  (Argyll) :  I  have 
only  one  word  to  say.  I  am  very  much 
surprised  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate  should 
wish  to  appoint  Edinburgh  lawyers  of 
a  certain  number  of  years'  standing, 
ignorant  of  the  native  tongue,  into  these 
districts  td  administer  justice  to  a  people 
who  cannot  understand  a  word  of  Eng- 
lish. If  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  were  to  go  out  to  India  he 
would  find  that  the  most  petty  official 
of  the  Government  who  is  called  upon 
to  administer  justice  to  the  Natives  is 
required  to  pass  an  examination,  in  order 
to  show  that  he  has  a  knowledge  of  the 
language  of  the  people  among  whom  he 
is  to  dwell. 

Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUE :  I  have  already 
stated  that  I  am  prepared  to  accept  the 
Amendment,  and  to  require  as  a  quali- 
fication that  one  of  the  Oommissioners 
shall  have  a  knowledge  of  Gaelic. 

Ma.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  (Edin- 
burgh  and  St.  Andrew's  Universities) : 
I  should  like  to  point  out  to  the  Com- 
mittee how  the  matter  stands  in  regard 
to  the  ordinary  administration  of  justice 
in  Scotland.  It  is  certainly  incredible 
to  me  that  in  any  local  parts  of  Scotland, 
where  all  the  legal  forms  are  drawn  up 
in  English,  any  difficulty  should  arise  in 
administering  justice,  or  any  dissatisfac- 
tion be  expressed  in  consequence  of  the 
employment,  where  necessary,  of  an  in- 
terpreter. I  cannot  see  why  there  should 
be  any  more  difficulty  experienced  than 
there  is  in  the  ordinary  way  in  which 
such  cases  are  dealt  with  in  the  Law 
Courts.  I  have  myself  acted  as  a  local 
Judge  in  the  Highland  district,  and  I 
have  had  to  administer  justice  in  cases 
in  which  scarcely  a  single  witness  spoke 
a  word  of  English.  Of  course,  it  was 
necessary  that  I  should  speak  to  such 
persons  and  receive  their  evidence 
through  an  interpreter;  but  I  never 
found  any  difficulty,  and  never  heard 
any  dissatisfaction  expressed.  [**  Oh ! "] 
No ;  not  in  a  single  instance,  in  the  whole 
course  of  my  experience.  Nor  have  I 
ever  heard  it  said  in  regard  to  any  case 
tried  in  a  Criminal  Court  that  an  in- 
justice of  any  kind  has  been  done  in 
consequence  of  following  the  ordinary 
mode  of  examining  a  witness  who  spoke 
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another  language  through  an  interpreter. 
I  am  afraid  that  a  considerable  amount 
of  inconvenience  and  difficulty  may  be 
created  if  this  Amendment  is  inserted  in 
the  clause.  The  Statute  should  only 
provide  that  fit  and  proper  persons 
shall  be  appointed  on  the  Commission. 
We  are  axious  on  this  side  of  the  House — 
and  I  have  no  doubt  that  hon.  Members 
on  the  other  side  are  equally  anxious — 
that  the  Commissioners  appointed  in  the 
Land  Court  should  be  gentlemen  of  the 
highest  qualifications  and  professional 
rank.  I  am  sure  my  right  hon.  and 
learaed  Friend  will  bear  me  out  when  I 
say  that  there  would  be  very  g^eat  diffi- 
culty at  the  present  moment  in  finding 
efficient  men  who  possess  such  a  know- 
ledge of  Gaelic,  such  practice  in  and 
command  over  the  language,  which  is  a 
very  different  thing  from  being  merely 
able  to  read  it,  as  would  give  a  guarantee 
that  the  more  important  duties  of  the 
office  would  be  adequately  discharged. 
I  therefore  trust  that  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  will  reconsider  the  matter, 
and  arrive  at  the  conclusion  that  it  is 
not  necessary  to  include  this  qualification 
in  the  Statute. 

Me.  J.  B.  BALFOUE:  I  have  no 
doubt  that  what  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  says  is  perfectly  true 
in  regard  to  the  Law  Courts,  and  that  it 
is  frequently  the  practice  to  employ  an 
interpreter ;  but  I  hope  that  io  the  case 
of  the  Land  Commission  the  proceedings 
will  be  somewhat  more  informal,  and  a 
knowledge  of  the  language  might  be  of 
great  value  where  a  Commissioner  was 
going  over  a  holding.  He  would  be 
able  to  speak  to  the  people  and  elicit 
information,  which  he  could  not  do  if  he 
did  not  know  their  language. 

Ma.  EAMSAY  (Falkirk.  &c.) :  I  can 
confirm  the  statement  which  has  been 
made  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Mac- 
donald),  and  I  very  much  regret  that 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Lord  Advocate  should  have  assented  to 
the  proposal.  The  greatest  drawback 
from  which  the  Highland  people  suffer, 
in  providing  themselves  with  labour,  and 
in  seeking  it  elsewhere,  is  their  ex- 
clusive knowledge  of  the  Gaelic  lan- 
guage. I  feel  satisfied  that  if  this 
qualification  is  insisted  upon  the  Com- 
mission will  not  be  as  efficient  as  it 
ought  to  be.  It  is  well  known  that  at 
the  present  moment  there  is  difficulty  iq 
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obtaining  schoolmasters  with  a  sufficient 
knowledge  of  Gaelic  to  enable  them  to 
teach  schools  efficiently  in  the  Highlands; 
and  still  more  difficult  will  it  be  to  find 
a  gentleman  of  education,  position,  and 
legal  training  to  fill  the  office  of  Com- 
missioner, ^ere  can  be  no  justification 
in  inserting  such  a  qualification,  and  I 
am  afraid  it  will  only  add  another 
obstacle  to  the  proper  working  of  the 
Bill. 

Mb.  BEITH  (Glasgow,  Central):  I 
may  say  that  I  know  one  or  two  gentle- 
men familiar  with  the  Gaelic  language 
who  would  be  quite  competent  to  act  as 
Commissioners. 

Mb.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
I  trust  that  after  the  very  fair  manner 
in  which  the  Lord  Advocate  has  met  the 
appeal  to  him  the  Committee  will  sup- 
port the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man. 

8iB  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.):  I  cannot  allow  the  state- 
ment which  has  been  made  to  the  Com- 
mittee by  two  legal  Gentlemen — one  on 
this  side  of  the  House  and  one  on  the 
other — to  pass  without  notice.  I,  for 
one,  fail  to  conceive  how  it  can  be  satis- 
factory, either  in  a  criminal  or  any  other 
trial,  to  have  aJudge  who  is  ignorant  of 
the  language  of  the  people  among  whom 
he  is  administering  justice.  I  certainly 
do  not  think  it  right  to  attempt  to  justify 
one  abuse  by  suggesting  that  another 
abuse  already  exists,  and  that  in  the 
ordinary  Courts  of  Law  the  Judges  do 
not,  as  a  rule,  understand  the  language 
of  the  people  among  whom  they  admi- 
nister justice.  I  am  able  to  confirm 
what  has  been  said  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Argyllshire  (Mr.  Macfarlane)  with 
reference  to  the  necessity  of  Indian  offi- 
cials knowing  the  language  of  the  Indian 
Natives  among  whom  they  reside. 

SiB  JAMES  FEEGUSSON  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  I  feel  bound  to  dispute 
the  aocuraoy  of  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George 
Campbell).  It  is  an  entire  mistake  to 
suppose  that  the  officials  all  over  India 
understand  the  language  of  the  Natives 
among  whom  they  act.  In  the  Presi- 
dency of  Bombay,  for  instance,  there 
are  four  different  vernaculars,  and  it 
would  be  perfectly  impossible  for  a 
Judge  to  understand  the  whole  of 
them. 

SiE  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL :  I  can- 
not  answer  for  the  Presidency  of  Bom- 
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bay;  but  I  think  I  can  for  the  other 
parts  of  India. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to, 

Mb.  M'CULLOCH  (Glasgow,  St. 
Eollox) :  The  Amendment  which  I  have 
now  to  move  has  reference  to  the  next 
paragraph  of  the  clause,  and  its  obj'ect 
is  to  omit  the  qualification  that  one  of 
the  Commissioners  shall  be  an  advocate 
of  the  Scottish  Bar  of  not  less  than  10 
years'  standing,  and  to  substitute  the 
provision  that  he  shall  be  a  person 
*'  duly  qualified  to  practise  law  in  one  of 
the  Scotch  Courts."  I  may  mention  a 
single  instance,  which  I  think  will  con- 
vince the  Committee  of  the  inadvisability 
of  making  the  provision  contained  in  the 
clause.  Probably  there  was  no  one 
better  versed  in  Scotch  law  and  rural 
practice  than  the  late  McNeil  Caird, 
and  yet  if  he  had  now  been  alive  it 
would  have  been  impossible  to  have 
appointed  him  to  one  of  these  Commis- 
sionerships  under  this  clause. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  7,  line  13,  to  leave  ont  the  words 
**  an  advocate  of  the  Scottish  bar  of  not  less 
than  ten  years'  standing,"  and  insert  the  words 
<«  duly  qualified  to  practise  law  in  one  of  the 
Scotch  Courts.'*— (ifr.  M^Culloeh.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  I  can- 
not accept  the  Amendment.  It  has  been 
the  invariable  practice,  in  similar  cir- 
cumstances, to  appoint  a  person  of  even 
considerable  standing  at  the  Bar.  Under 
the  Irish  Land  Act  the  Judicial  Com- 
missioner is  required  to  be  a  person  of 
not  less  than  1 0  years'  standing  at  the 
Irish  Bar.  Without  intending  to  be 
disrespectful  to  any  person,  I  must  say 
that  we  are  more  likely  to  get  the  proper 
qualification  under  the  clause  than  under 
tliis  Amendment. 

Db.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  The  Judi- 
cial Commissioner  under  this  Bill  will 
occupy  a  different  position  from  that  of 
the  Irish  Commissioner,  who  is  not  only 
a  Commissioner  of  the  Land  Court,  but 
a  Judge  of  the  Superior  Courts  as  well. 
If  the  right  hon.  and  learaed  Gentle- 
man the  Lord  Advocate  laid  it  down 
that  the  Judicial  Commissioner  should 
be  a  Lord  of  Session,  there  might  be 
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some  justification  for  tbe  qualification 
which  the  clause  seeks  to  impose.  But 
I  quite  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  (Mr.  M*Oullooh)  that  under 
this  Bill  there  is  no  advantage  in  limit- 
ing the  selection  in  the  same  manner  as 
would  be  necessary  if  the  appointment 
were  that  of  Judge  of  one  of  the  Supe- 
rior Courts.  The  questions  which  the 
Land  Commission  will  have  to  deal  with 
are  of  a  different  class  altogether ;  the 
scope  of  the  investigation  is  limited ; 
and  there  is  no  absolute  necessity  for 
the  appointment  of  a  barrister  of  10 
years'  standing.  There  are  other 
branches  of  the  Legal  Profession  in 
which  suitable  men  may  be  found,  and 
the  limitation  proposed  by  the  clause 
ought  not  to  be  retained. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire) : 
I  shall  certainly  support  the  Amend- 
ment. I  hold  that  its  effect  will  be  to 
widen  the  area  of  choice,  so  as  to  en- 
able the  Government  to  select  the  best 
man.  It  is  quite  possible,  if  there  is 
no  restriction  of  tnis  kind,  that  you 
may  find  a  solicitor  who  is  specially 
qualified  to  discharge  the  duties  of  the 
office,  and  who  is  conversant  both  with 
questions  relating  to  land  and  relating 
to  law.  If  you  make  it  absolutely  essen- 
tial that  the  appointment  should  be  con- 
ferred upon  someone  now  practising  in 
the  Parliament  House  of  10  years'  stand- 
ing, you  may  find  it  necessary  to  tempt 
him  with  the  offer  of  a  very  large  salary 
indeed.  Not  only  would  a  large  expen- 
diture be  entailed  in  that  way,  but  it 
would  be  requisite  to  give  the  other  two 
Commissioners  correspondingly  high  sa- 
laries. If  we  limit  ourselves  to  the 
Parliament  House,  we  are  certainly  not 
likely  to  obtain  a  really  competent  bar- 
rister of  10  years'  standing  who  would 
accept  the  appointment  unless  the  salary 
offered  were  a  great  deal  higher  than 
the  necessities  of  the  case  demand; 
for  these  reasons  I  shall  support  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glaegow  (Mr.  M*Culloeh). 

Mr.  FEASER-MACKINTOSH  (In- 
verness-shire) :  No  doubt  the  principle 
of  conferring  such  appoiatments  only 
upon  barristers  of  10  years'  standing  is 
one  which  has  been  long  adopted  in 
Scotland  ;  but  it  is  time  it  should  cease. 
In  this  particular  case  I  maintain  that 
you  may  have  competent  lawyers  in  the 
Parliament  House,  and  yet  not  one  of 
them  a  person  who  ought  to  be  selected 
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for  this  appointment.  So  far  as  I  under- 
stand the  Amendment,  it  places  no  limi- 
tation upon  the  power  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  appoint  an  advocate  of  10  years' 
standing;  but  it  simply  provides  that 
the  appointment  shall  not  be  restricted 
to  that  class  only. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.) :  I  hope  the  hon.  Member  for  Glas- 

Sow  (Mr.  M*Culloch)  will  not  put  the 
ommittee  to  the  trouble  of  mviding 
upon  this  point.  It  must  not  be  for 
gotten  that  the  Land  Commission  whioh 
the  Bill  establishes  will  have  to  perform 
most  difficult  and  delicate  official  duties 
of  an  entirely  new  kind.  It  is,  there- 
fore, absolutely  essential  that  the  Court 
to  be  established  should  be  so  constituted 
as  to  inspire  confidence  in  both  classes 
of  litigants.  I  venture  to  think  that 
any  Amendment  we  might  insert  in  the 
Bill  which  would  lower  the  status  of  the 
Commissioners,  or  render  it  probable 
that  they  would  inspire  very  little  con- 
fidence among  the  people,  would  be 
greatly  to  be  deprecated.  My  only 
objection  to  the  previous  Amendment 
was  that  it  might  not  be  possible  to 
obtain  a  man  of  adequate  standing  who 
knew  Gaelic ;  and  the  fact  that  we  have 
adopted  that  Amendment  makes  it  all 
the  more  necessary  that  the  remaining 
Members  of  the  Commission  should 
possess  such  qualifications  as  would 
place  the  dignity  and  efficiency  of  the 
new  tribunal  upon  a  solid  foundation. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  183; 
Noes  80:    Majority  103.  — (Div.  List, 

No.  77.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Clause,  as  amended,  stand 
part  of  the  BiU." 

Sib  DONALD  CUEEIE  (Perthshire, 
W.) :  I  beg  to  move  in  page  7,  line  14, 
after  **  standing,"  to  insert  **and  the 
other  two  Commissioners  shall  be  prac- 
tical agriculturists."  I  am  of  opinion 
that  due  provision  having  been  made  to 
secure  the  services  of  a  Judicial  Com- 
missioner with  a  legal  training,  the 
remaining  Commissioners  should  have 
some  practical  acquaintance  with  the 
questions  likely  to  be  brought  before 
them. 

Amendment  proposed, 
In  page  7,  line  14,  after  the  word  "stand- 
ing/' to  insert  the  words  "  find  the  other  tyrq 
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Oommissioiien    shall    be    praotioal   agrionl- 
tmiflts."— (5ir  Donald  Curri$,) 

Question  proposed,  *  *  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Thb  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  B. 
BAiiFOUB)  (Clackmannan,  &o.) :  I  think 
the  adoption  of  the  Amendment  of  my 
hon.  Friend  would  be  calculated  to  do 
more  harm  than  good.  It  would,  in  that 
case,  be  essential  to  restrict  the  appoint- 
ment to  men  who  had  lived  all  their 
liyes  in  the  country,  and  had  devoted 
themselves  to  the  study  of  agricultural 
matters.  The  object  of  leaviug  two  of 
the  Commissioners  at  large,  so  to  speak, 
and  not  defining  their  profession,  is  to 
leave  it  possible  to  select  persons  who 
have  special  knowledge  of  agricultural 
matters.  A  man  may  not  be  a  practical 
agriculturist  and  yet  know  a  good 
deal  about  agricultural  matters.  The 
administration  'of  the  Act  will  also  in- 
volve a  certain  amount  of  pastoral  know- 
ledge,and  that  might  be  excluded  by  the 
adoption  of  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  negatived. 

The  LOBD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfotjb)  (Clackmannan,  &c.)  moved  an 
Amendment  in  the  section  relating  to 
the  remuneration  of  the  Commission  and 
its  officers,  the  object  of  which  was  to 
include  valuers,  assessors,  clerks,  and 
persons  holding  inferior  situations. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  7,  line  23,  after  the  word  *'  officers,'' 
to  insert  the  words  'including  valuers  and 
assessors,  as  also  clerks  or  persons  holding  in- 
ferior situations." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Clause  16  (Area  covered  by  the  Act). 
Mb.  MACFAELANE  (ArgyU):  The 
first  section  of  the  clause  provides  that — 

"  The  Commissioners  after  due  inquirer  shall 
ascertain  what  parishes  or  islands  or  districts 
forming  aggregates  of  parishes,  within  the 
counties  of  Ai^yll,  Inverness,  Koss,  Sather- 
land,  Caithness,  Orkney,  and  Shetland,  are 
crofting  parishes,  or  aggregates  of  crofting 
puishes,  and  shall  determine  that  this  Act 
shall  apply  to  such  parishes." 

I  propose,  as  an  Amendment,  to  leave 
out  the  first  two  lines  of  the  section,  for 
the  purpose  of  providing  that  the  Bill 
shall  be  applicable  to  all  the  counties 
named  without  any  preliminary  inquiry 
by  the  Commissioners  to  ascertain  what 
were  the  crofters'  parishes.    Unless  this 
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alteration  is  agreed  to,  a  large  number 
of  the  poor  class  of  cottars  in  these 
counties  will  be  excluded  from  all  the 
advantages  proposed  to  be  conferred  by 
the  measure,  and  the  Bill  will  only 
apply  in  patchwork  fashion.  Within 
my  limited  knowledge  there  is  no  pre- 
cedent for  legislation  which  is  to  apply 
only  to  portions  of  particular  localities. 
If  the  Amendment  is  adopted,  the  Act 
will  still  only  apply  in  circumstances  to 
which  it  is  applicable.  The  object  of 
the-  clause  is,  I  presume,  to  make  the 
measure  inapplicable  where  it  could  not 
possibly  be  applied,  and  my  Amend- 
ment will  answer  the  same  purpose,  be- 
cause if  the  clause  is  made  applicable  to 
the  whole  of  the  counties  named,  it  can- 
not be  applied  except  in  cases  to  which 
the  Bill  is  applicable,  and  that  is  where 
there  are  crofters  or  crofting  parishes 
whose  cases  are  dealt  with  by  the  mea- 
sure. Therefore,  without  further  obser- 
vation, I  will  move  the  Amendment,  and 
I  trust  that  the  Lord  Advocate  will  ac- 
cept it. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  7,  line  37,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
"  The,"  to  the  word  "  within,"  in  line  28,  in- 
clusive, and  insert  the  words  **  This  Act  shall 
apply  to," — (Mr.  Macfarlan$,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  *^  That  the  words 
'The  Commissioners,  after  due  iuquiry, 
shall  ascertain  what  parishes  or  islands 
or  districts  forming  aggregates  of 
parishes  within '  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  LOED  ADYOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  I  very 
much  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  as 
to  the  result  of  the  Amendment,  and 
believe  it  would  amount  to  very  much 
the  same  thing  as  the  clause  itself;  but 
if  we  mean  the  Act  to  apply  only  to 
areas  inhabited  by  persons  possessing 
the  crofter  qualification,  we  had  much 
better  say  so,  and  say  so  consistently. 
I  hope  the  hon.  Member  will  not  press 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BAECLAY  (Forfarshire): 
I  support  the  Amendment.  The  clause, 
as  it  stands,  would  have  a  most  extra- 
ordinary effect.  Without  any  geogra- 
phical distinction  it  will  apply  to  one 
set  of  tenants  holding  under  one  form 
of  tenure,  but  will  except  another  set  of 
tenants  holding  under  precisely  the 
same  tenure.    This,  I  maintain,  is  con-  ^ 
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trary  to  the  practice  of  all  modem  legis- 
lation, which  is  to  assimilate  the  tenure 
throughout  the  country  and  make  it 
uniform.  Here  the  Bill  makes  excep- 
tions in  the  most  extraordinary  manner. 
First  of  all  we  have  exceptional  coun- 
ties, then  exceptional  pai'ishes,  and  then 
exceptional  holdings.  It  is  an  endeavour 
to  give  the  benefits  of  the  Act  to  the 
smculest  number  of  tenants,  and  I  am 
sure  the  result  would  be  unsatisfactory. 
One  tenant  would  hold  under  different 
conditions  from  another,  and  a  third 
under  a  totally  different  tenure  still. 
I  think  the  Committee  should  express 
their  opinion  upon  the  matter,  if  only 
by  way  of  protest,  by  accepting  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.) :  I  shall  support  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Argyllshire  (Mr.  Macfarlane),  al- 
though it  may  be  objected  to  on  the 
ground  that  it  goes  a  little  too  far.  No 
doubt,  80  far  as  the  interests  of  the 
crofters  are  concerned  in  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill,  the  Amendment  would  make 
a  material  alteration.  If  there  are  no 
crofters,  however,  the  Bill  will  not 
apply.  The  definition  in  the  clause  does 
not  apply  to  the  crofters,  but  to  crofting 
parishes,  and  later  on  a  "crofting 
parish  "  is  defined  to  mean  a  parish  in 
which  there  have  been,  within  80  years 
prior  to  the  passing  of  the  Act,  holdings 
consisting  of  arable  land  held  with  a 
right  of  pasturage  in  common  with 
others,  and  in  which  there  are  still  ten- 
ants of  holdings  from  year  to  year. 
But  there  may  be  parishes  in  which 
there  are  hundreds  of  crofters  to  whom 
the  definition  will  not  apply.  I  have 
taken  the  trouble  to  look  at  the  defini- 
tion of  the  word  "croft"  in  the 
dictionary,  and  I  find  that  it  means  a 
small  field  or  inclosure  of  arable  land 
attached  to  a  dwelling;  but  it  is  not 
grazing  ground.  I  am  quite  sure  that 
in  many  parts  of  Scotland  these  com- 
mon grazing  lands  do  not  exist;  and 
therefore  I  hope  the  Lord  Advocate 
will  accept  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Argyllshire,  which  will 
enable  all  crofters  in  the  counties  men- 
tioned in  the  clause  to  receive  benefit 
under  the  BiU. 

De.  E.  MACDONALD  (Ross  and 
Cromarty) :  I  hope  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Argyllshire  (Mr.  Macfarlane) 
will  adhere  to  his  Amendment.    We  all 
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know  that  this  Bill  has  been  brought  in 
in  consequence  of  the  extension  of  deer 
forests  in  the  Highlands  of  Scotland. 
It  was  pointed  out  by  an  hon.  Member, 
the  other  night,  that  on  the  borders  of 
the  large  deer  forests,  like  that  of  Mr. 
Winans,  there  is  not  a  single  crofter  to 
be  foimd.  The  only  persons  who  live 
there  are  cottars  who  have  been  turned 
out  of  these  forests.  Indeed,  it  would 
not  suit  the  gentlemen  who  own  deer 
forests  to  have  crofters  all  aroimd  them. 
The  land,  which  was  originally  croft, 
has  been  converted  into  large  sheep 
farms,  and  very  strict  precautions  are 
taken  to  prevent  trespassing.  I  cannot 
see  why  there  should  be  any  objection 
to  the  Amendment.  I  do  not  think  any- 
body need  be  in  the  smallest  degree 
afraid  that  any  Land  Commission  which 
may  be  appointed  will  be  likely  to  give 
the  crofters  too  much,  or  will  do  any- 
thing that  is  wrong  or  unjust.  The 
adoption  of  the  Amendment  will  save  a 
great  deal  of  discussion  in  the  future. 
The  Government  will  appoint  men  who 
can  be  trusted  to  do  justice  between  the 
landlords  and  the  people,  and  we  should 
give  them  the  usual  latitude  in  deciding 
what  land  should  be  included,  and  what 
not. 

Db.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
I  hope  the  Committee  will  adopt  the 
Amendment  in  the  interests  of  the 
cottars  who  may  live  just  outside  of 
crofting  parishes,  and  would  constantly 
be  debarred  from  any  benefit  under  the 
Act.  All  crofting  parishes  in  which 
there  are  crofters  should  come  within 
the  area  of  the  Bill,  and  all  cottars  also, 
otherwise  great  injustice  will  be  done. 
I  therefore  trust  that  the  Lord  Advocate 
will  accept  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  FRASER-MACKINTOSH 
(Inverness-shire)  :  This  limitation  of 
'*  crofting  parish''  is  one  which  I  am 
afraid  will  affect  a  great  part  of  the 
counties  included  in  the  Bill.  I  think 
there  ought  to  be  no  restriction  what- 
ever; but  wherever  there  are  crofters 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  should  apply  to 
them.  I  would  ask  those  hon.  Members 
who  represent  the  crofters,  and  all  Mem- 
bers friendly  to  them,  to  take  a  decided 
stand  on  this  point,  and  I  trust  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Argyllshire  (Mr.  Mac- 
farlane) will  not  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Db.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  One  of  the 
complaints  made  by  the  crofters  was 
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that  they  were  rack-rented;  but  tbe 
Boyal  Commission  only  report  four  in- 
stances of  rack-rented  estates  visited  by 
them,  and  they  will  not  be  affected  if 
the  Committee  pass  this  clause,  so  that, 
under  the  definition  contained  in  the 
Bill,  certain  localities  where  this  legis- 
lation is  more  required  than  almost  any- 
where else  in  SiX)tland  will  be  entirely 
debarred  from  coming  in.  It  has  been 
found  in-  a  great  many  districts  that  the 
crofters  have  been  compelled  to  become 
leaseholders,  and  when  once  a  crofter 
becomes  a  leaseholder  he  ceases  to  be  a 
crofter  under  the  Definition  Clause,  and 
he  is  deprived  of  the  benefit  of  the  Bill. 
Before  the  Land  Commission  can  begin 
their  operations  at  all  it  will  be  neces- 
sary for  them  to  spend  six  or  12  months 
in  trying  to  discover  what  the  crofting 
parishes  are  under  the  definition  given 
here.  In  the  next  place,  after  a  great 
expenditure  of  money  and  time,  they 
may  arrive  at  a  conclusion  as  to  what 
are  the  crofting  parishes,  and  then  the 
other  clauses  of  the  Bill  step  in  and 
operate,  so  that  by  the  time  the  Com- 
missioners have  completed  their  pre- 
liminary investigation  there  will  be  no 
crofters  at  all  to  whom  the  principles  of 
the  Bill  can  be  extended.  I  trust  that 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Argyll- 
shire (Mr.  Macfarlane)  will  divide  the 
Committee  upon  his  Amendment,  and 
that  his  proposal  will  be  carried,  so  that 
the  Commissioners  will  be  able  to  begin 
their  work  at  once  without  having  to 
waste  eight  or  12  months  in  finding  out 
where  the  Act  is  to  operate. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUE  (Manchester, 
E.) :  I  am  very  unwilling  to  interpose  in 
the  discussion ;  but  I  think  there  is  one 
consideration  which  it  is  important  for 
the  Committee  to  bear  in  mind.  As  the 
Bill  is  based  on  a  certain  historic  view 
of  the  crofters'  rights  it  is  absolutely 
essential  that  that  historic  basis  should 
be  kept  constantly  in  view.  For  that 
reason  I  regard  it  as  of  vital  importance 
that  the  Qovemment  should  adhere  to 
the  Bill  as  they  have  framed  it,  and 
confine  the  exceptional  legislation  here 
initiated  to  those  classes  which,  in  the 
view  of  the  Government,  have  lost  some 
of  the  rights  which  it  is  now  desired  by 
the  Government  to  restore. 

Mb. MACFARLANE:  When  I  moved 
the  Amendment  I  did  it  in  the  fewest 
words  possible,  because  I  imagined  that 
there  could  be  no  difficulty  about  the 


matter.  Even  the  speech  of  the  Lord 
Advocate  led  me  to  believe  that  he  him- 
self would  make  no  difficulty.  He  cer- 
tainly  accused  me  of  going  too  far ;  but, 
as  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  College  Division  of  Glasgow  (Dr. 
Cameron)  has  pointed  out,  the  clause  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
himself  goes  very  much  too  far,  and 
would,  if  adopted  as  it  stands,  make  a 
very  considerable  difference  to  the  very 
poorest  class  of  persons  who  will  receive 
benefit  under  the  Bill.  But  that  is  the 
way  throughout  the  clauses  of  the  Bill. 
A  clause  is  inserted  which  professes  to 
give  some  benefit  to  the  crofters;  and 
then  there  are  provisoes  and  sub- sections 
which  impose  such  restrictions  and 
limitations  that  the  clause  becomes 
altogether  valueless.  That  is  the  in- 
variable rule.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  not  yet  answered 
the  objection  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron)  that  the  effect 
of  this  clause  will  be  to  exclude  the 
cottars  from  the  benefits  proposed  by 
the  Bill.  Does  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  intend  that  they 
should  be  so  included,  and  that  there 
should  be  a  general  survey  of  Scotland 
to  lay  down  what  are  the  crofting 
parishes  which  are  included  within  the 
scope  of  the  Bill  ? 

Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.):  I  hope  that  before  the  dis- 
cussion is  closed  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  will  answer  the  ap- 
peal of  my  hon.  Friend,  and  explain 
who  it  is  who  are  to  be  entitled  to  com- 
pensation under  Part  IV.  of  the  Bill. 
He  has  already  consented  to  make  the 
definition  of  a  crofter  wider  than  was 
originally  intended.  There  may,  how- 
ever, be  a  large  number  of  cottars  who 
will  be  entitled  to  compensation  under 
the  Bill;  and  it  is  not  contended  that 
they  are  provided  for.  As  to  the  his- 
torical question,  if  we  are  to  confine  the 
Bill  to  the  crofters  with  grazing  land 
and  common  rights  of  pasturage,  very 
few  persons  would  be  benefited  by  it. 
But  arable  land  has  now  been  admitted, 
and  some  portion  of  the  cottars  are  to  be 
benefited ;  and  I  wish  to  know  whether 
the  Lord  Advocate  proposes  to  exclude 
from  the  benefit  of  this  clause  those  per- 
sons who  are  entitled  to  compensation 
under  Part  lY.  of  the  Bill,  and  what  are 
to  become  of  crofters  who  do  not  happen 
to  belong  to  crofting  parishes  ?^ 
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Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUE :  I  hope  the 
Committee  will  not  be  prepared  to  enter 
into  matters  of  this  kind  wbieh  have  al- 
ready been  fully  discussed,  seeing  that 
it  is  most  desirable  to  get  through  with 
the  Bill.  There  is  certainly  no  intention 
in  the  Bill  to  give  the  kind  of  benefits 
proposed  to  every  cottager  throughout 
Scotland  generally,  or  to  every  cottager 
in  particular  counties ;  but  when  it  has 
been  ascertained  that  the  parish  is  a 
crofting  parish  upon  the  historical  basis, 
then  we  assume  that  many  of  those  who 
are  found  in  those  areas  may  at  one  time 
have  had  a  connection  with  the  soil  and 
been  deprived  of  their  crofts.  It  is, 
therefore,  proposed  to  extend  the  bene- 
fits of  the  Act  to  such  persons,  and  thus 
go  beyond  the  persons  who  now  answer 
the  description  of  crofters ;  but  certainly 
there  is  no  intention  of  giving  these 
benefits  to  every  cottager  throughout 
the  Lowlands,  irrespective  altogether  of 
his  historical  connection  with  the  soil. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  152; 
Noes  95  :  Majority  37.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  78.) 

Mb.  M'CULLOOH  (Glasgow,  St. 
EoUox) :  I  have  an  Amendment  on  the 
Paper  to  strike  out  from  the  clause  the 
names  of  the  counties  in  which  the 
crofting  parishes  are  situate;  but  as 
the  Government  have  already  intimated 
that  the  Bill  is  not  be  extended  beyond 
the  districts  which  have  been  reported 
on  by  the  Royal  Commission,  I  do  not 
propose  to  move  it. 

Db.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  I  move  to 
insert,  after  "Argyll,"  the  words  *'Bute 
and  Arran."  The  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment is  to  include  the  Islands  of  Bute 
and  Arran  among  the  crofting  parishes 
which  are  to  come  within  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill.  Bute  and  Arran  contain 
numerous  crofting  parishes,  and  every- 
thing that  applies  to  a  Highland  county 
will  apply  to  both  of  those  Islands. 
The  great  bulk  of  the  crofters  there 
hold  the  land  they  occupy  under  the 
Duke  of  Hamilton.  They  are  all  them 
tenants  at  will,  and  although  the  deer 
come  down  and  eat  up  their  crops,  if  they 
make  any  objection  tbey  are  turned  out. 
All  the  evils  which  exist  in  the  High- 
lands, and  which  it  is  the  main  object  of 
this  Bill  to  remedy,  are  to  be  found  in 
the  Island  of  Arran,  and  fully  entitle  it 
to  be  included  within  the  scope  of  the 


Bill.  The  crofters  there  complain  loudly 
of  their  condition,  and  their  grievances 
are  as  fully  deserving  of  redress  as 
those  of  the  crofters  in  any  other 
locality. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7, 
line  29,  after  the  word  "  Argyll,"  to  in- 
sert  the  words  **  Bute  and  Arran." — 
{Dr.  Clark.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfotjb)  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  My  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  M'CuUoch)  rightly  under- 
stood  and  stated  the  view  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  this  matter.  The  Bill  was 
brought  in  on  the  information  contained 
in  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission. 
We  have  no  authentic  knowledge— in- 
deed, no  knowledge  whatever — on  which 
we  should  be  justified  in  submitting 
proposals  to  Parliament  with  respect  to 
any  other  localities;  and,  in  these  cir- 
cumstances, I  should  not  feel  warranted 
in  asking  Parliament  to  extend  the  area 
of  this  Bill  to  places  not  visited  by  the 
Royal  Commission,  and  upon  which  the 
Commissioners  have  not  reported.  The 
scope  of  the  Commissioners  inquiry  was 
general,  and  not  limited » to  the  High- 
lands. Their  fijrst  duty  was  to  inform 
themselves  of  the  parts  of  the  country 
which  seemed  to  demand  their  investi- 
gation, and  to  report  upon  them.  I 
think  we  are  bound  to  assume  that  the 
Commissioners  executed  that  duty,  and 
made  their  Report  in  regard  to  those 
places  the  peculiar  social  and  economic 
conditions  of  which  justify  this  legisla- 
tion. Therefore,  I  cannot  accept  this 
Amendment,  and  in  regard  to  it  and 
others  I  am  bound  to  stand  by  the  Bill 
as  limited. 

Mb.  BEITH  (Glasgow,  Central) :  In 
one  part  of  the  Island  of  Arran  the 
crofters  for  miles  round  have  been  de- 
prived of  the  right  of  pasture,  and 
many  cases  of  unjustifiable  eviction  have 
taken  place  from  1820  down  to  as  late 
as  1883.  I  could  name  to  the  Lord 
Advocate  six  distinct  glens  in  this 
beautiful  Island  from  which  the  crofters 
have  been  evicted  during  that  period ; 
and  I  am  informed  that  since  1880 
the  hill  pasture  has  been  taken  away 
from  the  crofters  residing  in  10  distinct 
localities  in  the  Island  of  Arran.  If 
it  were  not  for  the  situation  and  attrac- 
tiveness of   the  Island,  anc^  its  near- 
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ness  to  Glasgow,  the  population  would 
be  very  badly  off  indeed.  As  has 
been  said  by  my  hon.  Friend,  all  the 
tenants  are  tenants  at  will  or  on  one 
year's  lease,  and  they  are  in  a  condition 
of  subjection  to  the  landlord  as  bad  as 
that  of  any  people  in  any  part  of  Scot- 
land. If  there  are  any  districts  outside 
the  counties  named  in  the  clause  to 
which  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  ought 
to  be  extended,  the  Island  of  Arran  is 
certainly  one  of  them.  I  have  had  one 
case  placed  before  me,  that  of  a  cottar, 
who  last  year  laid  out  £40  upon  his  little 
cottage.  Hitherto  he  has  been  able  to 
let  his  cottage  every  season ;  but  he  has 
just  received  notice  to  quit,  and  his  out- 
lay of  last  year,  and  of  previous  years, 
will  be  all  lost  to  him.  In  my  opinion, 
it  is  exceedingly  desirable  that  this  Is- 
land should  be  included  within  the  scope 
of  the  Bill.  The  tenants  are  exactly  m 
the  condition  of  the  crofters  in  the  High- 
lands, for  whose  relief  this  Bill  is  in- 
tended ;  and  it  is  of  the  utmost  import- 
ance, in  their  interests,  that  the  Island 
should  be  included. 

Me.  J.  P.  B.  EOBERTSON  (Bute) : 
This  question  exclusively  affects  the  Is- 
lands of  Bute  and  Arran .     As  represent- 
ing the  constituency  of  those  Islands,  I 
think  it  right  to  state  why  I  intend,  in 
the  interest  of  the  people  there,  most 
strenuously  to  oppose  this  proposal.     I 
do  so    with  some    confidence,   because 
at   every  meeting  I  addressed  during 
the   election  I   discussed   this  subject, 
and  I  placed  before  the  electors  un- 
equivocallj  the  course  I    intended  to 
take  if   ever  this   disastrous  proposal 
were  introduced   as  applicable  to  the 
Island  of  Arran.     Perhaps  I  may  be 
allowed  to  point  out  to  the  Committee 
some  circumstances  which  appear  to  me 
to  be  conclusive  against  the  reasonable^ 
ness  of  the  proposals  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Caithness  (Dr.  Clark).    In  the 
first  place,  I  attach  great  importance  to 
the  fact  which  the  Lord  Advocate  has 
already  communicated  to  the  Committee 
— namely,  that  the  Royal  Commission 
did  not  visit  Arran.  It  was  in  their  power, 
but  nevertheless  they  abstained  from 
doing  so.     Anyone  who  is  acquainted 
with  the  beauty  and  attractiveness  of  the 
Island  of  Arran  will  know  that  it  is  a  most 
charming  place,  and  will  readily  admit 
that  not  only  was  this  an  act  of  self- 
denial  on  their  part,  but  that  the  fact  of 
the  Boyal  Commissioners  not  having 


stopped  their  yacht  there  on  their  way 
round  the   Coast  of   Scotland  affords 
conclusive  evidence  that  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Commissioners  the  condition  of 
the  people  of  the  Island  of  Arran  was 
not  such  as  to  justify  their  inclusion  in 
the  present  Bill.  But,  beyond  that,  there 
is  another  consideration  to  which  I  will 
ask  the  attention  of  the  Committee.     I 
should  have  thought  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, in  making  this  proposal,  would 
have  pointed  out  the  evils  that  were  to 
be  remedied,  and  that  he  would  not  have 
been  content  to  rest  his  proposition  upon 
general  assertions  or  even  an  individual 
case.     This  Bill  is  intended  as  a  remedy 
for  districts  where  the  life  of  the  people 
is  a  fsdlure,  and  where  they  have  no 
means  of  obtaining  subsistence.     So  far, 
however,  as  the  people  of  Arran  are  con- 
cerned, life,  instead  of  being  afailure,  is  a 
very  great  success  with  them.    They  are 
a  set  of  able,  capable,  cheerful,  prosperous 
people ;  and  it  is  in  their  interests  that 
I  protest  against  this  proposal,  because 
it  assimilates  their  fortunes  with  the 
fortunes  of  those  who,  however  esti- 
mable their  qualities  may  be,  have  not 
made  those  qualities  prevail  in  the  battle 
of  life.     The  evils  which  the  Bill  pro- 
poses to  remedy  will  be  found  to  be  the- 
following  : — In  the  first  place,  that  the 
holdings  of  the  crofters  are  miserably 
small— so  small  that  no  man  can  make 
a  livelihood  out  of  them;   next,  that 
there  are   frequent  evictions;    thirdly, 
that  too  high  a  rent  is  exacted;  and, 
lastly,  that  they  are  without  communica- 
tion with  the  rest  of  the  world.    These 
were  the  grievances  which  the  Boyal 
Commission  was  appointed  to  inquire 
into,  and  from  every  one  of  them  the 
Island   of  Arran  is  perfectly  free.     I 
should  like  to  give  some  figures,  which 
to  my  mind  are  not  only  instructive  but 
will  enable  the  Committee  to  get  at  the 
root  of  this  question.     I  am  sure  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the 
Committee  will  admit  that  the  first  of 
the  grievances  which  I  have  enumerated 
— namely,  the  miserable  smallness  of  the 
holdings — was  the  principal  feature  of 
that  inquiry  of  the  Commissioners ;  and 
the  best  illustration  I  can  give  is  the 
statistical  account  which    the  Commis- 
sioners give  of  the  four  parishes,    as 
typical  and  characteristic  of  the  evils 
they  desired  to  remedy.    According  to 
the  Eeport  of  the  Boyal  Commission, 
taking  the  holdings  under  £30  rent. 
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85  per  cent  had  a  less  rental  than  £6. 
I  have  obtained  information  of  the  hold- 
ings this  year  in  the  Island  of  Arran  of 
a  corresponding  class — namely,  under 
£30  rent — and  I  find  that  instead  of 
85  per  cent  there  are  only  9  per  cent 
under  £6.  It  is  further  said  that  in  the 
srofting  districts  in  the  Island  of  Arran 
there  is  a  miserable  monotony  of  small 
holdings.  That  is  not  the  case  in  Arran. 
There  are  a  variety  of  holdings  ranging 
from  £6  a-yearto  a  much  higher  figure. 
Is  it  the  case  that  they  are  condemned 
to  live  where  there  is  no  other  occupa- 
tion? That  also  is  distinctly  not  the 
fact ;  and  I  may  tell  the  Committee  that 
one  of  the  main  occupations  of  a  large 
and  most  respectable  portion  of  my 
constituents  in  Arran  is  that  of  letting 
lodgings  to  visitors  during  the  summer. 
Therefore,  instead  of  being  destitute  of 
any  occupation  except  that  of  agricul- 
ture, they  have  a  very  agreeable  and 
lucrative  occupation  during  the  summer 
months.  I  believe  also,  and  it  does 
them  great  credit,  that  they  are  pros- 
perous. Another  point  bearing  upon 
this  question  is  this --that  under  one  of 
the  provisions  of  the  1st  clause  of  the 
Bill  a  crofter  is  precluded  from  sub- 
letting his  holding,  and  from  taking 
benefit  under  it.  I  believe  that  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Lord  Advocate  is  under  a  promise  to 
bring  up  a  clause  to  deal  with  this 
matter  of  sub-letting ;  but  if  it  is  to 
apply  to  Arran,  the  result  would  be  that 
many  of  these  persons  who  give  up 
possession  of  their  houses  for  severed 
months  in  the  year  would  receive  no 
benefit  under  the  Bill.  But,  whether  it 
applies  or  not,  one  of  the  chief  features  of 
distinction  between  the  case  of  the  people 
of  Arran  and  of  the  crofters  in  the 
Highlands  is  that  the  former  have 
another  occupation  and  another  source 
of  livelihood.  Then,  again,  there  is  a 
considerable  amount  of  fishing,  and  a 
good  deal  is  now  being  done  to  further 
the  interests  of  the  fidiiermen.  A  pier 
has  abeady  been  put  up,  and  a  harbour 
will  probably  be  soon  established  in 
lioch  Eanza.  Therefore,  there  are  not 
among  this  community  the  privations 
and  the  absence  of  the  opportunity 
for  self- elevation  which  exist  in  the 
districts  to  which  the  Bill  more  properly 
applies.  I  am  not  going  to  weary  the 
Committee  by  entering  into  an  alterca- 
tion with  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
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ber  for  Caithness  (Dr.  Clark)  as  to  a 
questiou  of  facts.  I  have  in  my  recol- 
lection an  incident  which  occurred  a 
short  time  ago  in  reference  to  a  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  asserted  that  a  particular 
individual  paid  £80  rent.  I  stated  that 
he  had  never  paid  more  than  £33 ;  butthe 
hon.  Member  declined  to  accept  my  cor- 
rection. In  this  case  the  hon.  Member 
made  a  reference  to  the  Duke  of  Hamil- 
ton. It  is  right  to  say  that  the  commu- 
nity of  Arran  is  attached  to  the  Duke 
of  Hamilton,  who  is  the  proprietor,  by 
more  than  a  mere  commercial  tie.  The 
Dukes  of  Hamilton  have  been  the 
Chiefs  of  the  people  of  the  Island  for 
generations,  and  every  man  in  the 
Island,  unless  he  is  trying  to  conciliate 
the  momentary  favour  of  a  Glasgow 
Eadioal,  would  say  that  he  regards  the 
Duke  of   Hamilton    with    feelings    of 

Eersonal 'regard  and  friendship.  I  am 
ound  to  say  that  I  do  not  think  it  is 
very  creditable  to  certain  politicians  that 
they  have  tried  their  clumsy  artifices 
on  a  population  enjoying  prosperity  in 
attempting  to  stir  up  discontent  where 
there  is  no  ground  for  discontent.  The 
last  point  I  would  mention  as  one 
of  the  objects  of  the  investigation  of  the 
Boyal  Commission  is  the  want  of  com- 
munication with  the  outer  world.  For- 
tunately, in  the  case  of  the  Island  of 
Arran  there  is  constant  steam  communi- 
cation, and  the  people  of  the  Island  see 
a  g^eat  deal  of  the  outer  world.  Their 
sons  go  out  to  Glasgow  and  elsewhere 
for  employment,  and  do  credit  to  the 
district  to  which  they  belong.  Conse- 
quently, on  that  point  as  well,  there  is 
no  similarity  between  the  condition  of 
the  population  of  Arran  and  that  of  the 
crofters  in  the  Highlands  of  Scot- 
land. The  result  of  applying  this  Bill 
to  Arran  would  be  most  detrimental  to 
the  welfare  of  the  community.  My 
theory  about  Arran  is  that  the  Island 
should  be  for  the  Arran  people— that  the 
Arran  people  should  live  and  thrive 
there.  It  is  always  said,  ^*  Arran  for  the 
Arran  people ; "  and  I  oppose  this  Amend- 
ment, because  it  seems  to  me  that  to  ex- 
tend this  Bill  to  Arran  might  lead  to  a 
gradual  depletion  of  the  population, 
carrying  the  Arran  people  away  and 
substituting  strangers  in  their  place. 
One  of  the  most  important  features  of 
this  Bill  is  the  provision  for  the  fixing 
of  judicial  rents.     I  challenge  contra- 
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diction  from  anyone  who  has  the  slightest 
knowledge  of  the  subject  when  I  say 
that  if  you  send  down  a  Judicial  Com- 
mission to  consider  what  rents  ought  to 
be  paid  in  Arrau,  the  result  would  be  to 
bring  about  a  general  raising  of  rents. 
The  reason  for  that  is  this.   The  land  of 
Arran  is  valuable,  not  merely  for  small 
farms,  but  from  the  attractiveness  of  the 
beautiful  scenery  and  other  character- 
istics it  is  valuable  also  for  residences ; 
and  if  this  Bill  is  to  apply  to  Arran,  and 
the  system  of  fixing  judicial  rents  is  to 
be  adopted,  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the 
Commissioners  to  ascertain  how  much  a 
place  would  let  for,  not  in  view  of  its 
being  a  holding,  but  as  a  lodging-house, 
and  the  result  would  be  that  they  would 
screw  up  these  unfortunate  people,  who 
are  now  enjoying  a  moderate  rent,  to 
what  would  practically  be  a  watering- 
place  rent.     Another  point  to  which  I 
attach  special  weight  is  this.    I  have 
said  that  the  relations  of  the  people  and 
the  principal  proprietor  of  the  Island  are 
of  the  most  harmonious  character.    I 
do  not  say  that  :that  is  the  result  of 
special  indulgence  on  his  part.    I  main- 
tain that  the  qualities  of  the  people  de- 
mand and  deserve  the  treatment  they 
receive.  I  would,  however,  ask  the  Com- 
mittee to  consider  this  view  of  the  case. 
Suppose  you  in  this  Bill  introduce  the 
Land  Commission  between  the  people 
and  the  proprietor,  and  that  this  should 
have  the  effect  of  taking  away  the  in- 
terest which  the  proprietor  at  present 
takes  in  the  administration  of  his  own 
estate,  would  the  people  hereafter  get 
the  same  terms  they  get  now  ?    Would 
they  not,  under  the   1st  clause  of  the 
Bill,  be  placed  in  a  much  worse  position 
than  that  which  they  now  occupy  ?    I 
am   afraid  that  the  proprietor  of  the 
Island,  being  deprived  of  his  interest  in 
the    property,  would  be  open  to    the 
temptation  of  putting  up  a  villa  here 
and  a  lodging-house  there  all  over  the 
place,  and  in  the  end  the  present  tenants 
would  be  deprived  of  the  advantage  they 
now  enjoy — namely,  the   monopoly  of 
letting  lodgings.       That  would,   I   am 
afraid,    be  the  result  of  adopting  this 
Amendment,  and  it  is  a  result  which, 
in  the  interests  of  these  people,  I  should 
deeply  deplore.     I  think  it  is  only  right 
to  add  tha>t  1  have  spoken  now  to  the 
Committee  in  precisely  the  same  way  as 
I  did  when  before  my  constituents  at  the 
last  election.     And  I  speak  also  with 


a  thorough  knowledge  of   the  place, 
having  visited  nearly  every  house  in 
Arran.      It    is    quite    true    that    the 
people  of  Arran  are  Highlanders,  and, 
of  course,  to  that  extent  they  have  a 
distant   connection  with  the   suffering 
people  who  are  the  objects  of  this  legis- 
lation.     It  is  a  natural  ambition  for 
people  who  are  a  little  out-of-elbows 
themselves  to  endeavour  to  walk  down 
the    street    alongside    their    better -off 
neighbours,  and  assume  a  distant   re- 
lationship.    I  am  prepared  to  do  any- 
thing for  those  who  have  been  less  pros- 
perous than  their  brethren  in  the  Island 
of  Arran ;  but  I  think  it  is  a  stretch  of 
friendship  to  ask  the  people  of  Arran  to 
place  themselves  under  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill.  The  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
(Mr.  Beith)  made  some  remarks  in  the 
early  part  of  the  discussion,  and  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  I  was  very  much  sur- 
prised at  the  statements  he  made.    My 
belief  is  that  the  effect  of  adopting  this 
proposal  would  be  to  disestablish  the 
crofters  in  the  Island  of  Arran  alto- 
gether, and  in  reality  to  hand  over  their 
places  to  others.      Of  course,   I  know 
very  well  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  thinks 
that  the  best  thing  you  can  do  to  any  body 
of  men  is  to  disestablish  and  disendow 
tliem ;  and  I  am  somewhat  inclined  to 
believe  that  he  is  desirous  of  applying 
his  favourite  theory  to  my  constituents. 
I  trust  that  the  question  will  be  'con- 
sidered by  the  Committee  entirely  in  the 
interests  of  the  people  of  Arran,  and 
that  they  will  decline  to  back  up  the 
random  statements  of  hon.  Gentleman 
below  the  Gangway  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House — statements  which,   in  my 
opinion,  are  met  and  confuted  by  the 
marked  abstention  of  the  Eoyal  Com- 
mission from  visiting  the  Island  of  Arran, 
even  for   the   purpose  of  inquiry — an 
evident  proof  that  they  knew  the  Island 
required  none  of  the  remedies  provided 
by  the  present  Bill.    The  introduction 
of  this  system  may  be  appropriate  to 
some  places,  but  it  is  not  required  in  the 
Island  of  Arran.     Its  application  there 
would  simply  be  to  throw  a  dark  doud 
over  the  modest  prosperity  at  present 
enjoyed  by  the  people,  and  which  is 
largely  due  to  their  own  virtues. 

Mr.  MACFAELANE  (Argyll) :  I  am 
sorry  to  hear  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Buteshire  (Mr.  J.  P.  B. 
Bobertson),  that  his  constituents  are  not 
prepared  to  march  through  Coventry  with 
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the  rest  of  the  population  of  the  High- 
lands. Am  I  to  understand  from  the 
Lord  Advocate  that  the  Bill  will  only  be 
applicable  to  the  places  visited  by  the 
Boyol  Oommission  ? 

Me.   J.  B.  BALFOUR:    If   I  said 
**  places,"  I  meant  counties. 

Db.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
If  the  places  visited  by  the  Royal  Com- 
mission were  to  be  made  the  criterion  of 
the  extent  of  the  operation  of  the  Bill, 
we  should  probably  have  to  include 
Glasgow  and  Edinburgh,  as  those  places 
were  visited  by  the  Commissioners,  as 
well  OS  a  number  of  other  large  towns, 
and  evidence  was  read  in  relation  to 
some  of  the  outlying  districts  in  the 
Highlands.  Possibly,  the  fact  that  the 
Comaiissioners  were  wrecked  in  the 
gunboat  placed  at  their  disposal  by  the 
Government  accounts  for  their  not  visit- 
ing Arran,  and  to  the  absence  of  any 
confirmation  from  that  Island  of  the 
facts  adduced  in  evidence  elsewhere.  It 
is  to  be  regretted  that  the  Commissioners 
did  not  visit  a  place  which  we  have  heard 
80  temptingly  described  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  The  Commissioners 
are  to  be  instructed  to  decide  what  are 
to  be  crofting  parishes.  The  Royal 
Commissioners  did  not  visit  Arran,  and 
consequently  there  is  no  official  Report 
about  that  Island,  and  I  apprehend  that 
if  the  Bill  passes,  in  its  present  form,  it 
will  be  the  duty  of  the  Land  Commis- 
sion appointed  under  it  to  decide  whe- 
ther any  and  what  parts  of  the  country 
are  crofting  parishes,  and  whether  Arran 
is  properly  to  be  considered  a  crofting 
island  or  parish.  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  clause  which  we  decided  a  short  time 
ago,  in  the  shape  in  which  it  now  stands, 
affects  this  matter.  As  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  pointed  out,  the 
houses  in  the  Island  of  Arran  are,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  sub-let  during  some  por- 
tion of  the  year,  and  the  people  of  the 
Island  do  something  for  themselves 
during  the  summer  which  would  prevent 
them  from  coming  within  the  scope  of 
this  Bill.  But  I  wish  to  point  out,  that 
as  we  make  it  the  duty  of  the  Commis- 
sioners to  decide  what  is  a  crofting  and 
what  is  not  a  crofting  district,  there  is 
no  necessity  for  restricting  unnecessarily 
the  operation  of  the  Bill  by  refusing  to 
include  in  it  what  are  properly  Highland 
counties. 

Me.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire) : 
I  would  suggest  to  my  hon.  Friend  the 
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Member  for  Caithness  (Dr.  Clark)  that 
he  should  add  to  his  proposal  an  Amend- 
ment which  stands  in  my  name  lower 
down — namely,  to  include  the  counties  of 
**  Nairn,  Moray,  Banff,  Aberdeen,  Kin- 
cardine, Forfar,  and  Perth."  It  would 
be  unadvisable,  I  think,  to  take  more 
than  one  division  as  to  which  of  the 
Highland  counties  are  to  be  included.  I 
would  therefore  ask  my  hon.  Friend  to 
amend  his  Amendment,  by  adding  after 
Bute  and  Arran  all  the  counties  which 
are  really  Highland  counties.  I  do  not 
see  any  reason  why  there  should  be 
any  limitation.  They  are  all  Highland 
counties,  and  the  conditions  of  the 
crofters  in  them  are  very  much  the  same 
as  in  the  area  to  which  the  Bill  at  pre- 
sent applies.  If  their  grievances  are 
not  so  apparent,  it  is  owing  to  the 
fact  that  they  are  endowed  with  greater 
patience  than  their  brethren  of  the 
Western  Highlands.  Now,  I  think 
it  is  a  most  unfortunate  principle  for 
Parliament  to  go  upon,  that  they  will 
consider  only  the  case  of  those  who  have 
made  themselves  troublesome,  and  who 
have  been  riotous  and  disorderly,  and 
that  while  people  remain  quiet  and  or- 
derly they  will  do  nothing  for  them.  It 
is  a  stimulus  and  encouragement  to  the 
crofters  of  other  parts  of  the  coimtry 
who  have  borne  their  grievances 
quietly  to  follow  the  example  of  their 
more  turbulent  brethren.  I  will  there- 
fore propose  to  amend  the  Amendment 
by  adding,  after  "Bute  and  Arran,"  the 
words  •*  Nairn,  Moray,  Banff,  Aberdeen, 
Kincardine,  Forfar,  and  Perth." 

Amendment  proposed  to  proposed 
Amendment,  by  adding,  after  the  word 
**  Arran,"  the  words  **  Nairn,  Moray, 
Banff,  Aberdeen,  Kincardine,  Forfar, 
and  Perth."— (iTr.  J.  TT.  Barclay.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added," 

Db.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  I  have  no 
objection  to  accept  the  Amendment  sug- 
gested by  my  hon.  Friend,  and  there 
would  then  be  only  one  division  as  to  all 
the  Highland  counties  which  are  pro- 
posed to  be  included.  But  I  wish  to 
say  a  word  or  two  by  way  of  reply  to 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Buteshire 
(Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Robertson).  In  the  first 
place,  the  Royal  Commission  merely 
went  to  the  places  they  were  asked  to 
visit,  and  they  were  the  worst  districts 
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in  the  Highlands.  They  could  not,  in 
the  time  they  had  at  their  disposal,  visit 
the  Islands  in  the  South-West,  because 
they  started  at  Skye,  and  by  the  time 
they  got  to  Lewis  they  had  lost  their 
gunboat.  For  this  reason  they  held 
meetings  in  Edinburgh  and  Glasgow, 
and  at  the  latter  place  they  received  in- 
formation as  to  Islay  and  Mull  and  other 
Islands.  If  the  argument  for  the  exclu- 
sion of  Arran  holds  good,  it  would  apply 
equally  to  Islay  and  other  Islands  as 
large.  As  to  the  condition  of  Arran,  I 
do  not  agree  with  the  rose-coloured  pic- 
ture the  hon.  and  learned  Member  has 
drawn  to  day.  I  know  Arran  quite  as 
well  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
and  my  view  is  very  different  from  that 
which  he  has  presented.  It  is  somewhat 
curious  how  very  inaccurate  the  hon. 
and  learned  Genfleman  is  in  regard  to 
his  facts.  When  the  hon.  Member  for 
Lanarkshire  raised  this  question  some 
time  ago  I  corrected  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  and  I  feel  called  upon  to  do 
BO  again.  In  regard  to  the  case  of  the 
erofter  whose  rent  was  sought  to  be 
raised  on  his  making  a  building  im- 
provement, what  I  said  was  that  the 
rent  was  raised  to  £80 ;  but  that  sum 
was  never  paid,  because  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Glasgow  raised  the 
question,  and  the  landlord  at  once 
offered  to  reduce  it.  He  proposed  £40, 
and  it  now  stands  at  £33.  We  have 
been  told  about  the  relations  of  the 
Duke  of  Hamilton  with  his  tenants  in 
the  Island  of  Arran.  I  will  remind  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  that  for  15 
years  prior  to  1880  the  estate  was 
managed  by  a  trustee,  and  not  by  the 
Duke.  During  this  time  »  small  crofter, 
who  had  a  croft  of  18  acres,  pulled  down 
a  black  house  and  built  a  white  one, 
and  at  the  end  of  a  short  lease  he  had 
his  rent  raised  from  £18  to  £33,  and 
that  was  not  for  anything  done  by  the 
Duke.  There  was  not  one  acre  added 
to  the  farm,  and  the  increased  rent  was 
simply  attempted  to  be  put  on  because 
the  tenant  had  pulled  down  a  black 
house  and  erected  a  white  one.  The 
property  thus  built  was  sought  to  be 
stolen  or  legally  confiscated  by  his  Grace, 
who  is  a  Prince,  and  holds  two  or  three 
Dukedoms.  It  was  an  immoral  act,  and 
if  the  Duke  had  got  what  he  ought  to 
get  he  would  have  been  imprisoned  for 
stealing.  By-and-bye  I  hope  to  see  the 
law  applied  to  Dukes  as  well  as  to  pick- 
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pockets.  If  the  Committee  refuse  to 
put  the  tenants  of  the  Duke  of  Hamilton 
into  this  Bill,  all  the  crofters  there  may 
share  the  fate  of  this  poor  man,  and  if 
they  do  anything  to  their  farms  they 
may  have  their  property  confiscated.  I 
have  no  objection  to  the  course  the  Lord 
Advocate  is  taking  in  refusing  Amend- 
ments, because  the  result  will  be  that  in 
the  next  Parliament  there  will  be  more 
extreme  men  than  now  appear.  We, 
the  moderate  men,  will  give  way  to  the 
extreme  men,  and,  instead  of  us,  you 
will  have  men  representing  the  Land 
Eestoration  League  in  Scotland,  who 
now  come  to  our  meetings  and  fight 
against  us,  as  we  are  fighting  the  land- 
lords. I  congratulate  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Lord  Advocate  upon  the  part  he 
is  taking  in  playing  into  the  hands  of 
the  Land  Ke&toration  League.  By-and- 
bye  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man will  find  that  he  has  a  very  different 
class  of  men  to  deal  with  than  the  mode- 
rate men  who  now  represent  the  High- 
land crofters.  We  are  told  there  is  to 
be  a  pier  at  Loch  Ranza,  but  that  pier 
at  Loch  Banza  will  not  give  the  poor 
fishermen  milk  for  their  children.  When 
we  are  passing  a  measure  which  is  to 
give  practical  perpetuity  of  tenure  to  the 
crofter,  and  prevent  his  landlord  from 
disestablishing  him,  are  we  to  be  told 
that  it  is  either  just  or  equitable  to  ex- 
clude from  it  the  Island  of  Arran  ?  The 
Duke  of  Hamilton  holds  the  whole  of 
that  Island  and  uses  it  for  sport,  having 
the  crofters  entirely  at  his  mercy.  One 
year  the  rent  is  raised  and  the  next  the 
deer  come  down  and  eat  all  the  corn. 
What  is  the  use  of  passing  a  Hares  and 
Babbits  Act  when,  as  long  as  these  men 
are  tenants  at  will,  the  moment  they 
complain  they  are  turned  out?  The 
condition  of  the  crofters  in  the  Island  of 
Arran  is  exactly  that  of  the  crofters  in 
those  parts  of  the  Highlands  to  which 
the  Bill  applies.  I  quite  agree  with  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Forfarshire 
(Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay)  that  the  Bill  should 
apply  to  all  Highland  counties  equally, 
and  we  could,  by  adopting  the  sug- 
gestion  of  my  hon.  Friend,  settle  the 
question  of  their  inclusion  by  one  divi- 
sion. In  order  to  secure  that  object,  I 
shall  be  glad  to  withdraw  my  Amend- 
ment in  favour  of  his. 

Sir  DONALD  CUEEIE  (Perthshire, 
W.) :  I  understand  that  the  Amendment 
which  I  have  on  the  Paper  for  including 
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the  county  of  Perth  will  be  virtually  set 
aside  by  a  decision  upon  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Forfarshire  (Mr. 
J.  W.  Barclay),  who  desires  to  add  words 
that  will  include  the  counties  of  Nairn, 
Moray,  Banff,  Aberdeen,  Kincardine, 
and  Forfar,  as  well  as  Perth.  If  that 
Amendment  be  rejected  by  the  Com- 
mittee, I  shall  be  debarred  from  moving 
the  addition  of  Perth  to  the  Bill ; 
and  I  will,  therefore,  venture  to  place 
before  the  Committee  as  briefly  as  I 
can,  upon  the  present  Amendment,  the 
reasons  which  induce  me  to  desire  to 
bring  Perth  within  the  scope  of  the  mea- 
sure. In  regard  to  Arran,  I  resided 
there  for  several  years,  and  I  do  not 
know  that  there  are  many  places  in  the 
Highlands  which  claim  more  considera- 
tion than  Arran.  I  have  known  crofters 
there  who  have  had  their  crofts  damaged 
by  the  depredations  of  deer;  and  I 
have  also  seen  their  crops  damaged 
by  game,  both  ground  and  winged. 
With  regard  to  Perthshire,  I  may  not 
only  be  debarred  from  moving  my 
Amendment,  but  I  may  be  told  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Eobertson)  that  the 
Royal  Commission  did  not  visit  it.  Being 
an  inland  county,  they  could  not  very 
well  get  there  by  boat,  but  they  could 
have  got  there  by  railway.  It  certainly 
appears  to  me  that  the  Commission  did 
not  extend  its  visits  to  all  the  districts 
requiring  examination,  by  reason  of  the 
approach  of  the  latter  days  of  August, 
and  the  desire  expressed  by  the  Govern- 
ment that  they  should  terminate  their 
labours.  The  Commissioners  conse- 
quently stayed  their  investigation,  and 
the  counties  of  Perth  and  Aberdeen  as 
well  as  the  Island  of  Arran  were  not 
favoured  with  a  visit.  But  the  neces- 
sity was  there  all  the  same,  and 
the  grievance  of  the  Perthshire  crofters 
is  none  the  less  a  grievance  than 
that  which  is  felt  by  the  crofters  of 
other  parts  of  the  Highlands.  I  have 
received  from  a  factor  in  the  county  a 
letter  in  which  he  urges  that  Perthshire, 
at  least  that  part  of  it  known  as  the 
Highlands  of  Perthshire,  should  be  in- 
cluded in  the  area  covered  by  this  Bill, 
as  the  position  of  the  Perthshire  crofters 
is,  in  some  instances,  just  the  same  as 
that  of  other  crofters.  They  are  less 
demonstrative,  and  they  are  law-abiding 
men.  A  clergyman  in  the  county  has 
also  written  to  me  on  the  subject,  say- 
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ing  that  it  is  to  him  a  great  mystery 
that  such  a  county  should  be  excluded, 
and  expressly  mentioning  that  there 
are  hundreds  of  crofters  whose  griev- 
ances call  for  redress.  A  deputation  of 
crofters  not  very  far  from  my  own  resi- 
dence have  represented  to  me  that  they 
are  most  anxious  that  the  Bill  should  be 
extended  to  Perthshire,  and  begging  me 
to  do  all  that  I  can  in  their  behalf.  A 
good  deal  has  been  said  about  the  his  • 
toric  basis ;  but  if  there  is  any  part  of 
Scotland  which  claims  historic  associa- 
tions it  is  Perthshire.  During  the  French 
War  some  3,000  fencibles  were  raised 
from  the  districts  within  the  district  of 
Breadalbane.  The  Black  Watch  was 
embodied  as  a  regiment  at  Aberfeldy. 
At  the  famous  reception  of  Her  Majesty 
at  Taymouth)Castle  by  the  first  Marquess 
of  Breadalbane  there  were  1,000  of  his 
men  in  uniform  to  receive  her ;  and  now 
how  many  of  that  class  could  be  got  to- 
gether in  that  district  ?  If  it  is  desir- 
able to  give  the  benefit  of  this  Bill  to 
the  crofters  in  the  West  Highlands, 
it  is  right  to  extend  it  to  Perthshire; 
and  I  therefore  press  on  the  attention  of 
the  Committee  the  claim  of  my  Amend- 
ment for  the  addition  of  Perthshire  to 
Clause  16. 

Mr.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) : 
I  think,  that  as  one  of  the  Members  for 
the  county  of  Aberdeen,  I  am  entitled 
to  claim  the  indulgence  of  the  Com- 
mittee ;  but  I  do  not  propose  to  detain 
them  at  any  considerable  length.  As 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Western  Division  (Dr.  Farquharson) 
well  knows,  there  are  more  agriculturid 
holdings  in  Aberdeen  than  in  any  other 
county  in  Scotland,  and  if  there  is  any 
county  which  deserves  the  consideration 
of  the  Legislature,  it  is  Aberdeen.  Many 
of  the  tenants  are  very  small  tenants. 
They  are  extremely  enterprizing,  and 
have  turned  a  barren  desert  into  one  of 
the  most  productive  counties  in  the 
Kingdom.  I  desire,  then,  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  to  the  pre- 
cise position  in  which  the  crofters  of 
Aberdeen  stand  in  regard  to  this  matter. 
At  the  meeting  of  the  Scotch  Members, 
it  was  quite  understood  that  all  of  what 
are  called  Highland  counties  would  be 
included  within  the  scope  of  the  Bill, 
and  that  there  was  no  object  in  exclud- 
ing them.  I  do  not  propose  to  reply  to 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Buteshire  (Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Eobert- 
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son),  but  I  would  ask  him  to  accept  the 
Reference  to  the  Bojal  Commission  as 
entirely  applicable    to    the  county    of 
Aberdeen.    The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman was  returned  to  Parliament  as  a 
Hepresentative  who  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  Crofters'  Question.     I,  on  the 
other  hand,  was  elected  as  a  crofters' 
candidate,  and  was  hard  pressed  to  give 
full  consideration  to  every  question  which 
c^n  affect  the  interests  of  the  agricul- 
tural labourers  and  the  crofters.    I  hold 
in  my  hand  letters  from  large  communi- 
ties in  Aberdeenshire  which  take  a  deep 
interest  in  these  matters,  and  have  held 
public  meetings  in  support  of  the  crofters' 
claims.    Eepresentations  upon  the  sub- 
ject have  come  to  me  from  communities 
of  crofters  varying  in  number  from  35 
to   100,  and  the  [Resolutions  they  have 
passed  in  favour  of  legislation  have  been 
forwarded  to  me.     It  is  only  right  that 
I  should  direct  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  these  facts.  We  have  been  told 
that  we  may  save  ourselves  any  trouble 
with  regard  to  the  Islands  of  Bute  and 
Arran,  and  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Buteshire  has  told  us  that  the 
people  of  Arran  do  not  want  this  legis- 
lation applied  to  them.    But  what  are 
the  facts  in  regard  to  the  county  of 
Aberdeen?    If  that  county  is  included 
within  the  scope  of  the  Bill,  it  wiU  be 
necessary  before  the  legislation  can  take 
effect  that  the  crofters  must  make  an 
application  to  the  Land  Commission,  and 
appear  before  the  Commission  to  state 
their  case.     But  why  should  the  people 
of  Aberdeen  be  excluded  because  the 
people  of  Bute  and  Arran  do  not  choose 
to  come  under  the  Bill  ?    Those  who  are 
in  charge  of  the  Bill  will  be  safeguarded 
in  every  way.    I  do  not  ask  that  the 
crofters  of  Aberdeen  shall  have  all  the 
advantages  of  the  Bill  conferred  upon 
them.    All  I  ask  is  that  we  should  not 
pass  an  Act  of  Parliament  which  will 
expressly  exclude  them.    There  is  no 
reason  that  I  can  see  for  so  doing,  except 
the  reason  which  is  apparent  from  the 
Benches  opposite  that  anything  that  is 
done  for  the  agricultural  labourer,  the 
crofter,  or  the  tenant,  should  be  opposed. 
We  have  a  Member  for  Aberdeen  (Mr. 
Bryce)  on  the  Treasury  Bench,  who  will 
vote  for  us,  and  all  the  Northern  Mem- 
bers are  practically  in  favour  of  includ- 
ing Aberdeenshire.  I  submit,  therefore, 
that  it  would  be  a  most  reasonable  oon- 
ceesion.  I  have  never  adopted  the  course 
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of  railing  at  the  landlords.     I  believe 
that  many  of  them,  considering  the  cir- 
cumstances in  which    they   have  been 
placed,  have  acted  generously  and  be- 
nevolently, and  have  studied  the  interests 
of  their  tenants  as  far  as  they  could ;  but 
all  landlords  are  not  alike,  and  what  we 
want  is  that  those  who  have  not  dis- 
played an  equal  amount  of  generosity 
should  be  compelled  by  the  Legislature 
to  follow  the  example  of  their  neigh- 
bours.   It  is  upon  that  ground  that  I 
claim  the  indulgence  of  the  Committee ; 
and,  seeing  that  every  interest  is  safe- 
guarded by  the  provisions  of  the  Bill, 
I  do  hope  that  there  will  scarcely  be  an 
hon.  Member  who  will  feel  himself  called 
upon  to  vote  for  the  exclusion  of  these 
Highland  counties.    It  ought  to  be  very 
easy  to  convince  the  Committee  that 
there  can  be  no  justification  for  excluding 
any  Highland  county  from  a  right  to  de- 
mand at  the  hands  of  the  Land  Com- 
mission a  consideration  of  its  claims. 
That  is  all  that  we  ask — namely,  that 
Parliament  should  give  us  the  right  of 
having  our  case  heard.    In  one  of  the 
letters  which  I  have  received  it  is  stated 
that  about  50  years  ago  i57  crofters  took 
from  a  proprietor  20  acres  of  land,  for 
which  they  paid  20«.  a-year,  or  1«.  per 
acre.  Having  held  the  land  for  10  years 
the  rent  was  raised  to  £4  a-year,  and  at 
the  end  of  another  term  of  10  years  it 
was  raised  to  £10  a-year.    At  the  pre- 
sent moment  the  rent  is  £14,  and  yet 
during  the  whole  of  this  period  not  1«. 
has  been   spent    upon  it   by  the  pro- 
prietor.   Every   Id,    for  improvements 
has  been  expended  by  the  tenants.     Do 
these  men  require  no  consideration  or 
thought?    No  injury  whatever  can  be 
inflicted  upon  the  landlord,  because  he 
already   receives    14^.    for    what    was 
originally  worth  U,     Why,  then,  should 
nothing  be  done  for  the  crofters,  and 
upon  what  grounds  should  the  Com- 
mittee exclude  these  Northern  counties 
from  the  benefits  of  the  Bill?    If  they 
do  not  make  out  a  case  before  the  Com- 
mission their  application  will  not    be 
attended  to,  and  if  they  cannot  show  that 
their  grievances  are  substantial  and  de- 
serve   consideration    they  will  get  no 
redress.  I  am  not  going  to  hold  out  any 
threat;   but  I  do  seriously  warn  the 
Committee  that,  as  has  been  said  already, 
the  agricultural  classes  have  been  long 
suffering  in  Aberdeenshire;  that  they 
have  now  come  to  this  House  with  a  de- 
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demand  for  this  ooncesBioni  and  if 
Parliament  consents  to  grant  it,  it  will 
do  a  great  deed  to  satisfy  the  wants  and 
wishes  of  a  most  deserving  class  of  the 
community. 

Dr.    FAEQUHAE80N    (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.) :  As  that  part  of  Aberdeen- 
shire which  I  have  the  honour  to  repre- 
sent is  deeply  interested  in  this  question, 
I  feel  it  my  duty  to  say  a  few  words  in 
support  of  the  claim  of  that  county  to 
be  included  in  the  Bill.     I  had  myself 
given  Notice  of  an  Amendment  to  this 
effect,  and  should  certainly  have  moved 
it  if  the  opportunity  had  offered.     I 
think  it  is  very  unfortunate  that  the 
Lord  Advocate  should  have  proposed  to 
exclude  any  county  on  the  mere  ground 
that  the   Eoyal  Commission    had  not 
visited  it  in  the  course  of  its  investiga- 
tions. The  voyage  of  the  Commissioners 
was  necessarily  limited,  owing  to  the 
accident  which  befel  the  vessel  that  took 
them  out ;  but  I  do  not  see  that  it  can 
do  the  Bill  any  harm  by  extending  its 
provisions  to  other  Highland  counties 
which  come  strictly  within  the  basis  of 
the  conditions  laid  down  for  the  guidance 
of  the  Eoyal  Commission.    I  maintain 
that  the  county  which  I  represent  strictly 
carries  out  all  these  conditions.    We 
have  heard  a  good  deal  from  the  other 
side  of  the  House  about  the  historical 
basis  of  the  Bill,  and  if  that  is  to  be  ad- 
hered to,  surely  there  are  few  counties 
in  Scotland  with  greater  historical  asso- 
ciations than  Aberdeenshire.    T^e  A  her- 
deen  Free  Press  has  published  a  series  of 
events  which  have  happened  in  connec- 
tion with  the  county,  which  show  that 
in  many  districts  there  used  formerly  to 
be  crofters,  but  that  they  have  now  been 
evicted  owing  to  the  large  clearances 
which  have  been  made  for  the  sake  of 
getting  rid  of  small  farms  and  holdings. 
In  many  instances  the  land  has  been 
reclaimed  by   the  crofter  without  the 
slightest  help  from  his  landlord,  and 
the  position  of  the  Aberdeenshire  small 
tenants  gives  them  every  right  to  claim 
the   benefits  of  the  Bill.     They  have 
pasturage  in  common  with  others,  and 
they  are  absolutely  defenceless  against 
evictions  and  other  evils  of  that  kind.. 
I  do  not  endorse  everything  that  has 
been  said  against  the  landlords.     I  do 
not  think  that  all  landlords  are  desirous 
any  more  than  I  to  look  upon  all  tenants 
as  angels.    Very  often  a  landlord  may 
be  ti^  down  by  a  trust,  or  he  may 
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employ  a  factor,  and  is  unable  to  give 
effect  to  his  generous  impulses.  These 
small  crofts  are  generally  very  much 
coveted,  and  like  Naboth's  vineyard  are 
often  liable  to  be  swallowed  up  by  larger 
and  richer  neighbours.  They  certainly 
ought,  in  my  opinion,  to  be  placed  in  a 
secure  position  of  defence  against  the 
encroachments  to  which  they  are  sub- 
jected. We  have  heard  to-night  that 
the  people  of  Aberdeen  are  peaceable, 
orderly,  and  law-abiding.  It  is  hard 
indeed  that  they  should  be  told,  in  con- 
sequence, that  before  their  grievances 
can  command  consideration  they  muBt 
adopt  tactics  which  have  only  been  too 
successful  in  other  places.  I  think  it 
would  be  most  unfortunate  to  teach 
them  that  that  is  their  only  means  of 
obtaining  the  redress  of  their  g^evanoes. 
We  know  very  well  how  narrow  the 
margin  is  which  keeps  these  people  from 
starvation,  and  we  should  not  only  be 
prepared  to  approach  them  in  a  kindly 
spirit,  but  to  welcome  gladly  any  pro- 
posal made  in  this  House  to  relieve 
their  wants.  It  is  solely  in  the  interests 
of  the  tenants  and  small  farmers  that  I 
have  made  these  remarks;  and  if  the 
Lord  Advocate  has  made  up  his  mind 
not  to  accept  this  Amendment,  I  think 
it  only  right  that  the  Eepresentatives  of 
county  constituencies  in  Scotland  which 
contain  persons  in  precisely  the  same 
position  as  those  whose  case  is  dealt 
with  by  the  Bill,  should  let  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  know  what 
the  wishes  of  their  constituents  are. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question  put,  **  That  the  words  *Bute, 
Arran,  Nairn,  Moray,  Banff,  Aberdeen, 
Kincardine,  Forfar,  and  Perth,'  be  in- 
serted after  the  word  *  Argyll.'  " 

The  Committee  divided :— Ayea  87; 
Noes  126:  Majority  39.— (Div.  List, 
No.  79.) 

Mb.  EAMSAY  (Falkirk,  &o.) :  The 
object  I  have  principally  in  view  in 
moving  the  Amendment  in  my  name  is 
to  exclude  from  the  operation  of  the  Act 
the  Islands  of  Islay,  Jura,  and  Colon- 
say.  No  reason  can  be  shown  for  in- 
cluding them ;  there  has  been  no  dis- 
putation and  no  complaints  with  regard 
to  holdings  in  these  Islands  ;  there  has 
been  no  resistance  to  the  law  there ;  I 
have  never  seen  a  more  law-abiding 
population,  and  I  have  lived  amongst 
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thein  all  my  life,  and  can  therefore 
speak  with  confidence ;  but  I  shall  not 
dwell  upon  those  particulars  any  further. 
The  Islands  I  refer  to  are  a  district  of 
the  county  of  Argyll,  and  under  the 
Boads  and  Bridges  Act  were  regarded 
as  a  county  in  ^emselves.  I  do  not 
think  that  it  is  at  all  disrespectful  to  the 
Soyal  Commission  to  state  that  it  was 
ne?er  contemplated  they  would  deal  with 
any  area  which  they  neither  examined 
nor  Yisited.  It  has  been  stated  that 
there  may  have  been  a  statement  with  re- 
gard to  the  Islands ;  but  I  must  say  that 
I  never  heard  of  any  such  thing,  and  I 
do  not  believe  that  the  Royal  Oommis- 
sion  ever  took  any  evidence  from  a 
single  owner  or  occupier  on  the  Islands. 
Indeed, they  never  went  near  the  Islands, 
which  are  within  three  or  four  hours' 
sail  of  the  adjacent  coast  I  am  quite 
sure  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Lord  Advocate  cannot  say  that  the 
Bill  was  framed  to  bring  these  Islands 
within  its  scope.  Then  I  may  say  that 
&ere  is  no  resident  lawyer  in  the  Islands, 
which  shows  that  they  are  not  a  litigious 
people ;  there  is  no  Sheriff  there,  and 
therefore  I  think  there  will  be  some 
difficulty  in  carrying  out  the  Act  there, 
because  in  every  clause  of  it  the  Bill 
involves  questions  of  a  legal  kind.  I 
have  been  for  50  years  living  in  these 
Islands,  and  know  the  people;  and 
during  that  time  I  was  never  in  a  Court 
of  Law  as  a  suitor,  and,  therefore,  I 
think  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
will  see  that  it  is  rather  doing  an  injus- 
tioe  to  include  the  Islands  in  question 
within  the  scope  of  the  BUI.  The  pro- 
bability is  that  the  Boyal  Commission 
felt  that  they  ought  not  to  go  to  places 
which  they  considered  it  was  unneces- 
sary to  visit.  But  they  might  well  have 
done  so.  In  the  Northern  Islands  one- 
fourth  of  the  total  population  is  almost 
dependent  on  charity  for  their  subsist- 
ence. I  saw  a  report  in  The  Times  that 
a  house  was  destroyed  a  few  days  since 
by  some  crofters  in  the  Lews  ;  but 
in  these  Islands  we  have  had  nothing 
of  that  kind.  The  people  are  not  to 
be  supposed  to  be  absolutely  con- 
tented with  the  position  in  which  they 
are  placed,  but  they  are  paying  their 
rents  regularly.  I  therefore  do  not 
think  that  this  Act  will  do  good  for  a 
single  poor  man  in  the  Hebrides,  al- 
though it  may  do  good  for  some  of  the 
richer  men,  by  giving  thepoi  fixity  of 
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tenure  and  fair  rent ;  and  I  say  that  I 
have  not  had  a  single  complaint  from 
any  one  of  my  small  occupiers,  nor  do  I 
believe  that  in  any  of  the  Islands  a  single 
complaint  has  been  made.  I  hope  my 
right  hon.[and  learned  Friend  will  assent 
to  the  Amendment  which  I  now  beg  to 
move — 

Amendment  proposed, 

Id  page  7,  line  32,  after  the  word  '*  parishes," 
to  insert  the  words  *'  but  this  Act  shall  not 
apply  to  any  island  which  was  neither  visited  or 
examined  by  the  Crofter  Commission."— (4/r. 
Ramsay.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  We 
cannot  accept  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member.  I  am  not  aware  exactly 
what  the  number  of  the  Western  IslandiB 
is ;  but  I  know  it  is  considerable,  and 
there  were  some,  of  course,  which  the 
Boyal  Commission  not  only  did  not,  but 
could  not,  visit.  They  took  the  counties 
by  sample  and  did  not  visit  the  whole. 
So  that  the  fact  that  an  Island  was  not 
visited  by  the  Commissioners  does  not 
show  that  it  should  be  excluded  from  the 
scope  of  the  Bill.  Then  my  hon.  Friend 
said  that  the  steamer  passed  very  near 
his  Island  without  landing.  I  suppose  it 
must  have  done  the  same  with  regard  to 
all  the  Islands  on  the  West  Coast  where 
they  did  not  land  ;  but  that  is  no  reason 
for  omitting  the  Islands  in  question  from 
the  Bill.  I  contend  that  there  must  be  a 
certain  arbitrariness  in  the  localities  to 
which  a  measure  of  this  kind  applies.  I 
may  be  permitted  to  remark  that  if  the 
prosperity  of  these  Islands  is  such  as  my 
hon.  Friend  has  represented,  we  need 
not  have  any  fear  that  judicial  rent  will 
be  fixed,  because  the  people  will  not 
apply  for  it. 

Me.  RAMSAY :  I  feel  the  truth  of 
what  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
says ;  but  I  point  out  that  the  Eoyal 
Commission  did  visit  every  other  Island 
in  the  Hebrides  to  which  their  Report 
applies ;  and  their  Report  does  not  apply 
to  those  Islands  which  I  have  mentioned, 
nor  to  certain  others.  My  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  says  be  cannot  assent 
to  this  Amendment,  but  I  think  it  is 
nothing  but  just  that  he  should  do  so.  I 
do  not  see  that  this  Bill  is  likely  to  bene- 
fit a  single  poor  man  in  the  Hebrides, 
although,  as  I  have  said,  it  may  do  some 
good  for  the  richer  class. 
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Db.  E.  MAODONALD  (Bo68  and 
Cromarty) :  I  am  under  the  necessity  of 
saying  that  I  have  not  heard  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Falkirk 
Burghs  (Mr.  Bamsay) ;  but,  looking  at 
the  Amendment  as  it  stands  upon  the 
Paper,  I  point  out,  what  I  presume  is, 
the  fault  of  the  printer — namely,  that  its 
grammatical  construction  is  not  correct. 
I  wish  to  let  the  Committee  understand 
what  is  the  meaning  of  this  Amendment. 
It  is  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  unblush- 
ingly  drawing  himself  out  of  this  Act. 
But  in  the  first  place  I  ought  to  apolo- 
gize to  the  hon.  Gentleman  for  what  I 
stated  in  this  House  the  other  night. 
My  statement  was  made  on  the  word  of 
a  man  who  knew  the  parish,  and  I  am 
sorry  that  I  had  no  other  data  to  go 
upon.  But  we  shall  see  from  the  Eeport 
of  the  Hoyal  Commission  what  is  the 
condition  of  the  place.     It  says — 

"If  you  look  at  the  population  tables  from 
1831  to  1881  you  will  not  find  that  the  parish  of 
Eildalton  and  Oa  keeps  up  its  population 
which  it  had  in  1851 ;  but  as  soon  as  Air.  Kam- 
say  became  proprietor  and  founded  a  residence 
for  himself  at  the  head  of  Loch  a  ChnoiC)  we 
see  the  same  rule  applied  which  Webster  and 
the  trustees  applied  so  successfully  to  the  rest 
of  the  Island,  and  in  a  few  years  after  his  suc- 
cession the  population  falls  off  from  3,310  to 
2,283,  more  than  1,000  disappearing  from  the 
Returns.  But  these  figures  do  not  tell  the  story 
in  full.  In  the  division  of  the  estate  called  Oa, 
and  which  is  outside  entirely  of  the  wretched 
village  of  Port  Ellen,  there  are  only  15 
farmers  and  23  cottars,  where  there  used  to  bo 
99  farmers  and  66  cottars;  38  families  where 
there  were  163.  Angus  M'Cuaig,  blacksmith  at 
Gleann  a  Mhuiluin,  told  me  that  in  one  of  the 
little  townships  he  shod  36  horses  where  he  now 
shoes  four,  and  not  merely  this  land  is  not  in- 
habited, but  there  is  a  covering  of  rushes  on  it 
which  renders  it  incapable  of  supporting  the 
stock  which  should  be  available  for  the  feeding 
of  the  people  elsewhere.  It  is  not  tilled,  and  the 
grazing  as  elsewhere  has  become  too  bad  for 
sheep  and  cattle,  and  the  chief  use  I  saw  it  put 
to  was  yielding  rushes  with  which  to  thatch  the 
com  stacks  of  Comabus  and  Lag  a  Mhuiluin ; 
and  let  me  not  forget  to  state  that  so  far 
from  the  land  set  free,  and  at  the  disposal  of 
Mr.  Kamsay,  being  bestowed  to  enlarge  the 
crofts  or  farms  said  to  be  too  small,  the  whole  of 
the  82  holdings  have  gone  to  augment  the  pre- 
viously existing  large  farms  of  Comabus,  Kma- 
bus,  and  Kintrea,  and  to  form  another  large 
one.  So  that  even  so  intelligent  a  man  as  '^^T, 
Ramsay  is  not  to  be  trusted  to  make  the  best  use 
of  his  possessions.  Those  three  farms  were 
large  enough  previously,  and  two  of  them  occu- 
pied by  two  of  that  class  of  gentlemen  farmers 
who  were  related  to  some  of  the  leading 
families  of  the  county." 

Well,  Sir,  this  evidence  was  given  before 


the  Commission,  in  reference  to  this 
Island  and  the  district,  especially  which 
is  owned  by  the  hon.  Member.  I  wish 
to  read  another  statement  contained 
in  a  letter  from  Mr.  Donald  Boss,  Her 
Majesty's  Inspector  of  Schools,  which 
will  show  what  was  the  educational 
condition  of  the  Island  on  the  4th  of 
August,  1875.  The  Report  addressed  to 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  is  as  follows : — 

*'  Sir, — I  beg  to  call  your  special  attention  to 
the  very  unsatisfactory  state  of  this  school.  At 
least  tfairee  of  the  other  inspected  schools  in  this 
parish  are  barely  efficient.  In  my  Report  last 
year  on  Port  Ellen  public  school,  I  referred  to 
the  unhealthy  chanicter  of  the  building  and 
the  locality  ;  but  though  the  speedy  removal  of 
the  children  to  a  healthier  spot  was  urgently 
needed,  no  action  of  a  serious  or  hopeful  na- 
ture has  been  taken.  There  is  a  g^ve  respon- 
sibility attached  to  this  delay,  for,  as  was  in- 
evitable, fevers  of  a  very  bad  type  and  other 
epidemics  have  swept  away  a  number  of  the 
oniidren  during  the  year,  and  paralyzed  the 
efficiency  of  the  school.  Thus,  in  opening  the 
log-book  at  random,  I  find  that  deaths  occurred 
from  fever  on  the  6th,  6th,  and  9th  of  November, 
and  on  the  7th  and  8th  of  December.  A  panic 
seized  the  school,  for  on  the  12th  and  13th  of 
November  there  were  only  three  pupils  pre- 
sent, and  the  number  of  the  teachers  was  three. 
Afterwards  the  school  was  removed  to  a 
healthier  spot— namely,  the  Free  Churoh  be- 
hind the  village  ;  but  on  the  day  of  inspection 
it  was  back  in  its  old  quarters.  Some  of  the 
children  were  absent  through  illness,  and  the 
assistant  master  was  just  recovering.  In  a 
school  with  three  male  teachers,  a  head  master 
of  remarkably  high  character,  popular,  and  es- 
teemed in  the  place,  an  assistant,  and  a  pupil 
teacher,  only  25  children  could  be  present  for 
individual  examination.  The  cause  of  all  this 
is  a  very  complex  one :— 1 .  The  building,  which 
is  very  bad.  2.  A  locality  which  is  very  un- 
healthy. 3.  The  village  of  Port  Ellen.  This 
village  is  not  supplied  with  water,  unless  the 
little  which  the  natives  bring  more  than  a- 
quarter  of  a  mile  in  pitchers  be  a  supply.  It  is 
badly  drained  if  it  is  drained  at  aU.  It  has  all 
the  ordinary  marks  of  poverty  and  neglect,  and 
others  peculiarly  its  own.  Disease  perpetually 
nestling  in  its  filth  will  impair  the  efficiency  of 
the  new  schools,  as  it  has  impaired  for  several 
years  that  of  the  old.  I  am  unfortunately  very 
familiar  with  schools  crippled  with  gjoss  neglect 
on  the  part  of  the  local  sanitary  authorities, 
and  I  am  not  sure  that  there  is  an  authority  of 
the  kind  here ;  but  this  is  the  worst  case  in  most 
respects  known  to  me.  It  is  no  pleasure  to  me  to 
inspect  such  a  school  as  this,  far  less  to  write 
such  a  Report  as  this. 

Donald  Boss.*' 

Here,  then,  we  have  two  independent 
Beports  as  to  the  state  of  this  favoured 
Island,  to  which  we  are  told  it  is  not  ne- 
cessary to  apply  this  Bill.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Falkirk  tells  us  that  there 
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is  no  litigatJon,  no  Sheriff^  and  no  lawyer 
there.  Well,  then,  it  must  be  blest 
indeed.  But  I  have  authority  for 
stating  that  all  the  crofters  who  have 
been  evicted  from  the  estate  of  the  hon. 
Member  previously  signed  a  paper 
stating  that  they  would  consent  to  evic- 
tion without  going  through  the  ordi- 
nary conrse,  and  that  they  did  so  with- 
out knowing  what  was  its  effect.  I  am 
sorry  to  occupy  the  attention  of  the 
Oommittee  with  these  matters.  But  the 
hon.  Member  has  himself  to  thank,  for 
if  he  had  not  brought  forward  such  a 
proposal  as  is  now  before  us,  we  should 
not  have  shown  the  nakedness  of  his 
estate. 

Mb.  RAMSAY:  Perhaps  I  may  be 
allowed  to  make  some  explanation  after 
the  serious  charges  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  brought  against  me  on  this 
and  previous  occasions.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  said  he  was  mistaken  in  the 
statements  which  he  made  the  other 
night.  I  suppose  he  refers  to  the  charge 
made  against  me  of  having  burned  some 
widow  woman  to  death.  [Dr.  B.  Mao- 
D017ALD:  I  apologized  for  that.]  Yes;  and 
I  think  if  the  hon.  Member  knew  the 
truth,  he  would  have  great  reason  to 
apologize  for  the  other  charges  he  has 
made  against  me  to-night.  As  to  the 
school  reported  on  by  Mr.  Boss,  it  was 
a  school  paid  for  by  myself,  and  not  a 
public  school  in  any  other  sense  than 
that  it  was  a  denominational  school. 
Two  of  the  schools  in  the  parish  at 
the  date  referred  to  were  built  at  my 
own  expense;  and  I  do  not  think  it 
could  be  held  that  it  was  neglect  of  the 
cause  of  education  on  my  part  that  con- 
stituted any  justification  for  the  Beport. 
The  state  of  things  which  the  Inspector 
referred  to  was  brought  under  the  no- 
tice  of  the  Department  in  London  by 
myself;  and  at  the  time  I  complained 
of  his  mode  of  inspecting  the  school, 
the  remarks  he  made  about  myself,  and 
his  efforts  to  stimulate  the  people  to  dis- 
content. But  I  do  not  wish  to  say  any- 
thing about  him  now,  because  the  man 
has  been  in  his  g^ave  many  years ;  and 
I  repeat  that  these  were  things  brought 
up  at  too  distant  date  for  me  to  have 
anything  to  do  with  them  at  the  present 
time.  As  to  the  condition  of  the  vil- 
lage, the  houses  are  not  my  property, 
they  chiefly  belong  to  the  people  them- 
selves, and  the  charge  with  regard  to 
the  sanitary  arrangements  is  a  charge 


against  the  pe<^le  of  Port  Ellen,  and  not 
against  me.  I  do  not  know  that  any 
owner  of  the  soil  would  be  to  blame 
for  the  state  of  the  houses  in  which  the 
people  live ;  and,  moreover,  many  of  the 
people  have  not  paid  me  ground  rent 
for  a  long  time  past.  The  sanitary 
arrangements,  so  far  as  they  exist,  were 
made  at  my  expense;  and  I  recollect, 
shortly  after  buying  the  property,  going 
over  the  houses  in  the  lowest  part  of 
the  village,  and  ordering  drains  to  be 
made,  and  perforated  stones  to  be  placed 
at  the  door  of  each  house  for  the  pur- 
pose of  getting  rid  of  the  refuse,  and 
enabling  the  people  to  keep  their  houses 
more  tidy  and  clean  than  they  were 
when  I  saw  them.  I  did  that,  as  I 
have  said,  at  my  own  expense.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  speaks  very  much  about 
things  which  have  not  been  done ;  but 
I  must  say  that  I  have  taken  an  interest 
not  only  in  the  condition  of  the  people 
on  my  estate,  which  it  was  natural  that 
I  should  do,  but  I  have  also  done  what 
I  could  to  advance  the  interests  of  the 
locality.  Notwithstanding  all  the  defects 
pointed  to  by  the  hon.  Member,  I  spent 
large  sums  of  money  on  the  works  to 
which  reference  has  been  made;  and 
when  I  bought  the  property,  there 
was  no  road  along  the  seashore,  but 
I  have  since  made  one.  Well,  Sir, 
I  might  say  more  about  myself ;  but  I 
do  not  like  to  have  personal  matters  dis- 
cussed in  this  House.  The  time  of  the 
House  is  too  valuable  for  that,  and  I 
willingly  leave  the  charges  as  to  burn- 
ing the  widow  woman  and  evicting  400 
crofters  to  be  verified  by  the  experience 
of  those  who  choose  to  visit  the  Island 
and  inquire  as  to  the  nature  of  those 
fictions  narrated  against  me  by  the  hon. 
Member. 

Mr.  FBASEB- mackintosh  (In- 
verness-shire) :  I  rise  merely  for  the 
purpose  of  suggesting  to  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Falkirk  Burghs  that 
he  would  do  well  by  withdrawing  this 
Amendment. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  (Manchester, 
E.) ;  I  also  venture  to  express  a  hope 
that  the  hon.  Member  will  not  press  his 
Amendment.  It  is  quite  clear  that  by 
the  very  framework  of  the  Bill  some 
injustice  must  be  done.  Everyone  who 
has  listened  to  the  discussion  will  admit 
that  the  hon.  Member  is  a  good  land- 
lord ;  but  he  is  not  the  only  good  land- 
lord who  is  affected  by  the  Bill.     No 
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doubt,  if  thej  oould,  the  Government 
would  be  only  too  ready  to  exclude  bim ; 
but  they  are  probably  doing  what  they 
are  obliged  to  do,  and  therefore  I  trust 
the  hon.  Member  will  withdraw  his 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  toiChdrawn, 

Mr.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.):  I 
rise  to  propose  the  omission  of  the  last 
paragraph  of  this  clause.  The  objec- 
tionable part  of  the  clause  is  the  words 
which  relate  to  tenants  of  holdings  **  at 
the  passing  of  this  Act,"  because  the 
eflFect  of  these  words  is  that  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Bill  is  confined  to  persons 
who  are  at  the  passing  of  the  Act 
tenants  of  holdings.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Edinburgh  argued  against  freedom 
of  sale,  on  the  ground  that  it  would  in- 
volve great  hardship  on  future  tenants ; 
but  it  turned  out  that  the  Bill  does 
not  apply  to  future  tenancies  at  all. 
"We  were  very  much  surprised  on  look- 
ing at  the  Bill  to  find  that  the  operation 
of  the  Act  would  be  limited  to  those  who 
were  tenants  at  the  passing  of  the  Act. 
Take  the  case  of  a  man  who  becomes  a 
crofter  the  day  before  the  passing  of  the 
Act.  What  are  the  rights  which  this 
Bill  confers  upon  him?  In  the  first 
place,  it  confers  upon  him  the  right  that 
he  cannot  be  evicted  for  any  arbitrary 
reason  by  his  landlord,  but  only  for  just 
cause  as  set  forth  in  the  Bill.  Another 
right  is  that  he  can  apply  to  the  Land 
Commission  to  fix  a  fair  rent,  which  is 
clearly  defined  as  rent  that  does  not 
include  the  value  of  the  tenant's  im- 
provements. He  is  therefore  protected 
with  regard  to  the  value  of  his  own 
property.  Thirdly,  under  certain  con- 
ditions he  may  happily  acquire  addi- 
tional land.  Now,  Sir,  I  ask  why  a 
person  who  becomes  a  crofter  two  days 
later— that  is  to  say,  the  day  after  the 
Bill  is  passed — should  not  have  security 
of  tenure,  protection  against  being  rented 
on  his  own  improvements,  and  an  oppor- 
tunity of  obtaining  more  land  ?  I  should 
like  to  hear  from  the  Ijord  Advocate  any 
just  distinction  that  can  be  drawn  between 
the  two  cases.  It  appears  to  me  that 
if  the  tenant  who  becomes  a  holder  two 
days  before  the  passing  of  the  Act  is  to 
have  these  rights,  there  is  no  just  reason 
why  they  should  not  be  conferred  on  the 
man  who  becomes  a  tenant  a  day  or  two 
afterwards.  The  latter  is  under  the 
same  conditions  as  the  former:  he  is 

Mr.  A.  J.  Sal/our 


open  to  the  same  danger  of  having  his 
property  appropriated  by  the  lan^ord, 
stands  in  equal  need  of  fixity  of  tenure, 
and  may  equally  require  more  land. 
The  only  protection  that  the  man  has 
who  becomes  a  crofter  after  the  passing 
of  the  Act  is  the  protection  under  the 
Agricultural  Holdings  Act  (Scotland), 
and  what  protection  that  is  the  Com- 
mittee may  understand  from  a  single 
instance.  In  one  case  a  small  tenant  sued 
for  improvements  under  the  Agricultural 
Holdings  Act ;  he  claimed  £8,  was  al- 
lowed £6,  and  the  costs  amounted  to 
£48.  But  I  should  like  to  know  what 
is  the  difference  in  principle  which  gives 
the  security  I  have  mentioned  to  one 
man  and  denies  it  to  another  who  enters 
upon  precisely  the  same  position  a  day 
or  two  afterwards  ?  If  the  security  is  a 
good  thing  for  the  one  it  is  a  good  thing 
for  the  other.  What  mysterious  agency, 
then,  changes  its  character  and  makes 
it  a  bad  thing  for  the  man  who  becomes 
a  crofter  after  the  passing  of  the  Act  ? 
I  have  been  trying  my  ingenuity  to  dis- 
cover what  possible  reason  the  Govern- 
ment can  have  for  making  this  dis- 
tinction in  time  and  circumstances.  But 
the  secret,  I  think,  is  not  far  to  find—the 
Bill  is  merely  a  sop  to  Cerberus.  If  we 
study  the  structure  of  the  Bill  we  shall 
find  it  is  a  measure,  the  operation  of 
which  is  strictly,  rigorously,  and  reli- 
giously confined  to  the  area  of  disorder 
and  disturbance.  In  parts  visited  by 
Her  Majesty's  Marines,  where  there  has 
been  threatening  of  landlords,  deforce- 
ment of  Sheriffs'  oflBcers,  and  where  the 
rents  have  been  withheld,  there  the 
beneficence  of  the  Government  is  felt, 
but  in  no  other  part  of  Scotland. 
Throughout  these  discussions  the  Lord 
Advocate  has  rejected  all  the  Amend- 
ments supported  by  the  unanimous  opi- 
nion of  the  North  of  Scotland.  Out  of 
1 6  Members  representing  constituencies 
North  of  Forfar  the  Government  through- 
out seven  days'  discussion  have  only 
been  able  to  carry  into  the  Lobby  with 
them  four  Members.  I  do  not  take  all 
the  divisions,  but  I  take  what  are  fair 
and  typical  divisions,  and  I  find  that  in 
three  cases  the  Government  have  been 
able  to  get  four  Members,  in  three  cases 
two  Members,  and  in  two  cases  none.  I 
maintain  that  the  opinion  of  the  North 
of  Scotland  is  entirely  opposed  to  the 
course  the  Lord  Advocate  is  taking ;  aod 
I  say  it  would  have  been  wiser  of  the 
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right  hon.  and  learned  (Gentleman  if  he 
had  not  despised  public  opinion  in  the 
North  of  Scotland.  Why  is  it  that  we 
have  now  reached  the  seventh  day  of 
this  discussion  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  rise  to 
Order,  Mr.  Courtney.  I  should  like  to 
know  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  confining 
himself  to  the  Amendment  before  the 
Oommittee  ? 

The  chairman  :  I  am  afraid  the 
hon.  Member  is  travelling  rather  wide 
of  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  hunter  :  I  should  be  wanting 
in  my  duty  to  the  Lord  Advocate  if  I 
were  not  to  warn  him  of  the  consequences 
gI  rejecting  this  Amendment.  There  is 
a  limit  to  the  forbearance  of  the  most 
devoted  followers,  and  that  limit  is  being 
rapidly  reached  on  this  occasion.  Before 
I  sit  down  I  wish  to  seriously  ask  those 
independent  Members  of  the  Liberal 
Party  who  have  allowed  themselves  to 
be  led  into  the  Lobby  with  the  Tories 
and  the  Government  to  pause  and  con- 
sider whether  they  also  are  to  take  a 
part  in  opposition  to  the  opinion  of  the 
entire  North  of  Scotland.  I  maintain 
there  is  no  element  in  this  question 
which  ought  to  be  considered  more  than 
the  opinion  of  the  North  of  Scotland. 
That  opinion  is  entirely  against  the  Lord 
Advocate,  and  simply  because  he  has 
framed  his  Bill  on  the  narrowest  pos- 
sible lines.  By  restrictions  and  quali- 
fications he  has  rendered  nugatory  those 
parts  of  the  Bill  which  might  be  of  use 
and  beneEt  to  the  crofters. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  8,  line 
1,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  **  within," 
to  the  word  "lease,"  in  line  4.— (Jfr. 
Euni4r.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
*  within  the  parishes  to  which  this  Act 
is  determined  to  apply  as  aforesaid,' 
ffcand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
BaIiFottb)  (Clackmannan,  &o.):  There  is 
a  good  deal  that  the  hon.  Member  has 
said  that  I  think  I  may  perfectly  well 
leave  to  the  judgment  of  the  Committee. 
I  do  not  know  that  I  can  say  much,  or 
anything  at  all,  about  it.  But  as  re- 
gards the  real  merits  of  this  matter  I 
should  like  to  make  a  few  remarks.  In 
the  first  place,  with  respect  to  this  pro- 
vision in  the  Bill.  I  do  not  very  well 
understand  how  it  should  have  required 
anything  in  the  nature  of  a  discovery 
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for  an  hon.  Gentleman,  who  himself  is 
a  skilled  lawyer,  to  find  out  at  a  late 
staffe  what  the  scope  of  the  application 
of  this  provision  is,  because  both  in  the 
Bill  of  last  year  and  in  this  Bill  it  has 
been  declared  to  apply  to  crofters  who 
were  tenants  of  holdings  at  the  passing 
of  this  Act,  and  to  their  heirs.  That  is 
very  distinct,  and,  of  course^  shows  that 
it  does  not  apply  to  contracts  made  after 
the  passing  of  the  Act,  for  a  reason  which, 
whether  good  or  bad,  presented  itself  to 
the  Government,  and  also,  I  think,  to 
the  judgment  of  the  House.  The  reason 
why  the  definition  both  in  last  year's 
Bill  and  of  this  year's  Bill  is  of  such  a 
character  is  that  no  other  definition  would 
be  consistent  either  with  the  theory  of 
the  Bill,  or  with  what  we  regard  as  the 
justification  of  the  Bill.  If  it  had  been 
intended  to  introduce  a  provision  to  de- 
clare that  everyone  who  either  was  at 
the  time  of  this  Act  passing,  or  who 
afterwards  became  a  tenant  of  land  in 
Scotland,  should  acquire  fixity  of  tenure, 
the  right  to  fair  rent  and  the  right  to  an 
enlargement  of  his  holding,  that  would 
have  been  intelligible.  That  is  not  a 
provision  of  our  Bill.  That  would  have 
been  a  much  larger  proposal  than  we 
make.  We  desire  to  recognize  in  a 
generous  spirit  what  is  not  a  strict  his- 
torical title,  but  what  we  believe  to  be 
a  certain  historical  usage.  We  are  pre- 
pared to  say  that  those  who  are  in  the  posi- 
tion of  crofters  shall  get  all  these  bene- 
fits ;  and  not  only  so,  but  that  all  those 
who  are  the  heirs  of  crofters  should  get 
all  the  benefits  of  the  Bill.  I  may  here 
say  that  I  propose  to  move  an  Amend- 
ment, the  object  of  which  is  to  extend 
the  definition  of  heirs  so  as  to  include 
heirs  by  bequest.  Anyone  who  knows 
anything  of  the  Highlands  will  be  aware 
that  that  is  a  remarkable  and  compre- 
hensive definition.  The  extent  of  High- 
land families,  of  Highland  cousinship, 
is  proverbial ;  and,  therefore,  I  think  my 
proposal  will  take  in  everybody  who  has 
any  sort  of  historical  connection  with  a 
place.  Now,  just  observe  what  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Hunter) 
means.  It  is  not  quite  correct  to  say  it 
will  not  apply  to  future  holders ;  his  ex- 
tension must  be  intended  to  cover  the 
case  where  strangers  take  holdings.  Let 
us  see  what  that  amounts  to.  What 
would  be  the  consequence  if  it  were  pro- 
posed that  anyone,  whether  crofter  or 
otherwise,  who  took  a  holding  after  the 
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passing  of  the  Act,  and  who,  by  a  fresh 
contract  held  from  year  to  year,  should 
come  under  the  operation  of  the  Bill  ? 
It  would  be  this — a  person  contracts 
with  the  landlord  that  he  shall  have  a 
particular  area  of  ground  for  a  year  at 
a  certain  rent.  If  the  Bill  applied  to 
such  a  case,  the  man  having  made  the 
contract  to-day  may  to-morrow  say — **  I 
claim  this  land  not  for  a  year,  but  for 
perpetuity.  I  claim  it  not  at  the  rent  I 
agreed  to  yesterday,  but  at  a  fair  rent 
to  be  fixed.  I  claim  not  the  area  I 
agreed  yesterd^  to  rent,  but  an  en- 
larged area."  In  short,  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers (Mr.  Hunter's)  proposal  is  that  a 
man,  a  new  comer,  who  to-day  contracts 
for  certain  things  as  regards  area,  rent, 
and  duration,  shall  be  entitled  to-morrow 
to  overcome  all  the  essentials  of  his  con- 
tract. 

Me.  hunter  :  There  is  a  subse- 
quent Amendment  which  shows  that 
that  is  not  the  proposition  I  make. 

Ma.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  :  We  will  con- 
sider that  Amendment  when  we  come  to 
it.  What  I  have  stated  would  be  the 
effect  of  striking  out  the  words  in  ques- 
tion. I  quite  admit  that  by  a  subsequent 
Amendment  the  hon.  Gentleman  gives 
seven  years  as  the  period  during  which 
the  lease  is  not  to  be  altered.  What  I 
have  stated  would  be  the  effect  of  strik- 
ing out  the  words  proposed  to  be  left 
out,  and  making  the  clause  applicable 
to  all  crofters,  no  matter  what  time  they 
came.  While,  therefore,  I  do  not  re- 
tract what  I  have  said,  I  quite  admit 
that  in  respect  of  the  seven  years,  but 
only  in  respect  of  that  point,  are  my 
criticisms  inapplicable.  Now,  I  put  it 
to  the  judgment  of  the  Oommittee,  is 
there  any  example  of  such  a  thing  in 
any  civilized  country?  I  say  there  is 
not.^  [*'  Yes;  the  Irish  Act."]  I  think 
it  will  be  found  on  an  examination  of 
the  clauses  that  future  tenancies  are 
^ery  much  more  restricted  in  the  Irish 
Act  than  they  are  by  anything  suggested 
here.  Of  course,  there  was  nothing  like 
the  boon  given  by  the  Irish  Act  as  by 
this  Bill.  [**  Oh!  "]  WeU,  there  was 
no  permanency  of  tenancy  given,  but 
only  a  lease  equivalent  to  15  years. 
There  was  no  additional  land  given; 
but,  however  that  may  be,  what  I  have 
laid  before  the  Committee  will  be  the 
effect  of  this  proposal.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  referred  to  the  manner  in  which 
I  have,  on  the  part  of  the  Qovernment, 
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conducted  this  Bill.  That  is  a  matter  I  am 
quite  willing  to  leave  to  the  judgment  of 
tne  Oommittee.  As  to  the  opinion  of  the 
North  of  Scotland,  I  must  say  I  should 
pay  very  great  respect  to  the  opinion  of 
any  part  of  the  country  of  which  I  have 
the  honour  to  be  a  native ;  but,  of  course, 
the  opinion  of  Parliament  must  be 
taken  as  a  whole ;  in  arriving  at  our  de- 
cision we  must  be  guided  by  the  wish  of 
the  whole  country.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  upon  this  Amendment  the  mind  of 
the  Committee  is  perfectly  open  to  argu- 
ment and  conviction.  I  cannot  but  think 
the  Committee  will  see  that  to  strike  out 
these  words  would  not  be  consistent  with 
the  theory  on  which  the  Bill  was  framed, 
upon  which  it  was  presented  to  the 
House,  and  upon  which  the  House  was 

Persuaded  to  give  it  a  second  reading, 
venture  to  say  that  whatever  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Committee  may  be  I  snould 
regard  it  as  a  distinct  breach  of  faith 
with  the  House  if  the  Government  were 
voluntarily  to  accept  a  proposition  which 
would  convert  the  Bill  into  something 
different  from  what  was  intended.  I 
really  do  not  think  the  acceptance  of  the 
proposal  would  be  in  the  interests  of  the 
persons  who  are  likely  to  become  crofters 
themselves,  because  if  it  is  to  be  said 
that  no  landlord  can  in  future  let  a  piece 
of  land  on  certain  terms  as  to  duration 
and  as  to  rent,  without  the  person  with 
whom  he  has  made  his  bargain  being 
entitled  to  ask  that  his  land  should  be 
increased,  his  rent  altered,  and  that  he 
should  have  a  permanency,  I  fear  that 
landlords  will  cease  to  let  such  land  at 
all,  and  there  will  be  ffreat  risk  of  much 
injury  being  done  to  me  crofters. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire) : 
I  think  the  Committee  must  be  pretty 
well  convinced  by  this  time  of  the 
worthlessness  of  this  Bill.  The  Lord 
Advocate  has  referred  to  the  promises 
held  out  when  the  Bill  was  introduced. 
What  were  those  promises  ?  Why,  that 
the  Bill  was  to  deal  with  the  grievances 
of  the  Highlanders.  As  a  matter  of  fact 
we  have  seen,  clause  by  clause,  provisions 
calculated  to  remedy  these  grievances 

Sraotically  withdrawn,  and  I  say  de- 
berately  that  the  Bill  as  it  will  pass 
through  Committee  will  not  be  worth  the 
time  we  have  spent  upon  it.  It  will  not 
settle  this  question.  It  may  be  con- 
sidered a  sop  to  the  Highlanders ;  but  I 
do  not  think  it  will  prevent  disturb- 
ances.   Parliament  will  have  to  con- 
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nder  this  question  again  almost  imme- 
diately. It  is  a  great  pity  that  the 
House  should  spend  seven  nights  of 
valuable  time  upon  a  Bill  which  is  really 
of  so  little  practical  value.  That  is  the 
conclusion  at  which  I  have  arrived.  The 
historical  argument  I  consider  a  pleasant 
fiction  on  the  part  of  the  Government. 
No  doubt  there  is  a  certain  amount  of 
historical  tradition  on  the  subject ;  but 
the  same  historical  tradition  applies 
with  equal  force  to  every  district  of 
Scotland.  Why,  then,  does  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  not  apply 
the  Bill  to  the  whole  of  Scotland? 
I  regard  this  Bill  as  one  of  an  alto- 
gether exceptional  character,  and  in 
that  respect  I  quite  affree  with  hon. 
Members  opposite.  I  do  not  like  the 
Bill  on  economic  grounds ;  but  to  pre- 
vent society  in  the  Highlands  falling  to 
pieces  it  is  necessary  that  Parliament 
should  step  in.  The  ouly  justification 
for  interfering  in  the  manner  proposed 
is  to  put  the  Land  Question  on  a  sound 
footing.  Under  the  scheme  which  the 
Lord  Advocate  has  adopted  the  land- 
lords will  be  free  to  rack-rent  all  the 
new  tenants.  ["Oh!"]  There  is  no 
reason  why  we  should  not  expect  that 
the  landlords  will  rack-rent  in  the  future, 
as  they  have  done  in  the  past.  They 
will  do  so,  and  Parb'ament  will  have  to 
interfere  again.  All  this  difficulty  has 
arisen  from  the  mistaken  policy  of  the 
Government  in  refusing  to  adopt  the 
principle  of  free  sale.  If  they  had 
adopted  this  principle  the  matter  would 
have  gone  on  very  much  according  to 
economic  law.  They  have,  instead, 
adopted  the  principle  of  compensation, 
a  system  whicn  has  already  broken  down 
under  the  Act  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate 
passed  through  the  House  some  years  ago. 
After  the  experience  of  that  Aol;  it  is 
foolish  to  proceed  with  this  Bill  upon 
the  basis  of  compensation.  Sir,  I  think 
it  would  have  been  well  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  accept  the  principle  of  free  sale 
once  for  all,  and  thus  get  themselves  out 
of  the  difficulty  in  which  they  now  find 
themselves  with  regard  to  future  ten- 
ancies. If  they  had  done  so,  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill  would  have  been  of  such 
a  character  that  they  would  have  been 
self-acting.  But  as  the  Bill  stands,  so 
far  as  we  have  gone,  I  say  deliberately 
it  is  really  not  worth  the  time  the 
House  of  Commons  has  spent  upon  it ; 


and  the  sooner  it  is  thrown  aside  the 
better.  It  will  do  nothing  appreciable 
to  remedy  the  g^evances  which  are  com- 
plained of  in  the  Highlands. 

Me.  MACFAELANE  (Argyll):  I 
agree  with  what  has  just  been  said  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Forfarshire  (Mr.  J.  W.  Bardav).  What 
I  am  afraid  of  is  that  this  Bill  will  dis- 
turb all  past  relations,  and  will  not  settle 
future  relations.  That  is  the  danger. 
I  am  anxious,  whatever  hon.  Gentlemen 
may  think,  that  this  Bill,  or  any  other 
Bill  dealing  with  the  crofters,  should 
be  a  complete  settlement  of  the  question. 
I  have  had  occasion  many  times  to  say 
something  in  disparagement  of  this 
Bill.  I  will  read  to  the  Lord  Advocate 
a  Besolution  passed  at  a  meeting  in  the 
Highlands — a  copy  of  which  has  been 
forwarded  to  me ;  it  is  an  example  of 
scores  of  Eesolutions  I  have  received, 
dealing  with  this  Bill  in  much  stronger 
language  than  I  have  ever  used.  The 
Besolution  is  as  follows: — ''That  this 
Convention  of  Lewis  delegates " 

The  chairman  :  I  must  call  the 
hon.  Member's  attention  to  the  fact  that 
there  is  a  specific  Amendment  before  the 
Committee. 

Mr.  MACFAELANE:  If  you  rule. 
Sir,  that  it  is  not  competent  for  me  to 
discuss  the  general  scope  of  the  Bill 
upon  a  specific  Amendment,  I  must 
adhere  strictly  to  the  Amendment.  I 
understood,  however,  the  Lord  Advocate 
to  depart  rather  from  that  Bule  on  this 
very  question ;  he  went  into  other  sub- 
jects besides  that  dealt  with  by  this 
Amendment.  However,  I  agree  with 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  tor  North 
Aberdeen  (Mr.  Hunter)  that  this  Amend- 
ment is  essential ;  and  if,  Sir,  you  will 
not  permit  me  to  express  the  opinion  of 
the  people  to  whom  the  Bill  is  to  apply 
I  must  DOW  to  your  ruling. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.) :  I  should'like  to  say  a  word 
or  two  upon  this  particular  Amendment. 
Although  I  may  agree  with  very  much 
of  what  has  been  said  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men, we  must  admit  they  have  not  al* 
together  confined  themselves  to  the  pro- 
position now  before  the  Committee.  The 
object  of  this  particular  Amendment  is 
to  put  future  tenants  on  the  same  foot- 
ing as  existing  tenants.  If  this  were 
done  landlords  will  never  permit  any 
more  crofters  to  settle  on  their  land.  It 
is  the  fact  that  in  the  Irish  Act  future 
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tenants  were  not  put  on  the  same  footing 
as  present  tenants;  thej  were  not  to 
have  that  complete  fixity  of  tenure  and 
other  privileges  which  were  given  to 
existing  tenants.  On  the  other  hand, 
I  think  the  Government  made  a  very 
great  mistake  in  depriving  future  ten- 
ants of  all  compensation  for  improve- 
ments. I  hope  something  will  yet  be 
done  to  remedy  this  defeat. 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  (Edin- 
burgh and  St.  Andrew's  IJniversitieB) : 
I  do  not  suppose  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Lord  Advocate  would 
have  the  slightest  objection  to  extend 
the  Bill  so  as  to  cover  compensation  for 
any  improvements  future  tenants  may 
make,  ii  such  a  matter  came  within  the 
scope  of  the  Bill,  and  if  it  were  at  all 
necessary.  But  I  want  to  call  attention 
to  what  seems  to  be  entirely  overlooked 
here — namely,  that  the  Bill  is  based 
upon  what  are  believed  to  be  rights 
belonging  to  a  certain  people,  which 
rights  have  been  somehow  or  other  taken 
away.  If  the  Bill  is  not  based  on  such 
an  idea  as  that  there  is  no  ground  for 
it  at  all.  If  that  be  so,  what  possible 
claim  can  future  tenants  have  who  have 
no  historical  rights,  real  or  imagi- 
nary, to  be  imported  into  the  Bill,  and 
placed  exactly  on  the  same  footing  as 
existing  tenants  ?  To  import  such  people 
into  the  Bill  would  be  practically  to 
alter  the  whole  scope  and  intention  of 
the  measure,  as  stated  in  the  speech 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late 
Secretary  for  Scotland  (Mr.  Trevelyan) 
made  in  introducing  the  measure,  and 
as  maintained  consistently,  and  I  must 
say  with  great  force,  by  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate throughout  these  discussions. 
But  we  are  surfeited  with  the  protesta- 
tions of  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gang- 
way that  the  Bill  is  such  that  it  is  not 
worth  going  on  with  it.  We  are  weary 
of  such  protestations.  If  hon.  Gentle- 
man really  believe  the  crofters  in  the 
Highlands  do  not  wish  this  Bill  to  pass 
let  them  have  it  thrown  out. 

Db.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  We  will 
try  to  throw  it  out. 

Mb.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.) :  The 
historical  theory  conjured  up  oy  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Border  Burghs  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  is 
one  to  which  I  attach  no  importance  at 
all;  I  think  the  Legislature  should 
legislate  to  meet  the  wants  and  necessi- 
ties of  the  present  time.    Reference  has 
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been  made  to  Ireland,  and  to  the  flaot  that 
there  is  no  provision  for  future  tenants 
in  the  Irish  Act.  But  provision  does 
not  require  to  be  made  for  future  tenants 
in  that  Act,  because  in  Ireland  there  is 
free  sole,  I  contend  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  give  a  shadow  or 
shred  of  reason  to  justify  the  iniquitous 
distinction  made  between  existing  and 
future  crofters.  The  only  reason  I  can 
assign  for  it  is  that  in  the  case  of  the 
existing  crofters  there  is  a  reasonable 
presumption  that  they  have  either  taken 
part  in  disorder  themselves  or  encou- 
raged others  to  do  so,  whereas  future 
tenants  have  not  done  so.  A  more  mis- 
chievous principle  was  never  inserted  in 
aBiU. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  89  ; 
Noes  70:  Majority  19.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  80.) 

Db.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  Mr.  Court- 
ney,  I  accept  the  challenge  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  late 
Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Maodonald), 
and  move  that  you  do  now  report  Pro- 
gress. The  Bill  is  a  delusion  and  a 
sham,  and  we  will  not  be  parties  to 
anything  which  will  perpetuate  the 
present  unsatisfactory  state  of  things  in 
the  Highlands.  We  move  to  report  Pro- 
gress because  the  Bill  will  not  prove  a 
solution  of  the  question,  and  because 
we  are  simply  wasting  the  time  of  the 
House  by  discussing  it.  We  are  told 
that  this  measure  is  based  upon  the 
theory  of  history ;  but  I  believe  it  is 
opposed  to  such  a  theory,  and  I  will 
very  briefly  explain  how. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  hon.  Member 
will  be  distinctly  out  of  Order  in  entering 
into  that  question  on  the  Motion  to  re- 
port Progress.  He  must  confine  him- 
self to  the  reasons  for  reporting  Pro- 
gress. 

Db.  CLARK:  I  was  going  to  give 
my  reasons  for  wishing  to  report  Pro- 
gress. I  wish  to  prevent  the  time  of 
the  House  being  wasted,  and  I  was 
anxious  to  show  that  by  the  remedies 
you  propose  you  will  increase,  instead 
of  diminish,  the  disease.  If  it  is  not 
proper  for  me  to  go  into  that  question 
I  must  content  myself  by  moving  to 
report  Progress,  on  the  ground  that  it 
is  idle  to  debate  further  the  measure  in 
its  present  form. 
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Motion  made,  and  Qnestion  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — (Dr. 
Clark,) 

Mb.  J.  W.  BABOLAY  (Forfarshire) : 
I  quite  agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Caithness  (Dr.  Clark)  that 
it  is  really  a  waste  of  time  to  proceed 
farther  with  this  Bill.  Bo  far  as  I  can 
make  out,  of  the  40,000  holdings  in  the 
district  contemplated  by  the  Bill,  not 
more  than  2,000  or  3,000  at  the  most 
would  be  dealt  with  by  it.  Now,  2,000 
or  3,000  crofters  are  such  a  yery  small 
proportion  of  the  people  who  have  been 
causing  disturbances  in  the  Highlands, 
that  it  is  impossible  to  hope  that  the 
passing  of  this  Bill  will  remedy  the 
grievances  or  pacify  the  country.  At 
Uie  same  time  you  have  under  the  Bill 
very  expensive  machinery.  We  have 
some  idea  of  what  the  working  of  the 
Irish  Land  Act  has  cost.  We  are  going 
to  have  in  Scotland,  for  the  sake  of 
2,000  or  3,000  people,  very  expensive 
machinery ;  we  are  going  to  be  landed 
in  a  very  considerable  annual  expendi- 
ture, an  expenditure  which  I  believe 
win  be  very  nearly  as  much  as  the  whole 
of  the  rents  of  the  crofts  dealt  with.  I 
really  think  it  would  be  much  cheaper 
for  Parliament  to  make  a  present  of 
the  rents  to  the  landlords  than  to  go  on 
with  this  Bill.  Clause  after  clause  we 
have  endeavoured  to  have  the  Bill  ex- 
tended, and  to  make  it  of  some  use.  We 
are  beginning  to  recognize  more  and 
more  fi^ly  how  narrow  the  limits  of  the 
Bill  are ;  and  I  have  certainly  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  Bill  is  not  worth 
the  time  the  House  of  Commons  has 
spent  upon  it.  I  said  the  same  thing 
in  respect  of  the  Agricultural  Holdings 
Act  for  Beotland,  and  I  repeat  it  in  re- 
spect of  this  Bill.  This  Bill  is  not  at 
all  adequate  to  the  occasion. 

8iB  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.) :  I  think  my  hon.  Friends 
are  entirely  wrong  in  the  course  they 
have  now  taken.  I  have  said  already, 
and  I  say  now,  I  do  not  think  the  Bill 
will  be  very  effective ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  I  am  bound  to  recognize  the  fact 
that  it  does  contain  some  most  beneficial 
principles.  The  Bill  is  a  very  large  step 
m  the  right  direction,  and  I  must  ex- 
press my  astonishment  that  this  attempt 
to  defeat  it  should  have  come  from  the 
Representative  of  Caithness,  one  of  the 


two  counties  in  which  I  believe  the  Bill 
will  be  of  some  effect.  The  time  we 
have  spent  on  the  Bill  has  not  been  alto- 
gether wasted ;  and,  therefore,  I  hope 
the  proposal  of  my  hon.  Friend  (Dr, 
Clark)  will  not  be  accepted. 

Me.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
I  venture  to  appeal  to  ^e  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Dr.  Clark)  to  withdraw  his  Motion 
to  report  Progress.  It  is  very  little 
use  having  Parliamentary  discussions 
at  all  if,  because  we  cannot  succeed  in 
realizing  all  we  want,  we  destroy  even 
the  very  little  good  that  a  measure  may 
effect.  I  have  voted  with  the  Crofter 
Members  against  the  Government  in 
every  division ;  but  I  shall  support  the 
Government  on  this  question  if  it  is 
unfortunately  pressed  to  a  division ;  and 
I  am  certain  that  will  be  the  course 
adopted  by  every  English  Radical  Mem^- 
ber  who  sits  near  me. 

Mr.  mason  (Lanark,  Mid) :  I  trust 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Caithness  (Dr.  Clark)  will  withdraw 
his  Motion.  I  am  not  at  all  satisfied 
with  the  Bill ;  but  I  would  recommend 
the  Crofter  Members,  whom  I  have  sup- 
ported all  through  these  discussions,  to 
accept  the  Bill  as  it  stands,  seeing  that 
there  is  no  hope  of  fighting  the  Gbvern- 
ment  with  their  allies  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  withdraw  his  Motion  and  allow 
the  Government  to  take  the  Bill  as  it  is, 
I  am  quite  convinced  that  before  two 
years  are  over  it  will  be  found  necessary 
to  amend  it,  and  that,  in  fact,  it  will  be 
amended  in  a  liberal  manner,  and  a 
manner  suitable  to  the  needs  of  the 
people  of  the  Highlands.  I  hope  my 
hon.  Friend  will  not  persevere  with  his 
Motion,  and  that  we  shall  cease  to  take 
any  further  divisions  against  the  details 
of  the  Bill. 

The  Marquess  of  STAFFOED 
(Sutherland) :  I  hope  the  hon.  Member 
will  withdraw  this  Motion.  Whatever 
may  be  the  shortcomings  of  the  Bill,  I 
may  remind  him  that  the  future  pros- 
perity of  the  fishing  industry  depends 
very  largely  upon  its  passage. 

Mr.  MACFARLA!nE  (ArgyU):  I 
have  refrained  from  taking  upon  myself 
the  responsibility  of  throttling  the  Bill. 
I  am  willing  that  any  Bill  which  will 
benefit  people,  however  few,  shall  be 
passed  if  it  can  be  passed.  I  have 
had  many  communications  from  all  parts 
of  Scotland  in  regard  to  this  Bill,  but 
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not  one  in  its  favour.  The  Resolution 
which  jQMf  Mr.  OhairmaDy  would  not 
allow  me,  a  few  minutes  aso,  to  read — 
I  believe  I  am  now  entitled  to  read  it  if 
I  wished — was  to  the  effect  that  a  meet- 
ing of  Lewis  delegates  expresses  its  con- 
tempt for  the  Government  Bill.  I  have 
not  ffone  so  far  as  that.  Whatever  I 
may  have  felt,  I  have  not  expressed  mj 
contempt  for  the  Bill.  As  I  have  said, 
I  declined  to  take  the  responsibility  of 
moving  at  any  of  the  stages  the  rejec- 
tion of  the  Bill,  although  me  communi- 
cations I  have  received  against  the  Bill 
have  been  innumerable,  whilst  not  one 
has  been  in  its  favour.  One  reason  I 
had  for  delaying  any  action  against  the 
Bill  was  that  I  had  a  faint  hope  that 
some  slight  amendment  might  be  intro- 
duced into  the  measure.  But  the  Bill  is 
like  the  law  of  the  Modes  and  Persians 
— ^it  is  unalterable.  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lanarkshire  (Mr. 
Mason)  has  spoken  of  the  alliance  be- 
tween the  Lord  Advocate  and  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench.  There  is  only  one 
mistake  in  that  statement.  My  hon. 
Friend  should  not  have  called  it  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench,  but  the  Front 
Oo-operation  Bench,  because  every 
Amendment  calculated  to  extend  the 
scope  of  the  Bill  has  been  mainly  de- 
feated by  the  votes  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  and  every  Amendment  intended 
to  restrict  the  operation  of  the  Bill  has 
come  from  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
There  are,  however,  several  reasons  why 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oaithness  (Dr. 
Clark)  should  not  press  this  Motion. 
One  is  that  he  cannot  carry  it — he  will 
be  defeated.  I  would  advise  him  to 
withdraw  the  Motion,  let  the  Bill  go 
through  Committee,  and  let  the  responsi- 
bilitjr  for  this  miserable,  diluted,  and 
rubbishy  measure  rest  with  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  :  Whether  the  line  pursued  in  the 
Bill  is  proper  or  not,  we  are  certainly 
not  pursuing  the  proper  course  at  the 
present  moment.  It  may  be  right  to 
amend  the  Bill,  or  to  throw  it  out ;  but 
it  cannot  by  any  possibility  be  right  to 
waste  time  in  discussing  futile  Motions 
for  Adjournment.  If  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  think  that  it  is  a 
Bill  which  ought  to  be  thrown  out,  I 
would  recommend  them  to  move  an 
Amendment  on  Report  and  throw  it  out 
if  they  can.    But,  in  the  meanwhile,  we 
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ought  to  be  allowed  to  get  through  the 
remaining  Amendments  on  the  Paper, 
and  then  see  whether  the  Bill  still  de- 
serves all  the  censure  which  has  been 
heaped  upon  it. 

Mb.  BEITH  (Glasgow,  Central):  I 
hope  my  hon.  Friend  will  withdraw  the 
Motion  to  report  Progress. 

Dr.  R.  MACDONALD  (Ross  and  Cro- 
marty) :  I,  too,  hope  my  hon.  Friend 
will  withdraw  his  Motion.  I  do  not  sup- 
pose anybody  in  the  House  can  think 
less  of  the  Bill  than  I  do.  I  can  freely 
say,  with  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Argyllshire  (Mr.  Macfarlane),  that 
I  have  not  received  a  single  communica- 
tion from  Scotland  in  praise  of  this  Bill. 
I  have,  however,  received  himdreds  of 
Resolutions  informing  me  that  I  shall 
never  be  elected  for  Ross-shire  again, 
because  I  do  not  go  in  for  rejecting  the 
Bill.  That  is  the  case  with  all  of  us. 
All  the  Crofter  Members  are  endanger- 
ing their  seats  by  going  in  for  this  pill. 
Notwithstanding  this  fact,  I  hope  my 
hon.  Friend  wifi  withdraw  his  Motion, 
and,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Argyllshire 
(Mr.  Macfarlane)  has  said,  let  the  Go- 
vernment take  the  whole  responsibility 
of  the  measure.'  I  am  perfectly  certain 
that,  within  a  twelvemonth,  the  Govern- 
ment will  have  to  spend  more  on  an  ex- 
pedition to  the  Highlands  than  would  be 
required  to  put  heuf  the  crofters  on  their 
legs. 

Db.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  I  shall  not 
withdraw  my  Motion ;  but  allow  it  to  be 
negatived,  as  a  great  many  Amendments 
have  been  treated.  I  made  the  Motion 
because  the  late  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J. 
H.  A.  Macdonald)  challenged  us  to  take 
that  course.  We  will  divide  the  Com- 
mittee upon  two  important  Amendments 
which  still  stand  upon  the  Paper,  and 
then,  either  on  the  Report  stage  or  the 
third  reading,  wash  our  hands  of  the 
measure  by  aoing  all  we  can  to  throw  it 
out.  With  regard  to  the  observations 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir 
George  Campbell),  I  should  like  to  say 
I  do  not  believe  that  5  per  cent  of  my 
constituents  will  be  affected  by  the  Bill. 
As  Caithness  contains  most  of  the  men 
who  were  reported  upon  by  the  Royal 
Commission,  and  as  very  few  of  them 
will  reap  any  benefit  through  this  Bill, 
I  am  anxious  to  do  all  I  can  to  prevent 
the  time  of  the  House  of  Commons  being 
wasted  in  passing  the  measure.  There 
are  two  important  points  yet  to  be  de- 
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oided ;  but,  of  ooiirse,  we  shall  be  de- 
feated by  the  oo-operation  of  the  Whigs 
and  Tories.  We  will  wait  and  take  a 
decisive  action,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  has  suggested, 
upon  the  third  reading. 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  (Edin- 
burgh  and  St.  Andrew's  Universities) :  I 
may,  perhaps,  be  allowed  to  put  myself 
right  with  the  Oommittee.  If  I  had 
imagined  that  my  suggestion  would  have 
been  an  incentive  to  report  Progress  I 
certainly  would  not  have  made  it.  What 
I  said  was  that  it  was  wearisome  to  hear 
hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  say- 
ing the  Bill  was  worthless.  If  they 
really  thought  so,  they  could,  at  the 
proper  time,  vote  against  its  passage. 
I  had  no  Motion  to  report  Progress  in 
my  mind ;  and  I  do  not  think  it  occurred 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Dr.  Clark)  to 
make  such  a  Motion  until  he  was  passing 
tiiroogh  the  Lobby. 

Question  put,  and  negatived, 

Sm  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.) :  I  beg  to  move  the  second 
Amendment  which  stands  in  my  name — 
namely,  to  add  to  the  clause  the  follow- 
ing sub-section  : — 

"  Bat  Part  lY.  of  this  Aot  shall  apply  to  all 
crofteri  and  cottars  in  the  ooanties  of  Argyll, 
InTemess,  Boss,  Sutherland,  Caithness,  Or&ey 
and  Shetland,  Nairn,  Elgin,  Banff,  Aberdeen, 
and  Kincardine." 

The  Lord  Advocate  must  feel  he  has 
created  a  very  unfavourable  impression 
by  the  stubborn  way  in  which  he  has 
resisted  all  Amendments.  I  wish  to 
offer  what  I  think  is  a  reasonable  com- 
promise in  this  matter.  The  object  of 
my  proposal  is  that  one  of  the  operative 
parts  of  this  Bill  shall  be  extended  to 
the  Highland  coimties — that  Part  IV.  of 
the  BiU — ^that  is  the  part  which  refers  to 
compensation  for  improvements — shall 
be  extended  to  the  whole  of  the  High- 
land counties.  Oompensation  for  im- 
provements is  admitted  to  be  just 
according  to  the  strictest  principles  of 
political  economy;  and  I  must  remind 
the  Committee  that  if  you  reject  this 
Amendment  there  will  only  be  one 
comer  of  Scotland  —  the  North-East 
comer — in  which  there  will  be  any 
compensation  for  improvements.  We 
know  that  as  long  ago  as  1870  compen- 
sation for  improvements  was  given  in 
Ireland.  We  also  know  that  in  Eng- 
land we  have,  through  the  Agricidtural 


Holdings  Act,  compensation  for  im- 
provements, and  that  in  certain  counties 
there  is  a  tenant  right,  which  meets  the 
necessities  of  the  case.  In  the  South 
of  Scotland,  I  admit,  the  case  is  dif- 
ferent. Almost  all  the  holdings  there 
depend  upon  contract ;  and  we  have  an 
Agricultural  Holdings  Act.  In  the 
Western  Highlands  we  propose,  by  this 
Bill,  to  protect  the  tenants  m  the  right 
to  compensation  for  improvements ;  but 
we  exclude,  as  the  Bill  now  stands,  that 
right  to  compensation  from  certain  of 
the  Highland  counties — namely,  the 
Highland  coimties  which  are  mentioned 
in  my  Amendment.  I  propose  to  extend 
the  right  of  compensation  not  only  to 
existing  crofters  in  the  counties  I 
specify,  but  to  all  future  tenants.  I  do 
sincerely  hope  it  may  be  possible  for  the 
Lord  Advocate  to  accept  this  moderate 
compromise. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Clause,  to  add  the  follow- 
ing sub-section  :— "  But  Part  TV.  of  this  Act 
shall  apply  to  all  crofters  and  cottars  in  the 
counties  of  Argyll,  Inyemess,  Ross,  Suther- 
land, Caithness,  Orkney  and  Shetland,  Nairn, 
Elgin,  Banff,  Aberdeen,  and  Eincardine." — 
{Sir  Qeorge  CampbdL) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  those  words 
be  there  added.'' 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  (Clackmannan,  &c.):  I  do  not 
know  how  far  it  is  competent  for  mj 
hon.  Friend  to  move  this  Amendment 
after  it  has  been  declared,  by  decisions 
and  TOtes  of  the  House,  that  the  Bill  is 
not  to  apply  to  these  additional  counties. 
I  may  say,  however,  upon  the  merits  of 
the  proposal,  I  feel  very  much  with 
my  hon.  Friend  that  the  Compensation 
Clauses,  which  are  a  good  deal  simpler 
than  those  in  the  Act  of  1883,  might 
very  well  be  extended  not  only  to  these 
counties,  but  to  Scotland  generally ;  but 
I  am  afraid  that  is  a  matter  rather  be- 
yond the  scope  of  this  Bill.  The  Com- 
mittee now  knows  the  scope  of  the  Bill ; 
and  I  put  it  to  my  hon.  Friend  whether 
it  would  not  be  better  to  look  forward  to 
the  hope  of  being  able  to  amend  the 
defects  in  the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act 
of  1883  by  making  a  more  simple  and 
liberal  provision  for  compensation  appli- 
cable to  Scotland  generedly  ? 

Dr.  R.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.^ :  I  support  this  Amendment 
very  cordially,  because  I  should  like  to 
get  the  benefit  of  some  little  portion  of 
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this  Bill  for  my  constituents  in  the 
North  of  Scotland.  It  is  quite  evident 
that  the  cottars  will  he  placed,  as  it 
were,  hetween  two  stools.  I  think  it  is 
a  great  pity  the  Government  did  not 
give  relief  at  once  in  the  shape  of  free 
sale.  They  will  he  put  off  with  the 
usual  aneesthetic — they  will  he  told  they 
must  bear  the  ills  they  have  until  the 
leaven,  in  the  shape  of  a  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill  comes,  m  which  all  evils  have 
to  he  remedied. 

De.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College') : 
I  do  not  think  there  is  any  force  in  the 
objection  the  Lord  Advocate  has  raised 
that  this  Amendment  has  practically 
been  negatived  already  ;  it  was  quite  a 
different  Amendment  that  was  nega- 
tived. That  Amendment  was  to  give  all 
the  benefits  of  the  Bill  to  the  whole  of 
the  Highland  counties ;  but  this  Amend- 
ment is  simply  to  extend  the  Compensa- 
tion Clauses  to  the  Highland  counties 
generally.  If  the  Lord  Advocate  really 
sympathizes  with  the  Amendment,  the 
way  to  give  practical  effect  to  his  sym- 
pathy is  to  accept  it.  It  is  idle  to  talk 
about  waiting  until  we  can  amend  the 
Agricultural  Holdings  Act.    We  have 

fot  a  lot  of  other  Business  before  us. 
f  what  my  hon.   Friend  proposes  is 
worth  doing,  let  us  do  it  at  once. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford) :  While  I  sympathize  with  the 
principle  of  tenants,  from  whatever  part 
of  the  country  they  may  come,  receiving 
compensation  for  unexhausted  improve- 
ments, I  see  the  greatest  possible  diffi- 
culty in  accepting  this  Amendment  and 
adding  it  to  the  Bill.  If  you  accept  this 
suggestion,  you  must  import  into  the 
Bill  a  definition  of  crofter  throughout 
the  whole  of  Scotland ;  and  if  you  once 
proceed  to  define  what  is  a  crofter  in 
every  county  of  Scotland,  I  cannot  con- 
ceive how,  with  anything  like  consis- 
tency or  reason,  it  would  be  possible  to 
resist  the  application  of  the  Bill  to  the 
whole  of  the  country.  That  would,  no 
doubt,  be  an  inclusion  which  would  g^ve 
great  satisfaction  to  many  hon-  Members 
who  have  supported  this  Amendment ; 
but  it  would  oe  contrary  to  the  whole 
course  of  our  proceedings  in  regard  to 
this  measure.  I  do  not  think  the  Com- 
mittee, generally  speaking,  at  all  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen 
(Dr.  Farquharson),  when  he  said  we  are 
all  of  opinion  that  free  sale  ought  to  have 
been  imported  into  the  Bill  as  a  much 
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more  convenient  way  of  deciding  com- 
pensation for  improvements.  That  is  an 
opinion  held  by  a  small  portion  of  the  Com- 
mittee ;  and  it  is  certainly  no  argument 
whatever  in  support  of  this  Amendment. 
For  the  reasons  which  I  have  given  I 
sincerely  hope  the  Lord  Advocate  will 
adhere  to  the  course  the  Government 
have  announced,  because  if  we  are  to 
make  this  extension  I  do  not  see  where 
we  are  to  stop. 

Mr.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) : 
The  Preamble  of  the  Bill  is  that— - 

"  Whereas  it  is  expedient  to  amend  the  law 
relating  to  the  tenure  of  land  by  crofters  in  the 
Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scotland." 

If  the  counties  named  in  the  Amend- 
ment are  counties  in  which  crofters  hold 
land,  why  should  they  be  excluded  from 
the  benefits  of  the  Bill  ?  Can  there  be 
any  objection  in  equity  to  extending  the 
operation  of  the  Bill  to  the  counties  pro- 
posed ?  I  hope  the  Lord  Advocate  will 
make  some  little  concession  on  this  one 
point  at  least. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  There  is 
this  difference  between  the  tenants  in 
these  counties  and  those  in  the  Southern 
counties— that  while  in  the  latter  the 
landlords  make  the  improvements,  and 
the  tenant  pays  for  them  in  his  rent,  in 
the  former  the  improvements  represent 
the  capital  and  labour  of  the  tenants,  for 
which  they  are  entitled  to  compensation 
when  they  are  turned  out.  All  we  ask 
is  that,  when  these  people  are  turned 
out,  they  shall  receive  some  compensa- 
tion for  the  capital  they  have  invested  and 
the  labour  they  have  given  in  the  im- 
provement of  the  land.  I  cordially  sup- 
port the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  George  Campbell).  You  are  not 
asked  that  the  people  of  these  counties 
shall  have  fair  rents  fixed ;  you  are  not 
asked  that  they  shall  have  their  holdings 
enlarged — you  are  simply  asked  that 
when  the  people  are  turned  out  they 
shall  be  compensated  for  improvements. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.) :  I  do  hope  that  since  the 
Lord  Advocate  has  expressed  himself 
favourable  to  the  principle  of  this 
Amendment  he  will  consider  it  by  Re- 
port. When  he  looks  into  the  facts  of 
the  case  he  will  see  he  may  well  give 
effect  to  the  Amendment  without  any 
danger  of  a  wide  extent.  It  is  admitted 
that  this  Amendment  is  entirely  dif- 
ferent to  that  which  has  been  negatived, 
inasmuch,  as  it  only  proposes  to  extend 
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the  Compensation  Clauses  to  the  High- 
land counties  generally.  I  fear  it  would 
be  very  difficult  to  secure  an  extension 
of  the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act  of 
1883,  as  the  Lord  Advocate  suggested. 
It  is  perfectly  true,  as  the  hon.  uentle- 
man  the  Member  for  Caithness  (Dr. 
Clark)  has  said,  that  the  conditions  in 
the  Northern  counties  are  totally  dif- 
ferent to  those  in  the  Southern  coun- 
ties. The  farmers  do  not  build  their 
own  houses.  In  the  North  of  Scotland 
there  is  a  peculiar  condition  of  things. 
It  has  been  said  that  the  Eoyal  Com- 
mission did  not  visit  Aberdeenshire. 
Well,  I  am  not  an  Aberdeenshire  man,  but 
I  constituted  myself  a  volunteer  Com- 
missioner, and  made  inquiries  in  that 
district,  and  I  was  surprised  to  find  the 
enormous  extent  to  which  the  farmers 
have  built  houses  without  any  security 
whatever  as  to  compensation  for  their 
outlay.  This  is  the  case  with  regard  to 
Aberdeenshire  estates,  and  it  prevails  to 
an  enormous  extent ;  therefore,  I  say  it 
is  a  peculiar  state  of  things,  and  one 
which  should  be  adequately  met  by  a 
provision  in  Part  IV.  of  this  Bill.  It 
is  a  state  of  things  we  are  not  likely  to 
find  a  remedy  for  in  the  Agricultural 
Holdings  Act,  which  necessarily  applies 
to  much  larger  areas ;  consequently  I 
trust  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman will  assent  to  this  proposition. 
It  18  not  to  extend  the  Agricultural 
Holdings  Act  unreasonably  to  parts  of 
the  country  where  contracts  are  the  rule, 
but  to  apply  it  to  parts  where  contracts 
are  not  the  rule. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  As  the  only  English  Eadical  in 
the  House  at  this  moment,  I  should  like 
to  express  what  is  the  feeling  of  Eoe- 
lish  ^Ldicals  on  this  point.  I  earnestly 
support  the  appeal  the  hon.  Member 
has  just  made  to  the  Lord  Advocate.  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  principle  of  grant- 
ing this  has  been  sanctioned  in  one  case, 
and  I,  therefore,  cannot  see  why  it  should 
not  be  sanctioned  in  another.  As  to  the 
argument  that  the  acceptance  of  the 
Amendments  would  so  extend  the  scope 
of  the  Bill  that  no  one  would  know 
where  it  would  stop,  I  should  like  to 
know  what  Amendments  have  been  ac- 
cepted in  favour  of  the  crofters  ?  One 
Amendment,  providing  that  all  the 
Commissioners  shall  understand  Gaelic, 
has  been  adopted;  but  that,  I  under- 
stand, is  the  only  one  that  has  been 
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adopted  in  the  course  of  these  discus- 
sions. I  do  not  think  I  ever  recollect  a 
measure  in  which  the  Government  have 
been  so  obstinate  in  the  way  of  refusing 
Amendments  as  on  this  Bill,  and  I  hope 
they  will  change  that  policy  on  the  pre- 
sent  occasion. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  76  ; 
Noes  103:  Majority  27.— (Div.  list. 
No.  81.) 

Me.  chance  (Kilkenny,  8.) :  I  am 
sorry  the  Lord  Advocate  felt  compelled 
to  reject  the  last  Amendment,  though  I 
agree  that  it  would  have  been  almost 
impossible  to  apply  the  words  of  that 
Amendment  to  this  Act.  The  Lord  Ad- 
vocate made  some  observations  as  to  the 
Irish  Land  Act  of  1881,  in  which  I 
think  he  was  mistaken — no  doubt  ex- 
cusably— owing  to  the  extreme  com- 
plexity of  the  matter.  I  think  he  will 
find  this  proposal  drafted  on  almost 
similar  lines.  Under  the  Act  of  1881 
the  tenants  could  apply  to  have  a  re- 
valuation of  rent  every  15  years,  and 
they  get  compensation  for  improve- 
ments. The  only  additional  provision  I 
can  see  is  this— that  of  increasing  hold- 
ing^. But  to  come  to  the  point  of  my 
Amendment.  In  the  Act  of  1881  cer- 
tain provisions  were  put  as  to  future 
tenants;  and  I  do  not  see  why  they 
should  not,  on  the  ground  of  equal  jus- 
tice, be  introduced  into  this  Act  also. 
The  provisions  as  to  future  tenants  were 
divided  into  three.  A  future  tenant 
went  into  a  holding  at  a  certain  rent, 
and,  of  course,  he  had  to  pay  that  rent; 
but  if,  afterwards,  the  landlord  chose  to 
attempt  to  raise  the  rent  on  him,  three 
courses  were  open  to  him.  He  could 
either  submit  to  that  rent,  and  then  he 
would  have  all  the  rights  as  to  fixity  of 
tenure  that  a  present  tenant  had  under 
the  Act;  but  that  course  was  seldom 
adopted.  The  second  course  was  for 
him  to  sell  his  tenancy,  subject  to  the 
increased  rent,  and  then  demand  from 
the  landlord  compensation  for  the  dimi- 
nution in  value  caused  by  the  increase 
of  rent ;  a  course  which  would  be  clearly 
inapplicable  to  this  Bill,  since  we  have 
not  adopted  the  principle  of  free  sale. 
The  third  course,  and  that  to  which  I 
wish  especially  to  call  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  attention,  was 
this—that  if  the  landlord  demanded  an 
increase  of  rent  the  tenant  was  entitled  to 
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say — ** I  will  not  pay  it;"  to  leave  the 
holding,  and  then  reooTer  from  the  land- 
lord compensation  for  disturbance  as  it 
is  called  under  the  4th  section  of  the 
Act.  The  compensation  varies  accord- 
ing to  the  amount  paid.  Under  the  9th 
section  of  the  Irish  Land  Act,  where  the 
amount  of  rent  is  £30 — and  the  ten- 
ancies within  this  Bill  are  all  under 
£30  rent — ^in  these  oases,  the  tenants 
going  out  rather  than  pay  an  increase 
of  rent,  will  be  entitled  to  compensa- 
tion for  disturbance  not  exceeding  seven 
years'  rent  of  their  holdings.  I  do  not 
see  that  there  ought  to  be  great  diffi- 
culty in  applying  that  principle  to  the 
present  Act. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order!  If  I  un- 
derstand the  hon.  Gentleman  aright  he 
is  leading  up  to  a  proposal  to  introduce 
something  into  the  Act  for  the  benefit 
of  future  tenants.  [Mr.  Chance  :  Yes.] 
I  am  of  opinion  that  in  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  G-entleman  the  Member  for 
Aberdeenshire  the  Committee  refused  to 
bring  future  tenants  within  the  Act ; 
therefore  it  would  be  inconsistent  with 
the  resolution  already  arrived  at  to  dis- 
cuss the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member. 

Mb.  CHANCE:  I  appreciate  your 
ruling,  Sir.  I  should  not,  of  course, 
propose  to  apply  this  to  future  tenants. 
The  distinction  is  that  in  the  previous 
Amendment  it  was  proposed  to  give  the 
main  benefits  of  the  Act  to  future  ten- 
ants ;  but  I  should  not  dream  of  doing 
that  at  all.  I  merely  propose  to  give 
them  a  certain  sort  of  compensation  for 
disturbance.  I  do  not  know  whether  I 
should  be  in  Order  in  doing  that ;  but  I 
would  ask  you  for  your  ruling  in  the 
matter. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  is  precluded  by  the  previous 
decision  from  applying  the  Act  to  future 
tenants  at  all. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Clause  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.):  Before 
this  clause  is  agreed  to,  I  ask  the  Lord 
Advocate  to  consider  before  the  Report 
stage  the  advisability  of  introducing 
this  Amendment.  It  has  been  working 
fairly  satisfactorily  in  Ireland,  although 
to  a  small  extent ;  but  no  objection  can 
be  found  to  it.  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  will  give  us 
some  assurance  that  he  will  do  this. 

J/r.  Chance 


The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfottb)  (Clackmannan,  &o.) :  I  shall 
be  quite  willing  to  look  into  the  sub- 
ject; but  I  cannot  say  positively  any- 
thing with  regard  to  the  admission  of 
the  clause.  I  was  not  in  the  House 
when  the  Irish  Land  Act  was  passing 
through. 

Me.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire) : 
I  hope  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman will  look  into  the  clause  of  the 
Irish  Land  Act. 

Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUR :  I  shall  look 
through  the  provisions  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  refers  to;  but  I  cannot  be 
expected  to  give  a  pledge  without  much 
more  careful  consideration  of  the  matter. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BARCLAY:  I  think  we 
have  a  right  to  expect  that  it  should  be 
so,  unless  it  is  a  principle  that  the 
greater  the  disturbance  made  the  greater 
the  concession  which  the  Government 
will  make  to  the  demand.  The  Irish 
tenants  made  more  disturbance  than 
the  crofters.  I  think  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  should  have  no 
difficulty  in  giving  us  an  assurance  that 
he  will  consider  the  matter. 

Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUR :  I  will  con- 
sider the  matter,  and  look  very  carefully 
into  the  Irish  Act. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  17  (Procedure  in  fixing  fair 
rent). 

On  Motion  of  The  Lord  Advocate,  the 
following  Amendment  made: — Page  8, 
line  17,  leave  out  from  **  the  remunera- 
tion''to  **  determine,"  in  line  20,  in- 
clusive. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  18  (Procedure  in  enlarging 
holdings). 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  8,  aftor  line  32,  insert  "  in  assigning 
land  for  the  enlargement  of  crofters'  holdings,  it 
shall  be  competent  for  the  Oommissioners,  if 
they  think  fit,  to  make  such  order  or  orders  with 
respect  to  the  fencing  of  the  said  land  as  they 
shall  consider  necessary  or  expedient. 

"It  shall  also  be  competent  to  the  Commis- 
sioners to  decide  summarily  any  questions  re- 
lating to  the  boundaries  or  marches  between 
crofts,  or  between  crofts  and  adjoining  lands. 

"  In  the  event  of  any  dispute  arising  as  to 
whether  a  person  is  a  "crofter**  within  the 
meaning  of  this  Act,  it  shall  be  competent  for 
the  Commissioners  to  determine  such  question 
summarily."— (2y«j  Lord  Advocate.) 

Me.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford) :  I  have  a  question  to  ask   with 
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regard  to  the  powers  of  the  Oommis- 
sioners  with  respect  to  fencing  the  land 
assigned  for  the  enlargement  of  crofters' 
holdings.  I  presume  that  the  first  part 
of  the  Amendment  refers  to  grazing  as 
well  as  arable  land.  If  I  am  correct  it 
appears  to  me  that  this  is  a  very  large 
power  to  give  to  the  Commissioners, 
oecause  the  cost  of  fencing  additional 
grazing  land  would  probably  be  much 
greater  than  the  cost  of  fencing  arable 
land.  I  have  not  the  figures  with  me, 
but  I  know  that  the  cost  of  such  fencing 
is  very  heavy  indeed. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BAECJLAY  (Forfarshire) : 
The  clause  is  proposed  as  much  in  the 
interest  of  the  landlord  as  of  the  crofter, 
and  would  only  apply  in  cases  where  it 
might  be  desirable  that  the  land  should 
be  inclosed. 

Mb.  FEA8ER-MACKINT0SH  (In- 
verness-shire) :  I  am  informed  that  dis- 
putes sometimes  arise  between  crofters 
and  landlords  with  regard  to  the  bounda- 
ries of  grazing  land,  which  I  think  would 
be  obviated  by  introducing,  in  line  7,  the 
wordB  "  and  grazing." 

Thb  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  (Clackmannan,  &o.) :-  I  agree 
with  the  principle  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's proposal ;  but  I  would  suggest  the 
words  should  be  '*  including  grazing." 

Amendment  proposed  to  said  proposed 
Amendment  after  **  crofts,"  in  line  7,  to 
add  *•  including  grazing." — (The  Lord 
Advocate,) 

Amendment  agreed  to, 

Mb.  FRA8ER. MACKINTOSH: 
Then  I  suggest  that  we  shoidd  add  at 
the  end  ''  and  grazing." 

Mb.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire) : 
I  think  we  should  say  '' including 
grazing  and  arable  land."  I  think 
that  decidedly  the  best  alteration. 

Amendment  proposed  to  said  proposed 
Amendment,  in  line  7,  after  '*  including 
grazing,  to  add  *'  and  arable  land." — 
[Mr,  J.  W.  Barclay.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  19  (Duration  of  the  Act). 

Db.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  I  rise  to 
ask  the  Lord  Advocate  to  agree  to  strike 
oat  the  word  ''five,"  in  line  35,  and  in- 
sert "  nineteen."  If  you  only  allow  the 
Land  Commissioners  to  make  engage- 
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ments  for  five  years,  they  will  probably 
be  unable  to  make  the  necessary  en- 
largements, because  there  will  be  a 
limited  number  of  large  farms  let  on  19 
years'  leases,  and  until  they  expire  the 
enlargements  could  take  place.  I  can- 
not see  why  the  period  of  five  years 
should  be  fixed  upon  ;  but  my  proposal 
is  to  take  19  years,  which  is  the  term  of 
the  leases. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  8, 
line  35,  to  leave  out  the  word  **five," 
and  insert  the  word  "  nineteen." — {Br, 
Clark.) 

Question  proposed,  *'That  the  word 
*  five '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Thb  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  I  think 
it  would  be  very  injurious  to  limit  the 
period  during  which  the  powers  of  the 
Land  Commission  were  to  be  exercised. 
My  idea  is  that  the  clause  expresses 
what  is  a  fair  period. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire): 
I  think  it  quite  unnecessary  to  make 
this  alteration,  the  result  of  which  would 
be  that  we  should  be  burdened  with  the 
expenses  of  the  machinery  for  another 
term  of  y^ars. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  20  to  22  agreed  to. 

Clause  23  (Use  of  sheriff  court 
houses). 

On  Motion  of  The  Lobd  Adyooate, 
the  following  Amendments  made : — 
Page  9,  line  10,  after  "use,"  insert 
"free  of  charge;"  page  9,  line  15, 
after  "  Court,"  add— 

^*  with  right  to  ezaot  the  same  fees  as  are 
exigible  by  them  for  Boryice  at  the  Bittings  of 
the  Sheriff  Court." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  24  (Eecord  of  proceedings; 
transmission  of  applications  by  sheriff 
clerk ;  sheriff  clerk's  remuneration). 

Mb.  MACFAELANE  :  (Ai^U) :  The 
object  of  the  Amendment  in  my  name  is 
to  bring  a  record  of  the  transactions  of 
the  Land  Commission  within  more  easy 
reach  of  the  tenant.  In  my  county  a 
tenant  might  have  to  trayel  100  miles  to 
ascertain  the  order  of  the  Court;  and 
therefore  I  propose  that  the  record 
should  be  kept  in  the  local  Court. 
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Amendment  proposed,  in  page  9,  line 
19,  after  the  word  **  clerk,"  to  insert  the 
words,  *'  or  his  depute  for  the  said  dis- 
trict."—(i/r.  Ifacfarhne.) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  FRASEE-MAOKINTOSH  (In- 
vemess-shire) :  I  beg  to  support  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend.  It 
would  be  very  inconyenient  in  the 
larger  counties  if  the  words  suggested 
by  him  were  not  inserted. 

Thb  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfottb)  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  I  en- 
tirely agree  that  it  is  desirable  that  this 
book  should  be  kept  in  a  local  office.  I 
do  not,  however,  think  it  necessary  to 
make  the  second  similar  Amendment 
which  the  hon.  Member  proposes  to  the 
subsequent  part  of  the  clause. 

Mb.  MACFAELANE  (Argyll):  H 
the  right  hon.  and  leamea  Gentleman 
will  agree  to  make  these  records  as  ac- 
cessible as  possible  I  do  not  wish  to 
press  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUR:  The  subject 
shall  receive  consideration. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clagse  25  (Execution  of  orders  made 
by  Commission)  agreed  to. 

Clause  26  (Forms  of  Procedure). 

On  Motion  of  The  Lobd  Advocate, 
the  following  Amendment  made: — In 
page  9,  line  38,  at  end,  add — 

'*  It  shall  be  in  the  power  of  the  Land  Com- 
mission to  make  rules  with  reference  to  pro- 
ceedings before  the  Commission,  and  also, 
with  the  approval  of  the  Treasury,  to  fix  a 
scale  of  costs  and  fees  to  be  charged  in  carrying 
the  Act  into  execution,  and  the  taxation  of  such 
costs  and  fees,  and  the  persons  by  whom,  and 
the  manner  in  which,  such  costs  and  fees  are  to 
be  paid." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  27  (Sole  arbiter  may  be  chosen) 
agreed  to. 

Clause  28  (Saving  of  the  Agricul- 
tural Holdings  Act,  1888). 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  10,  to 
leave  out  lines  9  and  10. — (Mr,  IfCul- 
looh,) 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  (Clackmannan,  &o.)  :  The 
hon.  Gentleman  will  see  that  we  make  a 
xnore  liberal  provision  by  giving  the 
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landlord  and  tenant  the  option  of  settle- 
ment under  either  Act. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.) :  In  the  case  of  manures  the 
crofter  is  entitled  to  compensation  under 
the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act.  Is  he 
entitled  under  this  Act  also  ? 

Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUE :  The  hon. 
Member  will  see  that  the  case  is  covered 
by  the  clause ;  the  words  are — 

*'Sach  yaloation  shall  be  made,  unless  the 
landlord  and  the  crofter  otherwise  agree,  by  the 
Land  Commission,  according  to  the  procedure 
prescribed  by  this  Act,  but  otherwise  subject  to 
the  proTisions  of  the  said  Act." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire) : 
Before  the  clause  is  put,  I  wish  to 
understand  the  exact  application  of  the 
last  words  of  the  clause — 

*'  But  otherwise  subject  to  the  provisionB  of 
the  said  Act." 

Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUE :  What  we  pro- 
vide for  specially  in  this  Act  are  perma- 
nent improvements ;  but  we  do  not  desire 
to  cut  off  the  claim  of  the  crofter,  if  he 
has  been  a^  manuring  tenant,  which  he 
would  have  under  the  Agricultural 
Holdings  Act. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BAECLAT  :  Would  it 
not  be  better  to  have  an  additional 
Schedule  to  the  Bill  ?  In  the  first  part 
of  the  Act  the  crofter  is  to  be  compen- 
sated for  all  improvements.  I  do  not 
see  how  the  two  Acts  can  work  together, 
and  therefore  I  propose  to  leave  out  thQ 
words — 

**  But  otherwise  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
the  said  Act," 

because  I  do  not  see  any  necessity  for 
them.  I  advocate  this  Amendment  be- 
cause the  wording  of  the  Agricultural 
Holdings  Act  is  too  complicated  to  be 
understood  by  the  bulk  of  the  people 
concerned. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  10,  to  leave  out  the  words,  "but 
otherwise  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  said 
Act."— (i^''-  J'  ^'  Barclay,) 

Question  proposed,  **Tbat  the  words 
proposed  to  to  bo  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Clause." 

Thb  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)^  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  The 
question  is  how  the  compensation  is  to 
be  oldimed  ?  I  do  not  think  the  Amend- 
ment proposed  is  desirable ;  however,  I 
will  look  into  the  matter  before  Beport. 
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Amendment  agre$d  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agr$$d  to, 

dause  29  (Definitions). 

Db.  OLABKCGaithness):  The  Amend- 
ment I  am  about  to  moye  is  one  of  great 
importance,  and  I  hope  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate will  take  it  into  his  consideration 
now,  because  upon  its  adoption  or  rejec- 
tion the  fate  of  the  great  bulk  of  the 
crofters  depends,  and  especially  of  the 
best  class  of  crofters.  The  question 
has  already  been  raised  on  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Marquess  the  Member 
for  Sutherlandshire  (the  Marquess  of 
Stafford)  ;  but  it  only  then  affected  the 
question  of  rent,  whereas  my  Amend- 
ment affects  the  crofter  as  far  as  getting 
compensation  for  improvements  and  ex- 
tension of  his  holding  is  concerned.  I 
think  we  ought  to  be  as  accurate  as  pos- 
sible in  defining  the  term  ''crofter.'' 
During  the  last  10  or  12  years  it  has 
been  uie  custom,  and  especially  since 
the  passing  of  the  Irish  Land  Act,  to 
force  leases  upon  crofters.  Now,  the 
crofters  have  always  fought  against 
leases,  because  they  are  under  the  im- 
pression that  by  accepting  a  lease  they 
are  giving  up  their  right  to  compen- 
sation. A  great  many  tenants  have 
lately  been  offered  the  alternative  of 
accepting  these  leases  or  going,  and  they 
have  accepted  the  leases.  By  inserting 
these  words  you  will  take  in  a  ereat 
number  of  crofters  who  have  been 
obliged  to  accept  leases  in  this  way» 
and  who  will  be  very  much  benefited.  I 
trust,  moreover,  that  the  Lord  Advocate 
wiU  show  that  he  is  conceding  some- 
thing to  the  crofters  who  have  a  heredi- 
tary right.  The  hereditary  argument 
strongly  applies  here,  and  if  you  apply 
it  at  all  in  the  Bill  you  ought  to  apply  it 
here. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  10, 
Hne  16,  after  the  word  ''holding,"  to 
insert  the  words  "  by  lease  for  a  term  of 
years  or."— (i>r.  Clark.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Tra  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
BaIuFOxtb)  (Clackmannan,  &c.)  :  I  was 
ander  the  impression  that  the  whole 
question  of  applying  this  Act  to  lease- 
holders had  been  very  fully  discussed, 
and  negatived.  I  must  say  that  we  are 
now  delaying  the  Committee  on  an 
a^mnsat  wluch  was  stated  at  the  out- 
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set  to  be  outside  the  scope  of  this  Bill — 
namely,  that  it  should  apply  to  lease- 
holders. The  Bill  is  intended  to  apply 
to  tenants  under  the  customary  tenure  ; 
and  if  a  person  has  taken  himself  out  of 
that  category,  that  is  a  very  different 
position  to  the  position  of  the  tenant  we 
are  dealing  wiiJi ;  and  it  would  not  be 
right  that  the  Bill  should  step  in  and 
alter  the  existiog  arrangement.  I  think 
there  may  be  some  hard  cases  arise; 
but  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  Member  was 
happy  in  instancing  improving  leases, 
because  we  all  know  that  in  those  cases 
the  tenant  gets  the  holding  at  a  very 
low  figure,  which  he  pays  partly  by  rent 
and  partly  by  improvements. 

Me.  MAOFARLANE  (Argyll):  It 
will  be  remembered  that  in  the  Irish 
Land  Act  it  was  provided  that  if  a 
tenant  could  show  that  a  lease  had  been 
forced  upon  him  it  should  be  set  aside. 
That  provision  has  been  applied,  and 
applied  successfully;  and,  therefore,  I 
would  suggest  that  we  should  leave  out 
the  words  "from  year  to  year."  Persons 
of  this  class  only  accept  leases  of  this 
kind  with  the  greatest  reluctanee,  and 
therefore  they  ought  not  to  be  excluded 
from  the  benefit  of  this  Act.  "What  I 
want  to  ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  is  this — that  the  Government 
shall  treat  these  people  somewhat  on  the 
same  basis  as  the  Irish  peasants  were 
treated  by  the  Irish  Land  Act ;  and  if 
they  can  show  that  leases  have  been 
recently  forced  upon  them  they  shall  be 
able  to  obtain  the  benefits  of  this  Act — 
such  as  th^  are. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  A  previous 
Amendment  to  Clause  6  on  this  point 
was  negatived,  and  the  Committee  have, 
therefore,  refused  to  go  into  the  ques- 
tion of  leases.  This  Ajoiendment,  there- 
fore, will  be  out  of  Order. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness):  But  that 
Amendment  on  Clause  6  did  not  apply  to 
other  clauses.  I  would  ask  you.  Sir, 
can  a  division  of  this  Committee  upon  a 
question  on  Clause  6  affect  a  question  on 
Clause  8,  and  Clauses  11  and  12?  We 
have  altered  the  Bill  as  far  as  Section  3 
is  concerned ;  but  Sections  ^  and  6  have 
not  been  affected  by  that  alteration.  I 
shoTild  like  to  see  the  same  principle  ap- 
plied to  this  case. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.):  Section  6,  on  which  we 
took  a  division,  only  applies  to  the  fixing 
of  rent,  while  this  Amendment  applies 
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to  the  fixing  of  tenure ;  and  I  woidd 
ask  you,  therefore.  Sir,  if  that  is  not 
different  ? 

The  OHAIEMAN:  This  Definition 
Clause  which  we  are  now  on  applies 
to  the  whole  Bill;  and  therefore  the 
Amendment,  if  passed,  woidd  be  incon- 
sistent with  the  Amendment  we  nega- 
tived on  Clause  6.  Under  those  circum- 
stances, it  is  out  of  Order  at  this  stage. 

Dk.  OLAEK  :  I  beg  to  withdraw  my 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Me.  MAODONALD  CAMEEON 
(Wick,  &c.):  I  do  not  think  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Lord 
Advocate  can  complain  that  I  have 
troubled  him  much  with  Amendments. 
I  will  withdraw  the  first  one  which 
stands  in  my  name;  but  I  think  my 
second  one,  in  page  10,  line  16,  to  leave 
out  all  after '* holding,"  to  "holding," 
in  line  17,  inclusive,  is  a  very  important 
one.  I  represent  a  very  important  g^oup 
of  boroughs,  the  inhabitants  of  which 
are  greatly  interested  in  this  point,  as 
many  of  them  are  engaged  part  of  the 
year  fishing,  and  I  shall  be  glad  if  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  can 
see  his  way  to  accept  my  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  10, 
line  16,  to  leare  out  all  after  the  word 
** holding,"  to  ''holding."  in  line  17, 
inclusive. — {Mr.Maodondd  Cameron.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  Deleft  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfottb)  (Clackmannan,  &c.)  :  Of 
course,  the  object  of  introducing  these 
words  was  to  out  out  that  kind  of  person 
who  has  some  other  business,  and  does 
not  reside  on  his  holding.  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  words  as  they  now 
stand  might  not  be  pressed  against  a 
man  who  is  away  half  the  year  fishing, 
and  I  shall  not  press  them  if  any  satis- 
factory words  can  be  found. 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  EOBEETSON  (Bute) : 
I  cannot  see  that  that  difficulty  stands 
in  the  way  of  the  acceptance  of  the 
words  of  the  Bill  as  they  stand.  It  ap- 
pears to  me  that  the  case  of  such  people 
as  have  been  mentioned  will  be  met  by 
the  other  sections  of  the  Bill ;  but  I  un- 
derstand that  the  words  of  this  clause 
are  supposed  to  apply  to  a  yery  dif- 
ferent Mnd  of  persons — who  are  really 

Sir  0$Gr$e  CamphtU 


burgesses  having  a  small  holding  out- 
side the  towns  in  which  they  live.  That 
is  that  they  have  their  holdings  as  a 
luxury.  I  am  bound  to  say  that  I  think 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
words  are  quite  right ;  and  I  do  not  see 
how  the  hon.  Meniber  can  imagine  that 
his  constituents  will  be  damaged  by 
them,  unless  they  are  tradesmen  first 
of  all  and  small  farmers  afterwards. 

Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUR :  Perhaps  I 
may  suggest  that  the  difficulty  may  be 
so  far  solved  by  leaying  out  the  word 
*«  habitually." 

Mr.  MAOFAELANE  (Argyll) :  I  was 
just  going  to  suggest  to  leave  out  the 
word  *'  habitually,"  and  insert  the  word 


B.  J.  B.  BALFOUE  :  No ;  I  think 
it  is  better  to  leave  out  the  word  ''  habi- 
tually "  altogether. 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  EOBEETSON :  Yes ; 
leave  out  the  word  "  habitually  "  alto- 
gether. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  CAMEEON: 
There  is  a  large  class  who  will  be  en- 
tirely excluded  from  the  benefits  of  this 
Bill  if  my  Amendment  is  not  accepted. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BAECLAY  (Forfarshire)  : 
I  put  down  an  Amendment  to  insert 
**  or  in  the  vicinity  of." 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUE:  I  should  be 
sorry  to  cut  out  anybody ;  but  the  words 
are  meant  to  meet  the  case  which  exists 
in  some  parts  of  burgesses  who  have 
farms  outside. 

Mr.  MACFAELANE  ( ArcyU) :  I  am 
quite  sure  that  a  very  large  class  of  per- 
sons is  by  no  means  covered  by  tnese 
words.  I  have  a  large  number  of  letters 
from  people,  including  such  persons  as 
the  doctor  and  the  minister,  complaining 
that  this  clause  will  exclude  their  hold- 
ings from  the  operation  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUE :  I  am  afraid 
that  this  is  neither  a  Clerical  nor  a 
Medical  Bill ;  and,  therefore,  I  cannot 
see  why  gentlemen  of  those  Professions 
should  be  included. 

Mr.  MACFAELANE :  I  am  not  ad- 
vocating the  case  of  these  gentlemen; 
but  I  want  to  know  whether  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Lord 
Advocate  will  modify  the  clause  so  as  to 
include  the  spirit  and  not  the  letter  of 
the  Bill  ? 

Mr.  FEASEE-MACKINTOSH  (In- 
verness-shire) :  I  would  sugarest  to  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that 
if,  instead  of  the  word  «*  resides,"  he 
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inserted  ''  cultivates,"  his  holding,  he 
would  obtain  his  object. 

Dr.  B.  MACDONALD  (Ross  and  Cro- 
marty) :  I  think  that  the  best  Amend- 
ment we  oan  accept  is  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Forfarshire  (Mr.  J.  W. 
Barclay),  which  comes  next. 

Mb.  MAODONALD  CAMERON 
f  Wick) :  I  am  quite  willing  to  accept  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Alember  for  In- 
▼emess-shire  (Mr.  Fraser-Mackintosh), 
which  comes  as  an  Amendment  to  mine. 
A  number  of  the  people  whom  I  have 
in  my  eye  are  evicted  crofters  in  the 
old  sense  of  the  term,  and  I  think  that 
they  are  entitled  to  get  all  the  benefits  of 
any  measure  of  this  kind. 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  (Bute) : 
We  shall  be  much  better  without  the 
word  "generally."  I  think  the  word 
"  resides "  absolutely  will  be  much 
better  than  any  other.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber wants  to  go  further  than  is  proposed 
in  any  of  the  suggestions  yet  made,  for  he 
wants  to  include  in  the  Bill  people  who 
live  on  their  feus.  I  beg  to  say  that 
we  should  be  going  far  beyond  the  in- 
struction given  to  this  Oommittee  by 
the  House  if  we  were  to  go  into  the 
grievances  of  people  who  live  on  their 
smaU  feus,  but  who  are  also  small 
fiEirmers  outside.  I  think  the  whole  case 
will  be  met  if  we  merely  strike  out  the 
word  "habitually." 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll:  I 
want  to  put  a  question  to  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate. Suppose  a  crofter  has  two  hold- 
ings and  he  lives  on  one  of  them,  will 
he  lose  the  benefits  of  this  Act  in  regard 
to  the  other  ? 

Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUR :  I  am  afraid 
that  he  woidd  only  get  the  benefits  of 
the  Act  for  the  one  on  which  he  resided 
last. 

Mr.  MAOFARLANE  :  Then  he  would 
be  deprived  of  the  benefits  of  the  Act  in 
regard  to  his  second  holding  ? 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR:  WeU,  that  is 
not  the  question. 

Mr.  MAOFARLANE:  Suppose  a  man 
has  a  holding  half  of  which  is  situated 
on  one  property  and  half  on  another. 
Suppose  he  has  a  small  patch  of  arable 
land  from  one  landlord  and  a  house  and 
some  pasture  from  another,  will  he  be 
excluded  ? 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR:  I  entirely 
agree  that  that  is  a  case  that  ought  to 
be  met ;  and  I  shall  be  willing  to  accept 
an  Amendment  dealing  with  uie  matter. 


Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire) : 
There  are  a  great  many  crofters  in  the 
Highlands  who  have  houses  inside  some 
of  the  little  hamlets,  and  I  say  that  they 
are  quite  entitled  to  the  benefits  of  this 
Act. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  CAMERON 
(WickJ :  I  beg  leave  to  withdraw  my 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfottr)  (Clackmannan,  &o.) :  Now,  I 
beg  to  move  to  omit  the  word  "  habitu- 
ally." 

Amendment  agr$ed  to. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire) : 
I  move,  in  page  10,  line  17,  after  "  on," 
insert  "  or  m  the  vicinity  of."  The  ob- 
ject of  the  Amendment  is  this.  Suppose 
a  man  has  a  holding  consisting  of  two 
parts-— one  in  the  hamlet  and  the  other 
outside.  That  is  a  case  which  ought  to 
be  considered,  and  it  will  not  involve  a 
great  matter  of  disadvantage  to  the  land- 
owners. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  10, 
line  17,  after  the  word  **on,"  to  insert 
**  or  in  the  vicinity  of."— (Jfr.  J,  W. 
Barclay.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B.  . 
Balfour)  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  May  I 
point  out  to  the  Committee  that  these 
words  would  take  no  cognizance  of  the 
kind  of  land  which  was  in  question  ?  A 
man  worth  £5,000  a-year  might  come 
in  as  a  crofter,  under  these  words,  and 
take  advantage  of  the  benefits  of  this 
Act. 

Mr.  GREGORY  (Sussex,  East  Grin- 
stead)  :  It  appears  to  me  that  we  have 
got  into  a  difficulty  by  omitting  the  word 
**  habitually."  We  do  not  want  to  in- 
clude within  the  Act  a  man  who  has 
other  means  of  living ;  and  therefore  I 
would  suggest  that  we  should  include 
the  words  '*  who  is  dependent  on  his 
holding." 

Mr.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.)  :  The 
vital  objection  to  that  is  that  most 
crofters  in  the  Highlands  are  fishermen, 
and  they  would  be  excluded  altogether 
by  such  words. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  How  would 
the  word  **  occupies  "  do  ? 
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Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUE :  I  am  afraid 
that  residence  is  the  only  qualification 
that  we  can  accept. 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  How 
would  it  do  to  say  "  lives  in  a  crofting 
parish  ?  ** 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUE:  I  think  we 
must  have  the  residential  qualification  ? 

Mb.  Mcculloch  (Glasgow,  St. 
Bollox) :  I  think  that  the  question  of 
occupation  should  be  quite  sufficient.  I 
have  known  this  residential  qualifica- 
tion used  for  the  oppression  of  tenants, 
and  I  can  quote  cases  in  which  people 
who  have  been  unable  to  live  on  their 
holdings  have  been  deprived  of  benefits 
to  which  they  were  entitled. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  &c.) :  What  we  want  to  know  is 
whether  such  cases  as  have  been  men- 
tioned ought  not  to  be  included  in  the 
Bill ;  and  if  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  says  they  ought,  then  we  are 
willing  to  wait  for  him  to  introduce 
words  to  deal  with  the  matter. 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUE :  I  thought  I 
had  made  myself  perfectly  clear  on  this 
point.  If  a  person  has  a  piece  of  land 
quite  separate  from  his  house,  and  he  is 
a  prosperous  person  apart  from  this 
land,  he  is  not  the  kind  of  person  who 
should  come  under  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill ;  but  if  it  is  a  genuine  case  it 
ought  to  be  dealt  with. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BAECLAY  (Forfarshire): 
But  how  does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
intend  to  deal  with  it  ? 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUE :  I  propose  to 
deal  with  it  by  inserting  words  to  show 
that  he  should  have  land  which  is  part 
of  the  same  possession. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BAECLAY :  I  think  that 
we  should  have  some  definition  from 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
now.  He  appears  to  be  afraid  that  a 
number  of  people  are  going  to  get  the 
benefits  of  this  Act  who  are  not  entitled 
to  them;  but  I  do  not  think  the  benefits 
will  be  worth  so  much  after  all. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford) :  It  really  seems  to  me  that  hon. 
Members  opposite  are  pressing  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  too  much. 
He  has  expressed  his  sympathy  with 
the  point  they  have  advanced,  and  he 
has  promised  to  deal  with  the  question 
on  Eeport.  I  hope,  therefore,  we  may 
be  allowed  now  to  come  to  a  decision. 
If  the  hon.  Member  for  Forfarshire  (Mr. 
J.  W.  Barclay)  is  not  satisfied  with  the 
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undertaking  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  let  him  press  his 
Amendment,  and  let  us  take  a  division 
upon  it. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  84  ; 
Noes  183:  Majority  49.  — (Div.  Ligt, 
No.  82.) 

Mr.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny,  8.) :  I  beg 
to  move  after  the  word  *^ holding"  in 
the  same  line  to  insert  these  words — 

'*  Or  who  residM  in  a  crofting  parish  and  ia 
mainly  dependent  on  agriculture  or  fiahing  for 
his  livelihood." 

Question  proposed, ' '  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  (Clackmannan,  &c.)  :  That 
would  involve  a  very  large  and  com- 
plicated addition  to  the  clause,  and 
therefore  I  cannot  accept  it.  I  think 
the  hon.  Member  would  do  better  to 
bring  up  the  words  on  Beport. 

Mr.  BIGQAE  (Cavan,  W.) :  Many 
of  the  people  living  in  these  crofting 
parishes  are  fishermen  in  addition  to 
possessing  a  holding,  and  I  think  they 
should  be  included  in  the  Bill.  I  think 
the  Committee  should  give  effect,  there- 
fore, to  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Friend. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  (Manchester, 
E.) :  I  do  not  think  that  the  contention 
of  the  hon.  Member  is  unreasonable ; 
but  it  is  a  difficult  thing  to  introduce 
into  the  Bill  matter  of  such  moment  on 
occasions  like  this  and  on  the  spur  of 
the  moment.  I  cannot  see,  therefore, 
that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Lord  Advocate  is  unreasonable 
in  asking  that  the  question  shall  be  left 
over  until  Beport. 

Mr.  chance  :  I  think  that  this  is 
a  matter  which  can  be  better  dealt  with 
at  this  stage  than  on  Beport.  It  in- 
volves a  simple  matter  of  fact,  and  ought 
to  be  settled  at  once. 

Mr.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  (Edin- 
burgh and  St.  Andrew's  Universities) : 
The  hon.  Member  who  has  brought  in 
this  Amendment  does  not  appear  to  be 
aware  of  its  effect.  He  is  only  including 
one  industry  which  a  crofter  may  be 
open  to  engage  himself  in  during  a  por- 
tion of  his  time  ;  but  I  think  there  are 
many  others  besides  fishing  which 
ought  not  to  be  excluded  from  the 
beneOts     of    this      Act.        The     hon. 
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Momber  has  oontribated  Bome  ex- 
ceedingly yaluable  Buggeetions  during 
the  sitting  of  the  Oommittee  on  this 
Bill ;  bat  if  he  will  allow  me  to  say  so,  I 
think  he  has  gone  a  little  beyond  his 
depth  on  this  occasion.  No  doubt  the 
Amendment  is  intejided  to  get  rid  of  a 
difficulty,  but  the  acceptance  of  it  would 
bring  about  a  much  greater  one.  I  hope 
tiie  hon.  Member  will  not  press  the 
matter. 

Mb.  CHANGE:  The  Amendment 
points  out  that  a  man  must  be  mainly 
dependent  upon  his  croft  or  fishing,  and 
I  am  quite  sure  that  hon.  Members  will 
agree  tiiat  unless  he  is  so  '<  mainly 
dependent"  he  ought  not  to  haye  the 
benefits  of  this  Act. 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MAODONALD :  If  they 
are  not  "  mainly  dependent  on  agricul- 
ture "  they  ou^ht  not  to  be  included  in 
the  Bill,  and  it  is  for  that  reason  that 
this  Amendment  should  not  be  pressed. 
I  earnestly  trust  it  will  not  be  insisted 
upon. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  :  I  agree  with  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)  that  the  Amend- 
ment would  introduce  fresh  difficulties 
into  the  BUI,  and  that  it  is  better  that  it 
should  not  be  pressed. 

Mb.  CHANCE:  I  shall  be  glad  to 
withdraw  my  Amendment,  on  the  under- 
standing tha4;  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  will  introduce  words  on 
Beport  to  meet  the  case  which  has  been 
brought  forward. 

Mb.  J.  B.  BALEOUE:  I  will  en- 
deavour to  introduce  words  on  Beport 
which  will  meet  the  yiews  of  the  Com- 
Diittee 

Mb.'j.  E.  0'DOHERTT(Donegal^.) : 
I  shoxdd  like  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
GenUeman  to  consider  this  point.  Take 
the  case  of  a  crofter  who  is  fairly  pros- 
perous, and  is  anxious  to  enlarge  his 
holding,  and  succeeds  in  getting  an  addi- 
tional piece  of  land  from  anower  land- 
lord, but  continues  to  reside  on  his  old 
eroft.  How  will  he  be  included  in  the 
Bill  ?  How  can  you  deal  with  a  case  of 
that  sort,  unless  you  insert  some  such 
Amendment  as  this  ? 

Mr.  CHANCE :  Surely  a  man  should 
not  be  excluded  from  the  benefits  of  the 
Act  because,  with  a  yiew  of  adding  to 
his  income,  he  liyes  in  a  miserable  little 
crofting  -rillage,  and  does  some  black- 
smith's work?    That  would  really  be 

VOL.  OOOV.     [thibd  sbbibs.] 


discouraging  industry  amongst  these 
poor  people. 

Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUE :  I  propose  to 
meet  cases  of  that  kind. 

Mb.  CHANCE:  Then,  under  those 
circumstances,  I  withdraw  my  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment,  by  leaye,  witMraum, 

Sib  JAMES  FEEGUSSON  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  I  beg,  Sir,  to  moye  the 
Amendment  which  stands  in  the  name 
of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Lanark  (Mr.  Baird),  which  is  as 
follows  : — In  page  10,  line  18,  to  leaye 
out  <'thirtjr,"  and  insert  **  fifteen."  It 
is  not  desirable  to  create  a  number  of 
small  farms  upon  which,  in  a  precarious 
climate,  people  can  scarcely  exist.  I 
remember,  for  instance,  parts  of  my  own 
county  upon  which  the  population  oarely 
exists.  This  state  of  existence  is  un- 
suited  to  modem  times.  Families  either 
consolidate  their  holdings,  or  giye  them 
up  and  retire  ;  but  for  Parliament  de- 
liberately to  create  a  new  system  of 
small  farms  in  these  days  would  be  an 
anachronism  and  retrograde  moyement, 
not  in  accord  with  the  ordinary  progress 
of  the  age. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  10, 
line  18,  to  leaye  out  the  word  **  thirty," 
and  insert  the  word  **  fifteen." — {Sir 
JameB  F$rgw9(m,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'  thirty  '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Thb  LOED  advocate  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoxtb)  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  I  cannot 
accept  this  Amendment  at  all.  The 
Boyal  Commissioners,  in  their  Report, 
say — 

**  For  the  purposes  of  this  inquiry  and  Beport, 
we  limit  the  class  of  crofters  to  tenants  paying 
not  more  than  J630  annual  rent ; '' 

and,  no  doubt,  the  great  majority 
of  the  crofter  holdings  are  xmder 
£30.  We  took  the  largest  figure 
named  by  the  Commissioners ;  and  I 
would  submit,  tiiough  they  say  there 
should  not  be  additional  land  giyen,  that 
we  may  yery  well  giye  the  benefits  of 
the  Act  to  all  who  come  under  the  defini- 
tion '*  tenants  paying  not  more  than  £80 
annual  rent." 
Amendment,  by  leaye,  witMravm, 

Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &o.) :  I  beg  to  moye,  in  page  10, 
line  19,  after  "parish,"  to  insert  '*or  a 
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tenant  of  a  like  holding  whose  lease  has 
expired."  The  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment is  to  put  the  Scotch  crofter  in  exactly 
the  same  position  as  the  Irish  crofter  who 
holds  unaer  the  Act  of  1881.  I  hold  in 
my  hand  the  Irish  Land  Act  of  1881, 
and  I  find  that,  according  to  that,  a 
lessee  cannot  have  a  fair  rent,  but  that 
at  the  expiration  of  his  lease  he  has  the 
privilege  of  an  ordinary  tenant,  and  the 
benefits  of  the  Act.  I  do  hope  that  the 
Lord  Advocate  will  put  the  Scotch  crofter 
in  the  same  position  as  the  Irish  crofter 
at  the  expiration  of  a  lease  that  has  come 
down  for  hundreds  and  thousands  of 
years.  I  hope  that  at  the  end  of  his 
lease  he  will  not  be  allowed  to  find  him- 
self in  a  worse  position  than  an  ordinary 
tenant. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  10, 
line  19,  after  the  word  ''parish,"  to  in- 
sert the  words  ''or  a  tenant  of  a  like 
holding  whose  lease  has  expired." — {Sir 
O$org0  Campbell,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  tiiere  inserted." 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfottb)  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  I  should 
think  that  in  cases  where  leases  have 
been  granted  for  ''  hundreds  and 
thousands  of  years  "  these  words  would 
be  hardly  necessary.  A  person  whose 
lease  has  expired  is  a  tenant  from  year 
to  vear. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL:  If  the 
Lord  Advocate  is  quite  clear  that  that  is 
the  true  interpretation  of  the  law,  I  am 
perfectly  satisfied,  and  will  withdraw  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  MACFAELANE  (Argyll) :  The 
hon.  Member  has,  I  think,  misunder- 
stood the  Lord  Advocate.  Does  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  say 
that  the  tenant  who  at  the  time  of  the 
passing  of  this  Act  is  under  a  lease  will, 
at  the  expiration  of  that  lease,  become 
what  the  Irish  Land  Act  calls  a  present 
tenant  ? 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL :  He  be- 
comes a  tenant  from  year  to  year. 

Mr.  MACFAELANE :  No ;  a  present 
tenant.    If  he  means  that  I  shall  be 

SfttlsfiAQ 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUE :  I  do  not 
understand  that  the  Amendment  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Kirkcaldy 
(Sir  George  Campbell)  is  meant  to 
apply  to  the  case  of  any  person  who  at 
any  future  time  has  a  lease  running 

Sir  &$9rge  Campbell 


out.  I  understand  that  when  an  inquiry 
arises  and  the  point  comes  in  question, 
and  a  tenant  has  no  lease,  it  will  beheld 
that  he  is  holding  from  year  to  year. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire)  : 
What  is  to  happen  to  the  tenant  whose 
lease  expires  one  year  after  the  Act 
comes  into  operation  ? 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUE:  Why,  he  is 
then  no  longer  a  leaseholder,  but  a 
yearly  tenant.  We  must  not  talk  about 
different  things.  If,  when  the  question 
arises,  the  lease  is  still  current,  then  it 
is  a  compact,  with  all  the  incidence  of  a 
compact,  and  with  the  right  to  bring  it 
to  an  end ;  but  if  that  contract  has  ex- 
pired, and  the  tenant  has  become  an 
ordinary  tenant  from  year  to  year,  he 
will,  of  course,  be  treated  as  such. 

Dr.  CLAEK  (Caithness) :  I  have  this 
morning  received  several  letters  with 
regard  to  this  point.  The  people  who 
write  to  me  are  a  number  of  tenants 
whose  leases  are  expiring,  and  one  of 
them  is  the  Secretary  to  the  Land  Law 
Eeform  Association  of  his  parish.  I 
have  a  letter  from  this  gentleman,  say* 
ing  that  his  lease  will  expire  next  year, 
and  that  unless  he  agrees  to  take  a  new 
lease  he  will  have  to  ffo.  The  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy 
will  put  an  end  to  that  state  of  things. 
[Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour  :  Not  at  all.]  We 
must  thoroughly  understand  this  point. 
The  landlord  will  give  a  leaseholder 
notice  to  quit  at  the  expiration  of  his 
lease,  that  leaseholder  will  leave,  his  im- 
provements will  be  confiscated,  and  he 
will  be  debarred  from  the  privileges  of 
this  Bill. 

Mr.  CHANCE  ^Kilkenny,  8.):  I 
would  point  out  to  tne  Committee  that, 
under  die  d9th  section  we  are  discuss- 
ing, the  definition  of  a  crofter  is  ''a 
tenant  of  a  holding  from  year  to  year." 
Then,  if  we  turn  to  the  16th  section, 
which  defines  the  scope  of  the  Bill,  we 
find— 

*'  This  Act  ahaU  apply  to  eyery  orofter  who 
is  the  tenant  of  a  holding  at  the  passing  of  this 
Act,  and  to  his  heirs,  in  the  same  manner  as  if 
the  tenancy  were  a  lease.'' 

Supposing  a  man  is  a  tenant  under  a 
lease,  he  clearly  is  not  **  now  "  a  tenant 
from  year  to  year,  according  to  the  terms 
of  this  Bill,  and  in  that  way  this  measure 
differs  in  its  application  from  the  Irish 
Land  Act  of  1881.  It  was  provided  in 
the  Irish  Act  that  a  tenant  under  a 
lease  should,  at  the  expiration  of  his 
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lease,  be  deemed  a  present  tenant.  In 
England  and  Lreland,  it  is  clear  that  on 
the  expiration  of  a  lease  the  tenant  be- 
oomes  the  permissiye  occupant,  and  not 
a  tenant  from  year  to  year,  although,  of 
course,  if  the  landlord  does  anjthmg  in 
the  way  of  recognizing  him  as  such,  he 
may  become  a  tenant  from  year  to  year. 
A  landlord  in  Ireland  may  let  such  a 
man  remain  on  his  holdiD^^  for  a  time, 
and  then  summarily  eject  him,  if  he  can 
show  that  he  has  done  nothing  to  recog- 
nise him  as  a  tenant  from  year  to  year. 

Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUE :  With  us, 
unless  notice  were  given  the  requisite 
period  before  the  new  year  has  oom- 
menoed,  the  tenant  would  haye  become 
a  tenant  from  year  to  year. 

Mb.  chance  :  The  Bill,  under  the 
combined  operation  of  the  16th  and  39th 
sections,  only  extends  to  tenants  now 
occupying  their  holdings  as  tenants  from 
year  to  year.  A  person  who  is  now  a 
leaseholder  will  not  come  within  the 
operation  of  the  Act,  and  no  future  pro- 
ceeding will  ever  bring  him  under  the 
Act 

Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUE :  It  has  been 
twice  decided  by  the  Committee  that 
present  leaseholders  shall  not  come 
within  the  Act. 

Sib  GEOEQE  CAMPBELL :  There 
IS  some  ambiguity  about  the  Amend- 
ment, and  I  would  ask  leave  to  with- 
draw it,  80  that  I  may  move  it  again  in 
this  shape — 

*<  Or  a  tenant  of  a  like  holding,  nnder  an  ex- 
iiting  lease,  on  the  expiration  of  his  lease." 

TheOHAIEMAN:  I  think  that  that 
Amendment  would  be  out  of  Order.  We 
have  already  decided  against  the  inclu- 
sion of  leaseholders. 

Sib  GBOEGE  CAMPBELL :  I  sub- 
mit that  the  Committee  has  only  decided 
as  to  the  position  of  a  leaseholder,  on 
the  expiration  of  his  lease,  as  regards 
certain  privileges. 

Thb  CHATKMA.N;  It  would  be  im- 
possible to  insert  a  provision  to  this 
effect. 

Mb.  J.  E.  O'DOHEETY  (Donegal, 
N.):  Before  the  hon.  Member  with- 
draws his  Amendment,  let  me  point  out 
the  inconvenieuce  which  the  Bill  would 
cause  without  it.  There  are  tenants 
holding  leases,  upon  whom,  before  the 
expiration  of  those  leases,  notice  to  quit 
would  be  served.  In  all  those  cases,  as 
I  understand  it,  by  the  law  of  Bcotiand, 
the  9tsiu$  of  the  tenant  is  exactiy  the 


same  as  that  of  tenants  in  England,  on 
the  expiration  of  their  leases.  He  is 
utterly  unprotected  against  eviction. 
How  are  you  going  to  deal  with  the 
class  who  have  not  acquired  the  itatui 
of  tenants  from  year  to  year,  and  who 
are  wholly  at  the  mercy  of  the  land- 
lords ?  I  think  the  hon.  Qentieman  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  (Sir  George 
Campbell)  should  press  this  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  (Edin- 
burgh and  St.  Andrew's  Universities) : 
May  I  point  out  that  the  proposal  is  to 
deal  witii  a  case  that  was  not  contem- 
plated in  this  clause.  The  intention  of 
the  Bill  is  to  deal  with  the  cases  of 
crofters  who  sit  in  their  holdings  with- 
out any  legal  or  ordinary  contract.  It 
is  not  proposed  to  deal  with  such  per- 
sons as,  by  reason  of  education  and  other 
circumstances,  are  able  to  look  after  their 
own  interests,  and  have  entered  into  cer- 
tain contracts  with  their  landlords.  No 
doubt,  if  a  lease  expires  and  the  person 
who  holds  it  is  allowed  to  remain  on  in 
occupation  of  the  holding,  he  then  be- 
comes, by  law,  a  leaseholder  from  year 
to  year.  There  can  be  no  question 
about  that,  and  such  a  person  having 
no  contract  will  get  the  benefit  of  this 
Act.  To  say  that  the  leaseholder  who 
holds  by  written  contract,  and  is  there- 
fore presumed  to  be  able  to  take  care  of 
himself,  should  be  placed  in  the  posi- 
tion of  a  crofter  in  ordinary  circum- 
stances, is  going  altogether  beyond  the 
scope  of  mis  %ill.  A  leaseholder  of 
that  kind  is  not  intended  to  be  dealt 
with  in  this  Bill  at  all. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  Does  the  hon. 
Member  withdraw  his  Amendment  ? 

Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL :  Yes. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdraton. 

Mb.  KIMBEE  (Wandsworth):  I 
should  like  to  take  up  the  next  Amend- 
ment, to  a  certain  extent.  The  clause 
says — 

'* '  Crofting  parish '  means  a  parish  in  which 
there  are  at  the  commencement  of  this  Act,  or 
have  been  within  eighty  years  prior  thereto, 
holdings  consisting  ox  arable  land  held  with  a 
right  of  pasturage  in  common  with  others,  &c.*' 

Instead  of  the  word  **or,"  I  would  move 
that  the  word  *'and"  be  inserted.  In 
this  definition  of  the  words  '*  crofting 
parish,"  there  is  this  defect — that  pro- 
vision is  not  made  for  dealing  simply 
with  parishes  that  have  crofters  in  them 
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at  the  present  time.  A  oarefol  reading 
of  the  nrst  lines  of  this  sub-seotion  will 
show  that  it  means  that  a  orofting 
parish  implies  a  parish  where  there  are 
at  the  commencement  of  this  Act,  or 
have  been  within  78  or  80  years,  these 
holdings  consisting  of  arable  land  held 
with  a  right  of  pasturage  in  common 
with  others.  So  that  if  79  years  ago 
these  conditions  prevailed,  though  they 
do  not  prevail  now,  and  have  not  for 
l^e  last  60  or  70  years,  still  the  parish 
would  be  a  crofting  parish  within  the 
meaning  of  this  Act.  f"  No,  no."]  An 
hon.  Member  says  *' Wo,  no;"  but  I 
venture  respectfully  to  differ  from  him, 
and  I  submit  to  the  Ix^rd  Advocate  whe- 
ther this  clause  does  not  mean  that  a 
crofting  parish  is  not  necessarily  one  in 
which  there  are  crofters  at  the  present 
time,  but  a  parish  in  which  there  were 
crofters  70  years  ago? 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  10,  line 
21,  to  leave  out  the  word  **  or,"  and  in- 
sert the  word  *'  and." — {Mr.  Kimher.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  word 
'  or '  stand  part  of  the  Olause." 

The  LOED  ADVOOATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  (Clackmannan,  &c.)  :  This 
word  has  been  designedly  introduced 
here,  and  I  will  state  to  the  Oommittee 
why.  A  crofter,  according  to  the  provi- 
sions of  this  Act,  need  not  necessanly  be 
a  person  who  has  a  share  of  a  right  of 
pasturage  with  others.  If  you  get  a 
parish  in  which  there  are  present  crofters, 
although  there  are  no  holdings  consist- 
ing of  arable  land  held  with  a  right  of 
pasturage  in  common  with  others,  yet 
the  crofter  will  come  within  the  opera- 
tion of  this  Act,  and  the  parish  will  be  a 
crofting  parish.  It  will,  therefore,  be 
quite  evident  that  these  words  are  quite 
necessary. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdraum, 

Mb.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL  (Glasgow  and 
Aberdeen  Universities) :  I  beg  to  move, 
in  line  21,  to  leave  out ''  eighty,"  for  the 
purpose  of  inserting  **  forty."  It  seems 
to  me  that  80  years  is  a  very  long  time 
over  which  to  extend  the  researches  as 
to  the  customs  of  a  parish.  In  most 
cases  proof  of  there  having  been  com- 
mon pasturage  at  so  remote  a  date  as  70 
or  80  years  ago  will  be  of  the  vaguest 
and  most  uncertain  kind.  If  the  clause 
is  allowed  to  stand  as  at  present  framed, 
I  very  much  fear  that  false  hopes  will 
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be  held  out  to  people^  and  that  many 
dilutes  will  be  occasioned.  Forly  years 
is  a  term  well  understood  in  Scotland ; 
it  is,  comparatively  speaking,  a  short 
term,  and  there  would  not  be  much 
difiieidty  in  ascertaining  whether,  during 
that  period,  the  conditions  mentioned  in 
the  section  had  existed. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  10, 
line  21,  to  leave  out  the  word  **  eighty," 
and  insert  the  word  "forty." — (Ifr.  J, 
A,  Campbell.) 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  word 
'  eighty '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Thb  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  B. 
BaiiFOub)  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  It  would 
be  very  inconvenient  if  this  Amendment 
were  accepted.  This  is  not  a  question 
that  has  anything  to  do  with  prescrip- 
tion, and  anyone  who  knows  anything 
of  the  history  of  the  Highland  holdings 
must  be  aware  that  if  you  limited  this 
period  to  40  years  you  would  not  get 
at  a  large  number  of  the  worst  oases. 
Eighty  years  is  quite  sufficient,  we 
think,  to  cover  all  cases. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mb.  Mcculloch  (Glasgow,  St. 
Eollox) :  I  beg  to  move  to  leave  out  the 
following  words : — 

<*  Ck)nsi8ting  of  arable  land  held  with  a  right 
of  pasturage  in  oommon  with  others,  and  in 
which  there  still  are  tenants  of  holdings  from 
year  to  year,  who  habitually  reside  on  theiv 
holdings." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  10, 
line  22,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
'*  holdings,"  to  the  word  '*  holdings,"  in 
line  25,  inclusive. — (Mr.  WCulloeh.) 

Question  proposed,  '^That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoxtr)  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  I  do  not 
think  this  would  be  workable,  as  it 
would  destroy  the  specific  difference  be- 
tween crofters  and  ordinary  tenants. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

On  Motion  of  The  Lord  Advocatb, 
the  following  Amendments  made: — 
Page  10,  line  27,  after  *'a,"  insert 
"dwelling;"  after  "house,"  insert 
"  situated  in  a  crofting  parish." 

Thb  chairman  called  upon  Mr. 
J.  W.  Babclay  to  move  the  next  Amend- 
ment. 
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Mb.  FRA8ER-MA0KINT0SH  (In- 
yerness-shire) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Lord 
Advocate  to  explain  his  definition  of 
the  word  **  cottar."  When  he  says, 
"who  pays  no  rent  to  the  landlord," 
what  does  he  mean  by  **  landlord  ?  " 

The  chairman  :  I  have  called  on 
the  hon.  GFentleman  the  Member  for 
Ferfiarsliire  to  move  the  next  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BAEOLAY  (Forfarshire) : 
I  beg  to  move  to  leave  out,  in  line  28, 
the  words  '*who  pays  no  rent  to  the 
landlord."  I  wish  to  give  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  an  opportunity 
to  explain  the  words  in  the  sub-section, 
and  to  get  a  proper  definition  of  the 
word  *'  cottar." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  10) 
line  28,  to  leave  out  the  words  ''  who 
pays  no  rent  to  the  landlord." — (J/r. «/". 
JT,  Barclay.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Clause." 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  I  would 
ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  look  at  the 
Amendment  a  few  lines  lower  down  to 
see  the  definition  we  propose  to  give  to 
the  word  **  cottar."  we  propose  that  in 
&e  first  place  the  cottar  should  be — 

"  The  occupier  of  a  house  with  or  without  land 
who  paya  no  rent  to  the  landlord  ;  ** 

and  we  propose  to  add — 

"as  also  the  tenant  from  year  to  year  of 
a  dwelling-house  situated  in  a  crofting  parish 
who  habitually  resides  therein,  and  who  pays  to 
the  landlord  therefor  an  annual  rent  not  exceed- 
ing six  pounds  in  money,  whether  with  or  with- 
oot  garaen  ground,  but  without  arable  or  pas- 
tme  land." 

Jn  this  way  we  shall  have  a  better  defi- 
nition of  "  cottar  "  than  that  in  the  Bill 
as  it  stands.  I  may  explain  that  by  a 
cottar  is  meant  a  person  who  is  on  the 
land,  either  with  the  landlord's  tolerance 
or  by  agreement  with  the  landlord.  But 
it  would  not  include,  and  it  is  not  in- 
tended to  include,  a  person  who  is  upon 
tiie  land  by  some  arrangement  with  the 
principal  tenant  to  which  the  landlord  is 
not  a  party  and  which  may  be  against 
his  contract  with  his  tenant.  It  is 
reasonable  that  in  cases  where  a  land- 
lord allows  a  person  to  reside  on  his 
land,  and  perhaps  build  a  house  on  it, 
without  paying  rent,  that  that  person 


should  have  the  benefits  of  the  Act ;  but, 
on  the  other  hand,  if  the  tenant  makes  a 
bargain  with  some  person  to  which  the 
landlord  is  no  party,  it  would  not  be  fair 
or  right  to  make  the  landlord  liable  for 
compensation  to  suchperson.  It  is  no- 
torious that  in  the  Western  Highlands 
one  of  the  greatest  evils  has  been  the 
process  of  sub-division  and  squatting  on 
crofts.  It  would  be  unreasonable  to 
give  the  benefits  of  the  Act  to  a  person 
who  possibly  has  come  upon  the  land 
with  the  knowledge  not  of  the  landlord, 
but  of  someone  else,  and  possibly  to  the 
injury  of  the  croft. 

Mb.  MACFARLANB  (ArgyU) :  I  do 
not  think  that  description  is  correct.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  as- 
sumes that  the  cottar  who  is  on  the  land 
has  gone  there  in  defiance  of  the  land- 
lord—[Mr.  J.  B.  Balfotjb:  No;  on 
the  contrary.]  I  understand  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  exclude 
the  cottar  from  the  benefits  of  the  Act  as 
to  compensation,  because  he  will  be  upon 
not  the  landlord's  but  the  crofter's  land. 
I  asked  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman a  question  on  this  matter  some 
time  ago-~on  a  previous  evening.  I  will 
repeat  my  query ;  it  was.  Will  the  land- 
lord, under  this  Act,  be  entitled  to 
evict  the  cottar  who  has  squatted  on  the 
crofter's  holding,  that  crofter  being  in 
possession  of  the  holding  by  a  tenure 
called  fixity  of  tenure  ?  The  crofter  is 
the  landlord  for  all  time  so  long  as  he 
pays  the  rent ;  and  what  I  want  to 
understand  from  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  whether  or  not  the 
cottar  evicted  in  the  way  I  have  referred 
to  will  be  entitled  to  compensation  ? 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOuE:  A  person 
under  those  circumstances  woidd  not  be 
entitled  to  the  benefits  of  the  Act ;  and 
I  should  submit  that  he  ought  not  to  be, 
because  he  is  not  on  the  land  with  the 
permission— either  tacit  or  stated — of 
the  landlord.  Would  it  be  reasonable  to 
make  the  landlord  or  anybody  else  liable 
for  compensation  to  a  person  whom  he 
has  neither  tolerated  on  his  land  nor 
made  a  bargain  with  ? 

Me.  FEA8ER-MACKINT0SH  (In- 
verness-shire) :  I  do  not  think  that  such 
a  class  would  come  under  the  Bill.  It  is 
well  known  that  the  vast  majority  of 
cottars  do  not  pay  rent  to  the  landlord, 
but  to  the  tenant.  What  does  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Lord 
Advocate  mean  by  pretending  to  give 
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certain  benefits  to  the  cottars,  and  then 
hedging  the  gift  about  in  such  a  way 
that  no  benefit  at  all  is  conferred?  Surely 
he  means  something  when  he  speaks 
about  doing  something  for  the  cottar. 
How  many  cottars  will  come  under  this 
Bill?    I  do  not  believe  more  than  100. 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.):  I 
understand  the  Lord  Advocate  to  say 
that  the  presence  of  a  cottar  on  a 
crofter's  holding  would  be  a  breach  of 
this  Act.  May  I  ask,  that  if  such  a 
breach  would  cause  a  forfeiture  of  all 
the  benefits  of  the  Act  to  the  crofter, 
whether  it  is  intended  to  make  this  Act 
an  engine  for  the  purpose  of  getting  rid 
of  any  crofters  who  have  cottars  on  their 
holdings  ? 

Db.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  When  a 
cottar  is  removed  from  his  dwelling  ac- 
cording to  the  9th  clause,  or  when  he  is 
removed  from  any  land  or  buildings 
occupied  by  him  in  connection  there- 
with, he  is  to  be  entitled  to  compensation 
for  permanent  improvements ;  but  now 
you  say  the  cottar  is  to  be  a  person  who 
pays  uo  rent  to  the  landlord,  or  a  tenant 
from  year  to  year  of  a  dwelling-house 
situated  in  a  crofting  parish  who  habi- 
tually resides  therein,  and  who  pays  to 
the  landlord  therefor  an  annual  rent  not 
exceeding  £6  in  money.  Now  we  have 
got  the  cottar  who  pays  no  rent  to  the 
landlord  and  the  cottar  who  does  pay 
rent  to  the  landlord.  But  there  is  an- 
other class  of  cottars  whom  nothing  in 
this  definition  will  include — who  do  not 
pay  rent  to  the  landlord,  but  pay  rent  in 
service  to  the  tenant.  If  they  are  turned 
out,  I  should  like  to  know  who  is  to 
give  them  compensation  ?  The  Act  says 
they  are  to  get  compensation,  but  it 
does  not  say  who  they  are  to  get  it  from. 
I  think  we  ought  to  have  the  clause 
made  more  clear  even  than  it  would  be 
by  the  Amendment  of  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate. 

Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUE:  I  venture  to 
think  that  the  Committee  would  not 
wish  compensation  to  be  given  to  per- 
sons who  were  on  the  land  without  the 
consent  of  the  landlord.  Their  only 
claim  for  compensation  would  in  justice 
lie  against  those  who  allowed  them  to 
be  on  the  land. 

Mb.  MACFAELANE  (Argyll)  :  I 
should  be  glad  to  accept  the  view  of  the 
Lord  Advocate  if  the  class  of  people  in 
question  were  imported  on  to  the  land ; 
but  what  are  the  facts?     As  a  rule, 

Mr,  FroBer-Mackintoih 


every  cottar  to  be  found  squatting  on 
property  is  either  an  evicted  tenant  or 
the  descendant  of  an  evicted  tenant.  He 
has  been  allowed  to  squat  by  the  land- 
lord, in  order  that  he  might  avoid  the 
necessity  of  turning  him  into  a  state  of 
complete  destitution.  It  is  not  accurate 
to  say  that  these  men  are  not  upon  the 
land  with  the  tacit  consent  of  the  land- 
lord as  well  as  the  crofter.  Everyone 
knows  that  if  it  were  not  so  the  landlord 
could  turn  him  and  the  crofter  out.  The 
law  would  assist  him  in  doing  so. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.) :  This  is  a  very  wide  defini- 
tion. But  there  are  two  definitions — 
one  is  that  a  cottar  is  a  man  who  pays, 
and  the  other  that  he  is  a  man  who  does 
not  pay,  rent. 

Mb.  CROMPTON  (Staffordshire, 
Leek) :  I  have  a  difficulty  in  under- 
standing the  definition  which  says  that 
a  cottar  is  the  occupier  of  a  house  who 
pays  no  rent  to  the  landlord.  Though 
the  Lord  Advocate  proposes  to  alter  the 
definition  originally  in  the  Bill  by  the 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  in  his  name, 
his  definition  does  not  explain  the  ques- 
tion I  ask — who  is  the  man  who  does  not 
pay  rent  to  the  landlord  ?  It  seems  to  me 
lour  or  five  classes  of  people  come  within 
that  definition.  First  of  all,  there  is  the 
man  who  is  allowed  by  the  landlord  to 
go  on  peaceably  in  a  house  without  pay* 
ing  rent.  He  is  a  man  who  should  be 
compensated.  But,  certainly,  the  man 
who  is  a  squatter  pays  no  rent,  and  the 
definition  would  entitle  him  to  compen- 
sation. I  am  not  quite  sure  whether  it 
would  not  include  the  landlord  himself, 
because  he  pays  no  rent.  The  cottar 
would,  under  this  clause,  be  entitled 
to  share  in  the  benefit  of  extended 
pasturage.  He  is  a  man  who  pays  no 
rent  to  the  landlord,  but  to  the  crofter ; 
and  I  should  think  he  would  be  entitled 
to  compensation.  I  cannot  but  think 
that  this  clause  will  be  the  cause  of  great 
confusion  when  the  Act  is  passed  if  it  is 
not  made  clearer.  Certainly,  it  does 
not  seem  to  be  satisfactory  in  its  present 
form. 

Mb.  J.  W..  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire) : 
I  am  afraid  the  present  definition  of 
"cottar"  might  refer  to  both  crofters 
and  cottars.  A  person  who  holds  of 
a  larger  tenant  is  a  crofter  or  oottar; 
and,  according  to  the  definition,  a 
crofter  is  a  man  who  resides  on  a  small 
holding.    He  is  also  a  cottar  because  he 
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resides  in  a  house  and  pays  no  rent  to 
the  landlord.  There  is,  tindoubtedly, 
great  confusion  in  the  definition ;  and  I 
do  not  think  that  the  Lord  Advocate 
quite  realizes  the  position  of  the  class 
for  whom  he  proposes  to  legislate.  I 
should  like  to  know  whether  a  man  who 
has  four  or  five  acres  of  land  and  a 
dwelling-house  is  a  cottar,  and  whether 
he  is  not  also  a  crofter  ? 

Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUE :  At  one  time 
the  sub-tenant  was  uncommon ;  but 
this  applies  to  what  is  now  undoubtedly 
a  common  case,  and  was  reported  to  be 
so  by  the  Boyal  Commission,  of  persons 
who  are  in  relation  with  the  landlord. 
I  suggest  that  the  matter  should  stand 
over,  to  see  how  the  clause  will  read 
when  reprinted  in  the  amended  form. 

Mr.  J.  E.  O'DOHEETY  (Donegal, 
N.):  Does  not  the  Lord  Advocate  see 
that  the  building  is  actually  included, 
and  that  money  will  be  passed  to  some- 
one ?  Surely  there  will  be  some  person 
to  receive  it,  and  that  will  be  the  person 
who  built  the  property.  I  suggest  that 
the  provision  of  the  Lish  Land  Act 
should  be  applied. 
Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  10,  line  ^28,  after  the  word  "  land- 
lord," to  insert  the  words  '*  as  also  the  tenant 
from  year  to  year  of  a  dwellinff-house  situated 
in  a  crofting  parish  who  .habituaUy  resides 
therein,  and  who  pays  to  the  landlord  therefor 
an  annual  rent  not  exceeding  six  pounds  in 
money,  whether  with  or  without  warden  ground, 
but  without  arable  or  pasture  land." — ( The  Lord 
Adfoeate,) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  those  words 
be  there  iuserted." 

Mb.  OHANOE  (Kilkenny,  S.)  :  I 
think  in  this  case  that  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate cannot  be  said  not  to  include  in  the 
Act  compensation  with  respect  to  leases. 
I  propose  on  that  account  to  move  the 
omission  of  the  words  ''from  year  to 
year.'" 


The  CHAIEMAN  :  That  has  already 
been  decided. 

Mb.  chance  :  I  think  that  decision 
was  in  reference  to  crofters  only. 

Mb.  KIMBEE  (Wandsworth) :  I  wish 
to  point  out  that  the  definition  of  ''  cot- 
tar "  would  seem  to  cover  the  case  of  a 
man  who  holds  not  from  the  landlord, 
but  from  the  farmer,  who  may  be  an 
intermediate  lessee.  If  that  be  so,  he 
would  be  entitled  under  Clause  9  to 
compensation ;    but  it  does  not  appear 


from  whom  that  compensation  is  to  be 
received.  As  I  understand  it,  the  cottar, 
as  here  defined,  even  if  he  be  holding 
under  a  farmer  as  intermediate  lessee, 
will  come  under  the  definition  of  a  man 
who  pays  no  rent  to  the  landlord. 

Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUE :  I  think  the 
case  put  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
TMr.  Kimber)  does  not  come  under  the 
aefinition ;  but,  as  the  point  has  been  re- 
ferred to«  I  shall  consider  it  as  he  has  sug- 
gested. My  view  is  that  the  claim  should 
not  come  against  the  landlord. 

Mb.  KIMBEE :  Do  not  the  words 
''holds  direct  from  the  landlord''  cover 
my  case?  You  mean  that  the  cottar 
must  be  a  man  who  holds  direct  from 
the  landlord,  and  yet  pays  no  rent  ? 

Mb.  J.  E.  O'DOHEETY  (Donegal, 
N.) :  I  should  say  your  definition  ought 
to  be  wide  enough  to  cover  the  case 
which  may  frequently  arise  of  eviction 
of  his  sub-tenant  by  a  farmer. 

Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUE :  I  suggest,  for 
the  purpose  of  making  this  aefinition 
more  correct, that  the  word  ''habitually  " 
should  be  left  out. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  line  3,  leave  out  the 
word  "habitually."— (1%^  Lord  Advo- 
cate,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  Amend- 
ment, as  amended,  be  added  to  the 
Clause." 

Sib  JOHN  EAM8DEN  (York,  W.E., 
Osgoldcross) :  There  are  man^  cases 
of  persons  who  have  houses  with  gar- 
dens around  them,  and  who,  although 
they  do  not  occupy  any  pasture  land, 
are  in  the  habit  of   granng  cows  on 

Sasture  land.  Woidd  they  be  cottars  ? 
>r  are  they,  as  it  appears  to  me  by  the 
definition,  crofters,  which  I  think  is  not 
the  intention  of  the  Bill  ? 

Mb.  J.   B.    BALFOUE:    I  should 
think  that  would  not  vary  the  position 
at  all. 
Amendment,  as  amended,  a^ecd  to. 

Thb  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balpoub)  (Clackmannan,  &c.):  The 
Amendment  relating  to  the  definition  of 
"  fisherman ''  is  not  necessary. 

Mb.  M'CULLOCH  (Glasgow,  St. 
Eollox):  I  rise  to  move  the  omission 
of  the  word  "  the,''  in  line  29,  on  the 
ground  that  the  use  of   the   definite 
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article  would  exclude  evexy  useful  im- 
pioyement  which  does  not  h^pen  to  be 
enumerated  in  the  Schedule.  This,  I 
may  point  out,  ia  one  of  the  great  de- 
fects of  the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  10, 
line  29,  to  leave  out  the  word  "the."— 
{Mr.  M'Cullooh.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  LOED  ADYOOATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  I  take 
the  same  view  as  my  hon.  Friend  with 
regard  to  the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act, 
because  I  entirely  agree  that  any  im- 
provement should  be  paid  for;  but  I 
suggest  that  under  this  Bill  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  would  be 
greatly  at  variance  with  the  work  which 
tiie  Committee  have  already  done.  It 
has  always  been  the  custom  to  endea- 
vour to  define  the  nature  of  improve- 
ments. No  doubt  the  hon.  Member  has 
in  view  improvements  which  add  to  the 
value  of  the  holding.  Does  the  hon. 
Member  mean  improvements  which  will 
permanently  add  to  the  value  of  the 
nolding?  There  are  several  classes — 
liming,  manuring,  and  so  on. 

Mb.  MCCULLOCH:  I  should  say 
that  all  improvements  are  more  or  less 
permanent. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  (Manchester, 
E.) :  It  is  of  little  use  to  speak  of  per- 
manent improvements  without  defining 
under  what  class  those  improvements  are 
to  come.  It  would  be  quite  a  new  pro- 
cedure if  they  were  not  put  in  the  Sche- 
dule, and  great  difficulty  would  arise  in 
consequence. 

Mb.  Mcculloch  :  I  had  the  plea- 
sure  of  being  one  of  those  first  con- 
sulted when  an  Agricultural  Holdings 
Bill  was  drafted  for  Scotland.  If  my 
Amendment  is  not  agreed  to,  how  do 
you  propose  to  deal  with  new  improve- 
ments which  may  hereafter  be  intro- 
duced ? 

Mb.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire) : 
Of  course  there  are  many  improvements 
which  are  not  permanent.  Is  it  not  the 
intention  to  compensate  for  such  im- 
provements ? 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUE :  The  only  ne- 
cessity for  mentioning  the  improvements 
is  because  we  propose  a  much  more 
liberal  scale  than  that  in  the  Act  of 
1873. 

Mr.WCunoch 


Dr.  CLAEK  (Caithness) :  We  dis- 
cussed  this  subject  the  other  night  for 
some  hours,  and  the  Lord  Advocate 
agreed  that  other  improvements  should 
be  scheduled.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  said  he  would  extend  the 
Schedule  by  adding  *' manuring  and 
liming ; "  but  we  have  not  yet  any  clause 
before  us  in  which  the  Lord  Advocate 
carries  out  the  promise  he  made.  Will 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
point  out  how  he  proposes  to  give  com- 
pensation both  for  improvements  which 
are  not  permanent  and  those  which 
are? 

Amendment  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  10,  line  29,  to  leaye  out  the  words 
''  specified  in  this  Act,"  and  insert  '<  which  add 
to  the  value  of  the  suhject,  and  to  which  the 
crofter  shall  be  inyeeted  with  fall  title  and 
power  of  sale,  unless  he  shall  elect  to  have 
them  valued  over  in  manner  provided  in  section 
ten  of  this  Act:  Provided  always,  That  ex- 
ception he  made  of  those  which  have  been  exe- 
cuted by  the  landlord  otherwise  than  in  fulfil- 
ment of  written  agreement." — {Mr,  X^Oulloch.) 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  (Clackmannan,  &o.):  "We  can- 
not accept  this  Amendment.  In  this 
case  the  tenant  would  come  tmder  the 
Agricultural  Holdings  Act. 

De.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  I  do  not 
see  why  you  should  limit  the  operation 
of  the  Act  to  those  who  have  held  five 
years  and  longer  than  that  period. 
There  may  be  people  who  have  succeeded 
by  inheritance  within  the  five  years,  and 
to  them  the  Act  will  not  apply.  The 
words  of  the  clause  are — 

'*  And  which  has  heen  occupied  and  used  as 
arahle  or  pasture  land  (whether  such  pasture 
land  is  held  hv  the  crofter  alone,  or  in  common 
with  others)  for  a  period  of  not  less  than  Jlv0 
years  prior  to  the  passing  of  this  Act." 

A  woman  may  for  a  year  or  two  have 
held  the  land  of  her  deceased  husband, 
but  under  these  words  she  will  lose  all 
the  powers  and  benefits  of  the  Act.  The 
proposed  limitation  is  contrary  to  every 
theory  on  which  the  Bill  is  based,  and 
we  will  see  if  the  Lord  Advocate  under- 
stands his  own  theory  or  not.  Let  us  see 
if  he  will  apply  it  in  favour  of  the 
crofters. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  10,  line 
36,  to  leave  out  the  words  **  for  a  period 
of  not  less  than  five  years." — (Dr. 
Clark.) 
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Question  proiKmed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Olanse." 

Thb  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour  (ClackmannaD,  &c.) :  The  ob- 
ject of  putting  in  these  words  was 
simply  to  secure  that  a  person  should 
truly  possess  the  character  of  a  crofter. 
I  have,  however,  no  strong  view  in  re- 
gard to  them.  I  can  quite  conceive  that 
Siey  might  work  harshly,  and  therefore 
they  might  be  left  out. 

Mr.  j!  p.  B.  ROBERTSON  (Bute) : 
I  beg  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend's 
pardon.  Ii  he  will  look  twice  at  the 
clause  he  will  see  that  the  words  *'  five 
years  "  are  applicable  not  to  the  tenure 
of  a  particular  croft,  but  to  the  descrip- 
tion of  the  ground.  [Mr.  J.  B.  Bal- 
F0X7B  :  That  was  intended.]  The  phrase- 
ology of  the  clause  is — 

" '  Holding '  meant  any  piece  of  land  held  by 
a.  crofter,  consisting  of  arable  or  pasture  land, 
(M*  of  land  partly  arable  and  partly  pasture,  and 
ndiich  has  been  occupied  and  usea  as  arable  or 
pasture  land  (whether  such  pasture  land  is  held 
by  the  crofter  alone,  or  in  common  with  others) 
for  a  period  of  not  less  than^v^  years  prior  to 
the  passing  of  this  Aot." 

In  point  of  fact,  it  means  this — that  the 
Act  is  not  to  apply  to  any  piece  of  hill 
ground  which  has  been  in  the  occupa- 
tion of  a  orofter.  The  arguments  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Caithness  (Dr.  Olark) 
do  not  apply  to  the  case  at  all. 

Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUR :  That  was  the 
intentioD,  but  subject  to  the  criticism 
that  it  might  apply  to  the  case  of  some- 
body succeeding.  I  dare  say  my  hon. 
Friend  (Dr.  Olark)  will  be  satisfied  with 
the  assurance  that  the  clause  will  not 
be  subject  to  that  difficulty. 

Da.  CLARK :  Even  if  it  were  not  so 
ambiguousy  and  might  not  be  used 
against  those  who  succeed  to  a  holding, 
why  should  a  man  who  has  taken  a 
piece  of  hill  and  has  improved  the  land 
lose  any  right  to  compensation  for  his 
improvements?  On  what  ground  of 
equity  would  vou  take  from  a  man  who 
has  taken  land  and  improved  it  the  right 
to  compensation  for  his  improvement? 
If  the  land  was  not  worth  1«.,  but  has 
been  made  valaable  by  the  investment 
of  capital  and  labour,  why  should  the 
tenant  be  refused  the  benefit  of  the  Act? 

Mb.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire): 
The  Bill  certainly  ought  to  apply  to  any 
piece  of  land  which  has  been  in  the  occu- 
pation of  the  tenants    I  do  not  see  why 
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a  tenant  who  has  improved  a  pieoe  of 
hill  shoidd  not  receive  the  benefit  of  the 
Act. 

Mb.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.) :  May 
I  point  out  to  the  Lord  Advocate  that 
there  is  great  ambiguity  in  the  clause 
as  it  stands.  I  need  not  read  all  the 
words ;  but  the  clause  provides  that — 

**  *  Holding '  means  any  piece  of  land  .... 
which  has  been  occapied  and  nsed  as  arable  or 
pasture  land  ....  for  not  less  ihsLaJive  y$ar$.^* 

These  words  leave  it  quite  ambiguous 
as  to  by  whom  the  land  has  been  ooou- 
pied. 

Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUR:  I  think  I 
should  be  disposed,  for  the  present  at 
all  events,  to  leave  out  the  words.  The 
words  may  not  be  quite  clear ;  but  we 
can  reconsider  the  matter  before  Re- 
port. 

Mb.  KEMBBR  (Wandsworth):  If 
these  words  be  left  out  the  clause  will 
be  ambiguous.  The  omission  of  these 
words  wm  mean  that  a  holding  must  be 
understood  to  be  any  piece  of  land  which 
has  been  occupied  or  used  for  any  time 
heretofore. 

Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUR :  Ii  there  was 
no  other  difficulty  than  that  it  could  be 
got  over  by  inserting  the  word  **  imme- 
diately." Perhaps  it  would  be  as  well 
if  I  were  to  move  to  leave  out  **  for  a 
period  of  not  less  than  five  y$ar»  prior 
to,"  in  order  to  insert ''  immediately  pre* 
ceding." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdraum. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  10,  line 
35,  to  leave  out  the  words  *'  for  a  period 
of  not  less  than  five  yean  prior  to,"  in 
order  to  insert  the  words  "  immediately 
preceding," — {The  Lord  Advocate,) — ^in- 
stead thereof. 

Amendment  agreed  to, 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  (Bute) : 
The  definition  provides  that  a  **  holding 
does  not  include  garden  ground  only 
appurtenant  to  a  house."  I  propose  to 
amend  the  provision  by  inserting  **  or 
grazing  "  after  **  garden."  My  Amend- 
ment is  intended  to  cover  a  case  where 
a  house  forms  the  main  value  of  the 
holding,  but  where  there  is  a  paddock 
or  grazing  land  for  a  pony.  I  may  say, 
in  order  to  disarm  opposition  from  hon. 
Gentlemen  sitting  below  the  Gangway 
opposite,  that  the  class  of  holdings  to 
which  I  refer  are  really  not  holdings  of 
crofters  at  all.    The  holdings  are  those 
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of  well-to-do  people,  and  are  valued, 
say,  at  about  £25  a-year.  I  am  quite 
certain  all  the  persons  who  occupy  these 
holdings  voted  against  hon.  Members 
opposite ;  therefore,  those  hon.  Gentle- 
men need  not  extend  their  sympathy 
to  them.  I  think  my  Amendment  gives 
completeness  to  the  proposal.  The  second 
Amendment  standing  in  my  name  refers 
to  the  case  where  the  ground  is  partly 
garden  and  partly  grazing. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  10, 
line  36,  after  the  word  '^  garden  "  to  in- 
sert the  words  "or  grazing." — (Afr. 
J.  P.  B.  Robertson.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.) :  This  Amendment  recalls  to 
memory  our  old  friend  the  "  three  acres 
and  a  cow,"  and  I  do  not  think  it  ought 
to  be  accepted.  As  the  Bill  now  stands 
a  ''holding"  is  not  to  include  garden 
ground  only.  If  a  man  has  garden 
groimd  only  he  is  a  cottar,  if  he  has 
grazing  land  he  is  a  crofter. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  (Clackmannan,  &o.) :  It  seems 
to  me  that  this  Amendment  might  give 
rise  to  the  rather  difficult  question  whe- 
ther grazing  was  appurtenant  to  the 
house  or  the  house  appurtenant  to  the 
grazing  unless  there  is  some  definition 
of  the  relative  value.  I  quite  see  that 
a  mere  paddock  inclosed  within  a  hedge 
should  not  make  a  man  a  crofter. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.) :  I  think  that  such  a  doubtful  case 
might  with  safety  be  left  to  the  Land 
Commission. 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR:  Perhaps  it 
might  without  this  definition. 

Dr,  CLARK  (Caithness) :  I  think  the 
two  Amendments  standing  in  the  name 
of  the  Lord  Advocate  on  page  15  of  the 
Amendments  will  meet  this  case.  If  you 
accept  the  Amendment  now  under  con- 
sideration it  is  quite  possible  that  you 
would  disqualify  a  large  number  of 
crofters,  especially  the  men  in  Orkney 
and  Shetland,  who  raise  ponies  and 
use  their  land  for  that  purpose. 
There  is  a  large  number  of  people 
who  only  use  their  land  for  grazing 
purposes  —  they  are  fishermen  and 
graziers  combined.  By  this  Amend- 
ment you  would  remove  them  at  once 
from  the  position  of  crofters,  and  they 
would  lose  all  the  benefit  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Rohertson 


The  power  given  to  the  Land  Com- 
mission to  determine  such  questions  sum- 
marily will  be  quite  suffioent  to  meet  the 
case.  If  a  man  who  has  got  grazing 
ground  attached  to  his  house  should 
pose  as  a  crofter  the  Land  Commission 
may  very  summarily  dismiss  his  appli- 
cation. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire) : 
If  this  Amendment  were  accepted  this 
Bill  would  only  apply  to  arable  land,  and 
not  apply  to  any  person  except  the  very 
few  crofters  and  cottars  in  the  Western 
Highlands  who  have  a  piece  of  arable 
land. 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  Perhaps 
I  may  make  a  suggestion  which  the  Lord 
Advocate  can  consider  either  immediately 
or  at  a  later  stage.  I  have  no  desire 
whatever  to  exclude  persons  having 
very  small  holdings — ^I  mean  holdings 
within  the  reach  of  real  crofters.  It 
occurs  to  me  that  one  solution  of  the 
difficulty  might  be  this—to  define  the 
house  as  being  of  a  certain  value,  say 
£15.  A  house  in  the  country  of  that 
value  is  a  very  good  house.  The  clause 
might  read — 

"  Does  not  include  garden  or  grazing  ground 
only,  appurtenant  to  a  house  oi  the  value  of 
£16." 

The  case  I  want  to  exclude  is  the  case 
of  people  who,  with  a  total  holding  of 
£20,  £25,  or  £80,  have  really  paid  the 
money  for  the  house,  and  who  have 
only  a  small  piece  of  ground  appurtenant 
to  the  house. 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR :  Perhaps  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  will  leave 
the  matter  over  until  Report. 

Mr.  J.  E.  O'DOHERTT  (Donegal, 
N.) :  It  is  well  to  bear  in  mind  tiiat 
serious  injury  would  result  from  this 
Amendment.  Take  the  case  of  a  small 
croft  upon  which  a  good  house  has  been 
built  by  a  crofter,  or  some  person  in 
the  position  of  a  crofter.  The  house 
would  actually  form  the  main  portion  of 
the  improvements  to  be  compensated 
for.  The  moment  the  value  of  the  house 
rises  above  the  garden  or  the  appur- 
tenant grazing,  it  becomes  the  subject- 
matter  of  the  letting.  I  hope  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Lord 
Advocate  will  strongly  resist  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  negatived, 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  (Bute)  : 
My  next  Amendment  to  the  clause — ^that 
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relating  to  the  class  of  persons  whose 
crofts  are  held  by  reason  of  some  em- 
ployment or  office — ^is  sufficiently  met 
by  one  put  down  by  the  Lord  Advocate 
after  my  Notice.  My  last  Amendment 
deals  with  the  case  of  mills.  My  impres- 
sion is  that  there  are  many  oases  in  which 
it  would  not  be  right  to  apply  the  pro- 
Tisions  of  the  Act  to  mills. 

Thb  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J  B. 
Balfoub)  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  I  hardly 
think  the  Amendment  is  necessary. 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBEETSON:  If  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  does 
not  wish  it  I  will  not  press  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^That  the  Clause,  as  amended,  stand 
part  of  the  Bill." 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.):  The 
crofter  must  be  a  legal  tenant.  In  Ire- 
land there  has  been  considerable  diffi- 
culty in  the  matter,  and  therefore  I  hope 
the  Lord  Advocate  will  see  his  way  on 
Eeport  to  add  some  clause  to  make  the 
point  clear. 

Dr.  CliAEK  (Caithness) :  The  point 
raised  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Chance)  is  a  very  important  one,  and  I 
trust  it  will  receive  the  consideration  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Lord  Advocate.  Perhaps  it  is  as 
well  I  should  bring  to  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  recollection  the  fact 
that  18 months  ago  the  hon.  Member  for 
Argyllshire  (Mr.  Macfarlane)  introduced 
to  him  a  deputation  of  crofters  who  were 
being  evicted.  The  papers  presented 
by  the  deputation  clearly  showed  that 
some  of  the  crofters  held  crofts  from 
bog  fanners.  It  is  evident  that  some- 
thmg  must  be  done  for  men  in  such  a 
position. 
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Motion  agr$ed  to. 

Clause  30  (Short  title)  agreed  to. 

Thb  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  I  beg 
to  propose  to  insert  the  following  new 
Clause  after  Clause  13  :— 

(Dedaotion  from  rent  in  case  of  lands  held  for 
sporting  purposes.) 
"Where  a  portion  of  anv  land  held  under 
lease  for  the  purposes  of  a  deer  forest,  or  of  a 
grouse  moor,  or  for  other  sportmg  purpose,  is 
ungned  by  the  Land  (Jommission  for  the  en- 
largement oi  the  holding  or  holdings  of  a  crofter 
or  crofters  under  this  Act,  the  Land  Commission 
■hall,  when  they  so  assign  such  land,  fix  the 
amount  of  the  deduction  (if  any)  which  in  their 


judgment  ought  to  be  made  from  the  rent  pay- 
able by  the  tenant  under  the  lease  to  the  land- 
lord, in  respect  of  the  portion  of  the  land  held 
under  the  same  haying  heen  assigned  as  afore- 
said, and  thereafter  the  tenant  under  the  lease 
shall  be  liahle  to  the  landlord  only  in  the  halance 
of  the  rent  thereby  stipulated,  after  deduction 
of  the  sum  so  fixed.*' 

New  Clause  brought  up,  read  the  first 
and  second  time,  and  added  to  the  Bill. 

Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  moved  the  in- 
sertion of  the  following  new  Clause  after 
Clause  14 : — 

(Bequest  of  holding.) 
<' A  crofter  may,  hy  will  or  other  testamen- 
tary writing,  hequeath  his  right  to  his  holding 
to  one  person,  heing  a  member  of  the  same 
family,  that  is  to  say,  his  wife  or  any  person 
who,  failing  nearer  heirs,  would  succeed  to  him 
in  case  of  intestacy  (hereinafter  called  the 
*  legatee '),  subject  to  the  following  pro- 
Tisions : — 

(a.)  The  legatee  shall  intimate  the  testa- 
mentary bequest  to  the  landlord  or  his 
known  affect  within  twenty-one  days 
after  the  death  of  the  crofter,  unless  he 
is  prevented  by  some  unavoidable  cause 
from  making  intimation  within  that  time, 
and,  in  that  event,  he  shall  make  inti- 
mation as  soon  as  possible  thereafter ; 

(b.)  Intimation  to  the  landlord  or  his 
known  agent  by  the  legatee  sludl  import 
acceptance  of  the  crofter's  right  to  the 
holdmg  by  the  legatee  ; 

(c.)  Within  one  month  after  intimation  has 
been  made  to  the  landlord  or  his  known 
agent,  he  may  intimate  to  the  legatee 
that  he  objects  to  receive  him  as  crofter 
in  the  holding. 

If  the  landlord  or  his  known  agent 
makes  no  such  intimation  within  one 
month,  the  legatee  shall  come  into  the 
place  of  the  crofter  in  the  holding,  and 
shall  have  all  the  rights,  and  be  subject 
to  all  the  liabilities,  pertaining  to  the 
crofter  therein,  as  from  the  date  of  the 
death  of  the  deceased  crofter ; 

(d.)  If  the  landlord  or  his  known  agent 
intimates  that  he  objects  to  receive  the 
legatee  as  crofter  in  the  holding,  the 
legatee  may  present  a  petition  to  the 
sheriff,  praying  for  decree  declaring  that 
he  is  the  crofter  therein  as  from  the  date 
of  the  death  of  the  deceased  crofter,  of 
which  petition  due  notice  shall  be  given 
to  the  landlord,  who  may  enter  appear- 
ance and  state  his  grounds  of  objection ; 
and,  if  any  reasonable  ground  of  objec- 
tion is  established  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  sheriff,  he  shall  declare  the  bequest  to 
be' null  and  void ;  but,  otherwise,  he  shall 
decree  and  declare  in  terms  of  the  prayer 
of  the  petition ; 

(e.)  The  decision  of  the  sheriff  under  such 
petition  as  aforesaid  shall  be  final ; 

(f.)  Pending  any  proceedings  under  this 
section,  the  legatee  shall  have  possession 
of  the  holding  unless  the  sheriff  shall 
otherwise  direot  on  cause  shown ; 
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(g.)  If  the  legatee  does  not  accept  the 
bequest,  or  if  the  bequest  b  declared  to 
be  null  and  void  as  aforesaid,  the  right 
of  the  holding  shall  descend  to  the  heir 
of  the  crofter,  in  the  same  manner  as  if 
the  bequest  had  not  been  made." 

New  Olause  hrought  upy  and  read  the 
first  and  second  time. 

Mb.  MACPARLANE  (ArgyU) :  I 
have  an  Amendment  to  propose  to  this 
olause.  The  object  of  the  Amendment 
is  very  simple;  it  is,  if  possible,  to 
slightly  extend  the  scope  of  the  Act. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
proposes  by  this  new  olause  to  give  to 
the  crofter  the  power  to  bequeath  his 
holding.  The  crofter  cannot  sell  his 
holding ;  but  that  is  not  the  question  I 
want  to  discuss.  What  I  want  to  do  is 
to  secure  that  the  bequest  can  be  made 
to  any  person,  whether  of  the  same 
family  or  not.  At  present  the  power  of 
bequest  is  strictly  limited  to  persons 
who  would  otherwise  be  heirs.  Will 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Oentleman 
tell  me  this.  In  case  of  a  crofter's  de- 
cease without  testamentary  bequest,  will 
his  son  inherit  ?  Suppose  a  testamentary 
deposition  does  not,  from  ignorance,  or 
neglect,  or  any  other  cause,  take  place, 
will  the  dying  crofter's  son  come  in  to 
the  property  ?  There  is  no  provision  in 
Bill  to  entitle  a  crofter  to  bequeath  the 
holding  to  his  family.  Will  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  accept  an 
Amendment  in  that  direction  ? 

Me.  J.  B.  BALFOUR:  Subject  to 
proper  qualifications. 

Mr.  MAOFARLANE  :  I  beg  to  move 
the  Amendment  which  stands  in  my 
name. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  ''person,"  in  line  2,  to 
the  word  **  legatee,"  in  line  13. — {Mr. 
Macfarlam.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
'  being  a  member  of  the  same  family ' 
stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUR :  I  think  I  can, 
in  a  very  few  words,  show  that,  so  far 
from  their  being  any  inconsistency  in 
this  provision  and  the  others,  they  are 
entirely  consistent,  and  are  intended  to 
confer  what  I  believe  would  very  often 
be  a  very  considerable  benefit — namely, 
the  right  of  selecting  a  heir  from  a 
large  class  of  persons.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Macfarlane)  has  asked  what  is 
to  become  of  the  property  in  case  of  in- 


testacy ?  Undoubtedly,  by  the  law  of 
Scotland,  it  would,  as  real  property,  go 
to  the  heir.  I  am  afraid  that  if  this 
Amendment  were  accepted,  it  would  not 
be  consistent  with  the  decision  the  Com- 
mittee has  already  oome  to  on  the  sub- 
ject of  free  sale,  because  if  tiiere  was  to 
be  bequest  outside  the  very  large  group 
of  persons — practically,  the  clan,  who 
would  feel  themselves  heirs — ^there  would 
be  the  right  to  bring  in  strangers.  We 
should  not  be  doing  right  if  we  accepted 
this  Amendment. 

Mb.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth):  I  be- 
lieve this  olause  was  introduced  in  con- 
sequence of  some  suggestions  I  made  on 
the  second  reading.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Lord  Advocate  whether  he  has  been 
able  to  give  his  attention  to  some  notes 
I  gave  him,  and  whether  the  clause,  in 
its  present  form,  completely  effects  tiie 
object  intended — whether  there  is  not  a 
case  which  is  not  provided  for  ?  I  can- 
not say  whether  words  necessary  to  cover 
the  case  should  be  inserted  in  the  olause 
we  are  now  discussing ;  but  I  will  ex- 
plain the  point  I  have  put  before  the 
Ix)rd  Advocate.  Under  Sub-section  (c) 
the  landlord  may  object  to  the  legatee 
as  successor,  and  under  Sub-section  (d), 
if  the  landlord  objects,  the  legatee  may 
present  a  petition  and  may  have  it  ad- 
judicated upon.  But  nothing  is  pro- 
vided as  to  what  shall  take  place  if  the 
legatee  does  not  present  a  petition. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  These  questiona 
will  come  up  subsequently.  The  Ques- 
tion is,  "  That  the  words  '  being  a  mem- 
ber of  the  same  family '  stand  part  of 
the  Clause." 

Mb.  macfarlane  (Argyll):  I 
think  we  have  now  arrived  at  a  con- 
tentious question  which  cannot  possibly 
be  disposed  of  within  the  next  hour.  I, 
therefore,  move  that  you,  Mr.  Courtney, 
should  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."— (i/r.  Mac- 
farlane.) 

Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUR :  I  hope  this 
Motion  will  not  be  pressed.  It  will  not 
take  very  much  longer  to  get  through 
the  Bill.  It  is  of  very  great  importance, 
whatever  view  hon.  Members  may  take 
of  the  Bill,  that  we  should  get  through 
Committee  to-night,  and  that  the  Bill, 
as  amended,  may  be  circulated  throu|^- 
out  Scotland  during  the  Recess.     We 
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^all  ihen  have  the  benefit  of  oommuni- 
oationa  from  all  persoas  interested. 
This  is  one  of  the  points  I  should  be 
quite  ready  to  take  in  the  most  informal 
way,  and  give  effect  to  any  opinion  that 
prevails.  If  there  is  a  prevalent  feeling 
that  this  somewhat  larger  extension 
should  be  made,  I  certainly  should  not 
resist  it.  I  hope  we  shall  not  be  put  to 
tiie  trouble  of  a  division. 

M&.  A.  J.  BALFOUB  (Manchester, 
E.) :  I  hope  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Argyllshire  (Mr.  Maofar- 
lane)  will  allow  us  to  proceed  with  the 
Bill.  I  am  quite  satisfied  Gentlemen 
sitting  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House  are  anxious  to  support  the  Go- 
vernment as  far  as  they  can  in  the 
endeavour  to  finish  the  Oommittee  stage 
to-night,  which  cannot  last  very  long 
now.  Of  course  I  shall  be  prepared  to 
deal  with  the  Amendment  when  the 
presMit  Motion  is  disposed  of. 

Mb.  MAOFAELANE:  The  Lord  Ad- 
vocate  has  expressed  his  readiness  to 
ascertain  the  prevalent  opinion  upon 
this  subject.  It  is  very  hard  to  ascer- 
tain the  prevalent  opinion  of  the  Oom- 
mittee at  1  o'clock  in  the  morning.  It 
is  p^fectly  clear  this  is  a  most  con- 
tentious subject,  and  that  much  discus- 
sion must  tale  place  before  justice  can 
be  done  to  it.  I  must  divide  the  Oom- 
mittee on  the  Motion  to  report  Progress. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BAROLAY  ^orfarshire) : 
I  must  appeal  to  my  hon.  Friend  not  to 
press  the  Motion.  Of  course,  I  quite 
agree  with  him  that  the  Amendment  he 
has  moved  to  the  new  clause  is  one 
which  might  very  fairly  be  accepted  by 
the  Lord  Advocate. 

Question  put. 

The  Oommittee  divided :  —  Ayes  23 ; 
Noes  161:  Majority  188.— (Div.  list. 
No.  8«.) 

Question  again  proposed,  ''That  the 
words  'being  a  member  of  the  same 
family,'  stand  part  of  the  Olause." 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  (Manchester, 
£.) :  I  should  like  to  point  out,  in  regard 
to  the  words  the  hon.  Member  has  pro- 
posed, that,  in  the  first  place,  if  we  adopt 
them  we  shall  put  the  crofter  in  a  far 
better  position  than  any  tenant  in  any 
part  of  England  or  Ireland ;  secondly, 
we  shall  be  accepting  a  principle  which 
we  have  rejected  over  and  over  again 
in  this  Cbmmittee^the  principle  of  free 


sale ;  and,  in  the  third  place,  I  would 
point  out  that  they  are  wholly  antago- 
nistic to  the  principle  on  which  this  Bill 
is  founded.  This  Bill  is  based  upon  the 
hereditary  principle,  and  it  is  in  conse- 
quence of  that  that  special  privileges  are 
given  the  crofter.  Therefore,  I  trust 
that  the  Lord  Advocate  will  not  throw 
to  the  winds  the  principles  which  he  has 
so  often  and  so  powerfully  advocated, 
but  will  adhere  to  the  Bill  in  its  present 
shape. 

Mb.  MAOFAELANE:  The  whole 
Bill  is  to  eive  to  Scotch  crofters,  under 
the  specieu  circumstances  of  the  case, 
special  terms  which  English  tenants 
have  not  got.  I  fully  understand  that 
the  Lord  Advocate  would  personally  be 
willing  to  accept  the  Amendment ;  but 
he  has  got  his  cue  from  the  Oo-opera- 
tive  Benches,  and  that  he  will  therefore 
vote  against  it.  If  that  is  so  I  shall 
divide  the  Oommittee. 

Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUR:  I  think  we 
had  better  settle  the  question  at  once 
by  a  division. 

Mb.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.) : 
What  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  has  said  with  regard  to  what 
he  calls  the  principle  on  which  the  Bill 
is  founded,  I  would  suggest  is  all  non- 
sense. 

Mb.  small  (Down,  S.) :  I  would 
point  out  that  under  the  Irish  Act  the 
Irist  tenants  enjoy  an  unlimited  power 
of  devise  by  will,  and  there  are  no  more 
special  claims  in  regard  to  Ireland.  The 
grievances  of  which  the  crofters  and  the 
Irish  tenants  complain  are  very  much 
the  same,  and  I  cannot  see  why  we 
should  make  flesh  of  one  and  fish  of 
the  other.  As  an  Irish  Member,  I  feel 
bound  to  say  that  I  do  not  see  that  the 
Irish  tenants  should  be  treated  diffe- 
rently to  the  Scotch  crofters. 

Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUR:  That  would 
be  all  very  well  if  the  circumstances 
were  the  same ;  but  they  are  not.  There 
is  no  law  of  custom,  or  anything  else — 
in  fact,  the  cases  are  entirely  different. 

Mb.  OHANOE (Kilkenny,  S.) :  Having 
looked  somewhat  carefully  into  the  two 
cases,  I  am  of  opinion  they  are  absolutely 
analogous. 

Db.  OLARK  (Oaithness) :  The  Lord 
Advocate  was  doubtful  on  this  point 
before  we  had  a  division.  He  was 
anxious  to  take  the  evident  sense  of  the 
Oommittee.  There  was  one  Member 
rose  after  that  to  object  to  the  Amend- 
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ment,  and  he  at  once  knew  what  the  «  evi- 
dent sense  "  of  the  Oommittee  was.  The 
opposition  to  this  Amendment  reminds 
me  of  the  fact  that  in  China  if  you  give 
a  proper  price  vou  can  get  people  to 
commit  suicide,  K)r  it  appears  to  be  the 
idea  that  if  these  words  are  passed, 
people  will  die  in  order  to  be  able  to 
dispose  of  their  holdings. 

Me.  HALDANE  (Haddineton) : 
Generally  I  find  myself  in  accora  with 
the  Lord  Advocate,  and  sometimes  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  East  Manchester  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  ; 
but  I  cannot  discover  any  valid  reasons 
that  can  be  assigned  in  opposition  to 
the  Amendment.  There  seems  to  me  to 
be  absolutely  nothing  in  the  way  of 
giving  this  right  of  be<juest.  It  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  principle  of  free 
sale.  Therefore,  I  shall  go  into  the 
Lobby  in  support  of  the  Amendment. 

An  hon.  Member  :  It  appears  to  me 
that  the  introduction  of  this  Amendment 
would  lead  to  a  great  deal  of  bickering 
and  ill-feeling  on  crofts  between  the 
relatives  of  people  who  might  appear 
likely  shortly  to  quit  this  life. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  94; 
Noes  88 :  Majority  6. — (Div.  List,  No. 

84.) 

Mr.  HUNTEE  (Aberdeen,  N.):  I 
beg  to  move,  Mr.  Courtney,  that  you  do 
now  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit 
again.  It  is  a  quarter  past  1  o'clock. 
I  make  this  Motion,  not  only  for  the 
particular  reason  that  this  is  not  a  Bill 
worth  sitting  up  for,  but  for  the  general 
reason  that  it  is  not  conducive  to  the 
health  of  Members  to  sit  up  later  than 
this. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Chairman  do  report  JProgress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr. 
Hunter,) 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  I  think 
it  would  be  advantageous,  and  in  accord- 
ance with  the  general  feeling  of  the 
Committee,  that  we  should  go  on  with 
the  Bill  in  order  to  complete  the  Com- 
mittee stage  to-night,  so  that  the  Bill 
may  be  printed  during  the  Easter 
Becess. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll):  I 
hope  the  evident  sense  of  the  Committee 
will  be  that  it  is  now  time  to  go  home. 

Dr,  Clark 


I  have  no  further  interest  in  this  matter. 
I  have  moved  my  last  Amendment,  and 
shall  take  no  further  part  in  the  mould- 
ing of  the  Bill ;  but  it  seems  to  me  quite 
time  that  the  Committee  were  released 
from  its  labours. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (linoolnshire,  Slea- 
ford) :  If  the  hon.  Member  has  moved 
his  last  Amendment,  and  intends  to  take 
no  further  part  in  dealing  with  the  Bill, 
there  is  no  reason  why  he  should  not 
now  go  home.  We  are  just  going  to 
separate  for  the  Easter  Becess;  there 
are  only  a  few  more  Amendments,  none 
of  which  are  likely  to  take  up  much 
time,  and  it  is  most  desirable  that  the 
people  who  will  be  affected  by  the  Bill 
should  have  it  placed  in  their  hands  in 
its  amended  form  during  the  Becess,  so 
that  they  can  see  what  has  been  done 
for  them.  If  I  represented  a  crofter 
contituency  I  should  think  I  was  not 
adopting  a  course  that  would  recom- 
mend itself  to  my  constituents  if  I  were 
a  party  to  making  it  known  to  them 
that,  on  the  eve  of  the  Becess,  the  Bill 
was  prevented  from  being  sent  to  them 
in  its  amended  form.  I  earnestly  hope 
the  hon.  Member  will  withdraw  his  ob- 
jection to  the  Committee  being  proceeded 
with,  and  allow  the  Bill  to  be  completed, 
as  it  can  fairly  be  completed,  in  a  very 
short  time  by  hon.  Gentlemen  who  are 
anxious  to  go  on  with  it. 
Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Clause  agreed  to. 

The  CBLAIBMAN;  Does  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wandsworth  move  his 
Amendment? 

Mr.  KIMBEB  (Wandsworth) :  I  have 
communicated  on  the  subject  with  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Lord  Advocate,  and  he  has  been  good 
enough  to  say  that  he  wiU  consider  the 
subject  on  a  future  stage  of  the  Bill. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  Clause 
be  added  to  the  Bill." 

Mr.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  I  am 
in  doubt  about  one  matter.  So  far  as  I 
can  see,  the  tenant  remains  a  tenant 
from  year  to  year,  his  rent  is  not  to  be 
interfered  with  for  seven  years,  and  he 
is  not  to  be  evicted  unless  he  commits  a 
breach  of  certain  conditions.  But  I  do 
not  see  anything  in  the  Bill  analogous 
to  that  in  the  Irish  Act  dealing  with  the 
matter  of  intestacy. 

The  LOBD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  (Clackmannan,  &c.):    I  can 
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assure  the  hon.  Member  tliat  there  is 
no  doubt  whatever  oa  the  point  of  in- 
testaoy. 

Mb.'0HAN0E:  Sub-section  "g" 
says — 

^  If  the  legatee  does  not  accept  the  bequest, 
or  if  the  bequest  is  declared  to  be  null  and  void 
88  aforesaid,  the  right  of  the  holding  shall  de- 
scend to  the  heir  of  the  crofter,  in  the  same 
manner  as  if  Uie  bequest  had  not  been  made." 

That  is  not  what  we  should  call  a  free- 
hold.   It  is  really  still  a  chattel  interest. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.) :  Is  it  intended  to  give  the 
cottar  a  right  to  compensation  f  If  he 
is  to  bare  no  right  of  bequest,  what  be- 
comes of  his  right  to  compensation  ?  Is 
it  intended  not  to  giye  him  any  ? 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR :  I  will  make 
a  note  of  the  point  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member,  and  will  giye  it  careful  oon- 
sideration. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
BArjrouB)  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  I  beg  to 
mowe  the  insertion,  in  page  10,  after 
Clause  28,  of  the  following  new  Clause : — 

(Xioans  for  the  purchase  and  equipment  of 
fishing  boats.) 

**  For  the  purpose  of  enabling  the  Fishery 
Board  for  Scotland  established  under  *The 
Fishery  Board  (Scotland)  Act,  1882,'  to  make 
advancM  by  way  of  loan  to  persons  engaged  in 
the  proseontion  of  \he  fishing  industry,  whether 
cronen  or  others,  in  crofting  parishes  in  all  or 
any  of  the  counties  embraced  in  this  Act,  and 
abatting  upon  the  sea,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the 
Treasury  to  advance  to  the  Fishery  Board  such 
sums  as  may  from  time  to  time  be  placed  at 
their  disposal  by  Parliament  for  the  purpose. 

^  The  purposes  to  which  the  sums  adyanced 
ss  aforesaid  shall  be  applied  by  way  of  loan 
shall  be  deemed  to  include  the  building,  pur- 
chase, or  repair  of  Tessels,  boats,  and  gear  for 
fishing  purposes,  and  any  other  purpose  of  the 
like  nature,  for  the  benefit  or  encoura^ment  of 
the  fishing  industry  within  the  localities  aboye 
specified,  which  may  be  sanctioned  by  the 
^shery  Board,  with  consent  of  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland. 

"  The  loans  in  making  which  the  said  sums 
shall  be  applied,  shall  be  made  by  the  Fishery 
Board  imon  such  terms  as  to  repayment,  security, 
rate,  and  payment  of  interest,  and  otherwise,  as 
the  Secreta]^  for  Scotland,  with  the  consent  of 
the  Treasury,  shall  determine. 

'•All  moneys  due  in  respect  of  loans  made 
under  this  Act,  may  be  recoyered  by  the  Fishery 
Board  summarily,  in  manner  provided  by  the 
Summary  Jurisdiction  Acts,  and  the  secretary 
of  the  Board  for  Uie  time  being  shall  haye  power 
to  sue  for  and  reooyer  such  moneys  in  name  of 
the  Board. 

'*  A  certificate,  purporting  to  be  signed  by  the 
chairman  and  secretary  of  the  Fishery  Board, 
stating  the  amount  due  from  any  person  in  re- 


(JVb.  2)  Bia.  126 

spect  of  any  loan  made  to  him  under  this  Act, 
together  with  the  interest  thereon,  shall,  until 
the  contrary  is  proved,  be  evidence  of  the 
amount  due  and  of  the  liability  of  the  person 
therein  named  to  pay  the  same. 

**  If  at  any  time  while  any  part  of  a  loan 
under  this  Act  remains  unpaid,  the  Fishery 
Board  are  satisfied  that  the  borrower  is  not 
carrying  into  effect  the  undertaking  for  which 
the  loan  was  made,  they  may  forthwith  sue  for 
and  recover  summarily  the  loan  and  all  moneys 
due  by  him  in  respect  thereof. 

"  All  moneys  recovered  by  the  Fishery  Board 
in  repayment  of  such  loans,  and  interest  thereon, 
shall  be  paid  by  the  Fishery  Board  to  tiie  ac- 
count of  Her  Majesty's  Exchequer,  as  the  Trea- 
sury may  from  time  to  time  direct. 

"  The  Fishery  Board  shall,  in  the  annual 
report  to  be  made  by  them  to  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland,  in  terms  of  <  The  Fishery  Board  (Scot- 
land) Act,  1882,'  and  *  The  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land Act,  1885,'  give  an  account  of  their  intro- 
missions under  this  Act  during  the  preceding 
year." 

New  Clause  (Loans  for  the  purchase 
and  equipment  of  fishing  boats,) — {The 
Lord  Advocate^) — brought  up,  and  read 
the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mb.  CBAIG-SELLAE  (Lanarkshire, 
Partick):  I  have  taken  no  action  in 
the  discussion  of  this  Bill,  because 
I  haye  been  anxious  that  the  work 
should  be  left  to  hon.  Members  who 
have  made  a  special  study  of  the 
question.  It  has  struck  me  that  the 
most  valuable  thing  a  Member  can  do 
with  a  view  to  assist  in  the  passing  of 
this  Bill,  in  which  many  hon.  Memoers 
take  an  active  interest,  is  to  speak  as 
seldom  as  possible.  However,  I  feel 
that  I  must  say  a  word  or  two  upon  this 
dause.  In  my  opinion,  this  proposal 
embodies  a  most  valuable  provision; 
and  I  believe  that,  if  the  clause  is 
added  to  the  Bill  in  a  generous  and  a 
liberal  spirit,  it  will  do  quite  as  much, 
and  perhaps  more,  for  the  benefit  of  the 
crofters  than  many  of  the  clauses  we 
have  passed,  and  most  of  the  Amend- 
ments we  have  rejected.  I  had  intended 
to  speak  at  some  little  length  upon  this 
subject ;  but  at  this  hour  I  shall  not  de- 
tain the  Committee  more  than  a  moment 
or  two.  I  shall  merely  ask  the  attention 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Ad- 
vocate to  one  point,  and  it  is  this.  He 
proposes  in  this  clause  only  to  provide 
for  boats  and  nets — that  is  to  say,  for 
fishing  gear.  Fishing  gear  is  of  great  - 
value  to  these  people,  no  doubt ;  but  I 
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would  aak  of  what  value  is  it  togiye  to 
such  fishing  crofters  as  those  of  iHst  and 
Benbecula  fishing  gear  when,  although 
they  may  catch  any  quantity  of  fish,  they 
cannot  get  them  to  market?  What  is 
wanted  is  to  give  these  men  not  only  the 
means  of  support  by  crofting  and  fishing, 
but  to  enable  them  to  make  such  a  living 
that  they  may  be  able  to  lay  up  some 
little  fortune  for  their  old  age ;  and  this 
can  only  be  effected  if  facilities  are  given 
to  enable  these  fishermen  to  send  their 
fish  to  market  and  make  some  money 
by  them.  Postal  and  steamboat  com- 
munication is  a  necessary  accessory  to 
supplies  of  fishing  gear.  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Lord  Advocate  will  consider  this  matter 
in  connection  with  the  proposal  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
North-East  Manchester  (Sir  James  Fer- 
gusson) — namely,  after  "sea,"  inline  5, 
to  insert — 

**0t  to  guarantee  to  Her  Majesty's  Post- 
master G^eral  the  sums  necessary  to  provide 
for  the  conveyance  of  mails  and  of  fish  to 
market  from  any  of  such  counties." 

I  hope  that  something  liberal  may  be 
done  in  the  way  of  extending  posted  and 
steamboat  communication. 

The  chairman  (Mr.  Courtney) 
(Cornwall,  Bodmin) :  I  must  point  out 
that  the  Amendment  standing  in  the 
name  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  North-East  Manchester 
would  not  be  in  Order.  The  authority 
in  this  clause  does  not  extend  further 
than  to  loans  for  the  purchase  and 
equipment  of  fishing  boats. 

Mr.  OEAIQ-SELLAE:  As  I  am 
speaking  upon  the  second  reading  of 
the  clause,  I  thought  I  was  entitled  to 
go  generally  into  these  matters.  Con- 
sidering the  enormous  sums  we  shall  be 
asked,  under  another  scheme  to  which 
I  must  not  allude,  to  give  to  the  land- 
lords in  another  country,  it  seemed  to 
me  reasonable  that  some  adequate  assist- 
ance should  be  extended  to  the  class  of 
people  to  whom  I  have  referred. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE:  I  am 
afraid  the  hon.  Member  who  has  just 
spoken  cannot  have  heard  my  explana- 
tion as  to  what  was  being  done  by  the 
Government  in  this  matter.  We  have 
done  a  great  deal  in  the  way  of  extend- 
ing telegraphic  communication ;  a  great 
deal  has  been  done  also  .in  the  way  of 
improving  the  steamer  service;  and  the 
improvements  which  have  been  effected 
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have  operated  laig^y  to  the  benefit  of 
the  fishermen  of  the  Hebrides.  To  do 
what  the  hon.  Member  proposes  would 
be  to  make  invasions  upon  a  fund  which 
will  all  be  wanted  for  the  fishing  pur- 
poses specified  in  the  clause.  We  are 
endeavouring,  through  the  Post  Office 
and  other  Departments,  to  give  all  the 
facilities  that  are  required. 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  My  hon.  Friend  and  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Lord  Advocate  have  touched  upon  an 
Amendment  which  I  was  going  to  move, 
before  an  opportunity  has  been  given  to 
me  for  bringing  it  forward.  I  do  not 
know  whether  I  shall  now  be  in  Order  in 
proposing  it. 

The  chairman  :  The  Question  is, 
''That  this  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question  proposed, ''  That  this  Clause 
be  added  to  the  Bill." 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness)  :  There  is  an 
Amendment  to  be  moved,  I  think. 

Mr.  FRASER-MACKINTOSH  (In- 
verness-shire) :  I  should  like  to  make 
one  or  two  remarks  as  to  this  matter  of 
fishing.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate  says  that 
a  great  deal  has  been  done  in  the  way  of 
making  communication  more  e£Pectaal 
between  the  Western  Islands  and  the 
markets  of  the  South ;  but  I  wish  to  say 
that,  however  much  you  may  give  the 
fisherman  for  boats  and  gear,  it  will  be 
of  no  use,  unless  an  effort  is  made  to 
enable  the  fishermen  to  send  their  goods 
cheaply  to  market.  I  will  give  an  in- 
stance of  the  difficulty  experienced  in 
getting  any  good  return  for  the  fish  sent 
to  ma»:et.  roxxx  men  were  engaged  in 
fishing  for  four  days  off  the  Island  of 
Barra.  They  got  six  boxes  of  fish  sent 
to  Glasgow  where  they  realised  £2  14«. 
The  carriage  came  to  £1  18«.  9(^.,  the 
market  dues  and  commission  to  8«.  9d.y 
making  £2  2e.  6d. ;  thus  leaving  the  four 
fishermen  only  11«.  6d.  for  four  days' 
work.  Seeing  that  it  only  took  a  few 
hours  to  get  the  fish  to  Oban  from  Castle 
Bay,  it  seems  to  me  that  this  sum  of 
£1  ISe.  9d.  for  freight  was  exorbitant, 
and  steps  should  be  taken  to  put  matters 
on  a  fair  footing. 

Mr.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich) :  I  hope,  Mr.  Chairman,  you  will 
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call  to  Order  the  next  hon.  Member  who 
uses  as  an  argument,  either  for  or 
against  anything  in  this  Bill,  the  state- 
ment that  a  large  sum  of  money  is  to  be 
given  to  the  tenants  of  Ireland. 

The  chairman  :  I  wonld  point  out, 
with  reference  to  the  Motion  which 
stands  in  the  name  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  North-East 
Manchester  (Sir  James  Fergusson),  that 
the  authority  to  be  giyen  to  this  Oom- 
mission  to  deal  with  money  extends  only 
to  advances  in  the  shape  of  loans  to 
persons  engaged  in  the  fishing  industry ; 
therefore,  this  Committee  has  no  an- 
thoritv  to  raise  money  for  the  purpose 
of  facilitating  communication. 

Sib  JAMES  FEBOnSSON  (Manches- 
ter, N.E.) :  As  it  is  intended  that  the 
money  shall  be  granted  by  the  Treasury 
to  the  Fishery  Board  for  the  purpose  of 
being  advanced  for  purposes  of  fishing, 
I  thought  that  sums  might  be  advanced 
by  the  Board  to  the  Post  Office  for  sub- 
sidizing steamers  engaged  in  this  traffic. 
Ath  I  to  understand  that  that  is  out  of 
Order? 

The  chairman  (Mr.  Cottetnet) 
(Cornwall,  Bodmin):  That  is  out  of 
Order. 

Db.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  I  think  the 
Clause  might  be  amended  on  the  lines 
suggested  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sities of  Edinburgh  and  St.  Andrew's 
(Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald),  so  as  to  enable 
piers  and  harbours  to  be  made.  After 
''building"  in  the  second  paragraph, 
I  would  propose  the  addition  of  the 
words  '*o{  piers,  harbours,  or  landing 
stages  for  fishermen."  In  one  of  the 
Islands  in  the  district  I  represent  there 
is  no  harbour  or  pier  for  the  fishermen 
at  all,  and  when  the  boats  come  in  they 
often  lose  their  fish,  being  unable  to 
bring  it  to  land.  Take  Stroma  Island : 
there  is  a  very  heavy  tide— a  seven- knot 
tide — running  there,  there  is  no  landing 
stage,  and  the  fishermen  have  to  jump 
into  Uie  water  and  to  dance  and  dodge 
to  prevent  their  boats  from  being 
swamped.  They  want  a  harbour  or  pier 
to  enable  them  to  land  their  fish. 

The  chairman  :  Hon.  Members 
wish  to  know  whether  all  this  is  in  Order. 
The  authority  given  is  to  enable  ad- 
vances to  be  made  in  the  shape  of  loans 
to  persons  engaged  in  the  fishing  indus- 
ixy.  The  clause  speaks  of  certain  indi- 
vidual   persons  —  namely,  fishermen ; 
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therefore,  it  oould  not  possibly  be  ex- 
tended to  the  building  of  piers. 

Me.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  (Edin- 
burgh  and  St.  Andrews  Universities) :  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  bear 
me  out  when  I  say  that  my  recollection  in 
Office  was  that  there  is  a  sum  at  present 
in  the  hands  of  the  Fishery  Board  to  be 
devoted  to  such  purposes  as  the  making 
of  piers  and  harbours.  When  I  was  in 
Office,  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Gt>- 
vemment  to  devote  part  of  such  sum  to 
these  purposes.  It  is  therefore,  per- 
haps, unnecessary  to  put  this  in  the 

SiE  JAMES  FERGTTSSON :  I  trust 
the  Committee  will  not  think  me  out  of 
Order  in  expressing  my  regret  that  the 
mone^  in  this  clause  is  to  be  granted  for 
this  limited  purpose.  I  take  a  great  in* 
terest  in  this  matter,  and  have  followed 
with  a  great  deal  of  attention  the 
efforts  which  have  been  made  for  the 
assistance  of  the  people  engaged  in  fish- 
ing. 

The  chairman  :  I  must  put  the 
Question.  It  is,  "That  the  Clause  be 
added  to  the  BiU." 

SiB  JAMES  FERGUSSON:  I  wish 
to  point  out  how  deplorably  we  are  fall- 
ing short  of  doing  a  great  thing  for 
these  people  by  limiting  the  grants  to 
this  very  narrow  purpose  of  fishing 
boats  and  fishing  gear.  The  Royal  Com- 
mission pointed  out  how,  over  a  great 
part  of  tne  coast,  most  favourable  oppor- 
tunities of  fishing  were  lost,  by  reason 
of  there  being  no  shelter  for  vessels 
capable  of  going  out  to  sea.  But  the 
point  I  am  most  desirous  of  pressing  on 
the  Committee  and  Her  Majesty's  (Go- 
vernment is  that  it  is  most  necessary 
that  the  fish  these  people  catch  should 
be  brought  to  market.  I  am  aware  that 
the  Post  Office  are  doing  something 
to  extend  steamer  communication,  and 
that  since  the  1st  of  March  steamers 
have  been  run  from  Oban  up  as  far  as 
Loch  Boisdale,  so  as  to  enable  fish  to  be 
brought  to  Billingsgate  on  the  second 
morning  from  the  departure  of  the 
boats ;  but  it  is  impossible  to  send  fish 
by  steamer  from  points  further  north 
than  Loch  Boisdale,  and  a  great  quan- 
tity of  fish,  such  as  turbot  and  hallibut, 
are  absolutely  wasted.  Fish  of  this 
kind,  consequently,  are  either  not  caught, 
or  if  they  are  caught  they  go  for  no- 
thing. If  steamers,  instead  of  stopping 
at  Loch  Boisdale,  were  to  go  round  to 
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Portree,  the  fiBhermen  would  be  able 
to  send  their  fish  by  railway  bv  way  of 
Strome  Ferry  and  Inyerness.  The  same 
Company  is  willing  to  run  steamers 
around  the  West  Ooast  of  Skye  and  the 
Island  of  Lewis  if  it  is  made  worth  its 
while,  and  I  do  beg  the  Gbvemment 
not  to  lose  sieht  of  tiie  matter.  A  small 
guarantee  or  £3,000  would  be  quite 
sufficient  to  carry  this  out.  Such  a 
guarantee  would  enable  the  fishermen  to 
turn  their  industry  to  profitable  account. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfottb)  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  I  beg  to 
move  the  insertion  of  the  following  new 
danse: — 

**  Nothing  in  thia  Act  shall  apply  to  any 
holding  let  to  a  penon  daring  his  continuance 
in  any  office,  appointment,  or  employment  of 
the  landlord,  or  of  any  tenant  of  tne  land- 
lord." 

New  Clause  (Saving  in  case  of  hold- 
ings in  possession  of  servants,) — {2^e 
Lord  AdffooaU,) — brought  up,  and  read 
the  first  time. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  Clause 
be  read  a  second  time." 

Mb.  INCE  ^Islington,  E.) :  I  rise  for 
the  purpose  of  moviug,  Mr.  Courtney, 
that  you  do  now  report  Progress  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again.  There  are  14 
other  Orders  of  the  Day,  and  I  think  it 
is  quite  time  the  Government  told  us 
whether  or  not  they  are  going  to  at- 
tempt any  further  Business  to-night.  I 
have  no  objection  to  Scotch  Members 
stopping  here  all  night  if  they  dioose ; 
but  I  should  like  to  ask  whether  the 
Oovemment  mean  to  attempt  anything 
else  but  this  Bill  ?  Will  anybody  say 
whether  thev  intend  to  take  the  consi- 
deration of  the  Infants  Bill  as  amended? 

Thb  LOED  ADVOCATE:  The  Go- 
vernment do  not  propose  to  take  any 
other  Bills  to-night.  I  suppose  it  is  the 
Infants  Bill  the  hon.  and  learned  Q^n- 
tleman  wants  to  know  about  ? 

Mb.  INCE:  Yes. 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE:  The  Go- 
vernment do  not  propose  to  take  that 
Bill. 

Question  put,  and  agre$d  to. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  (Manchester, 
E.):  I  beg  to  propose  the  following 
Amendment  to  the  Lord  Advocate's 
new  clause  :— 

8%r  JauMi  FerguBion 


(SaTing  in  case  of  holdings  in  poMemion  of 
Berrants),  line  8,  at  end,  add  '^  nor  to  any  hold- 
ing occupied  by  any  minister,  schoolmaster, 
innkeeper,  blacksmith,  carpenter,  wright, 
builder,  or  shopkeeper  which  has  been  let  to 
the  tenant  by  reason  of  his  carrying  on  such 
profession  or  trade  on  the  property  of  the  land- 
lord." 

The  object  of  this  Amendment  is  clear 
on  the  face  of  it,  and  I  do  not  wish,  at 
this  time  of  night,  to  go  into  it  at  any 
length.  I  believe  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate 
knows  the  intention  with  which  it  is 
moved ;  and  if  he  will  give  me  an  assur- 
ance that  he  will  consider  the  matter 
before  the  Eeport  I  will  not  proceed 
further  in  the  matter. 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  (Clackmannan,  &o.) :  I  will 
promise  to  do  that.  The  matter  is  one 
which  will  require  a  great  deal  of  con- 
sideration, for  it  seems  to  me  that  some 
part  of  this  proposal  would  be  very 
dangerous.  It  seems  to  me,  it  would 
be  dangerous  to  leave  it  to  the  Commis- 
sion to  decide  whether  it  would  be  to 
the  benefit  of  the  community  that  such 
saving  should  exist. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question,  '*  That  the  Clause  be 
added  to  the  Bill/'  put,  and  agr$od  to. 

Me.  chance  (Kilkennv,  S.):  I  beg 
to  move  the  insertion  of  the  clause 
which  stands  in  my  name  on  the  Paper 
as  follows : — 

<<  (1.)  The  crofter  may  serve  upon  the  land- 
lord a  notice  claiming  to  be  admitted  tenant  of 
the  lands,  with  the  rights  of  grazing,  pasturing, 
turf,  fishing,  and  taking  shell  fish  and  sea  weed, 
and  at  the  rent  therein  specified,  and,  in  case  the 
landlord  does  not  within  fourteen  days  after  the 
service  of  such  notice  serve  upon  the  crofter  a 
notice  admitting  the  crofter  tenant  h-om  the 
first  term  of  Whitsuntide  or  Martinmas  next 
succeeding  such  original  notice  of  such  lands, 
with  such  rights,  and  at  such  rent  of,  aforesaid, 
the  crofter  may  apply  to  the  Land  Commission 
to  determine  whether,  taking  into  consideration 
all  the  circumstances  of  the  case  and  district,  it 
is  reasonable  that  the  crofter  should  be  ad- 
mitted tenant  of  such  lands,  wiUi  such  rights 
and  at  such  rent  as  aforesaid,  and,  in  case  Uie 
Land  Commission  determine  that  it  is  reason- 
able that  the  crofter  should  be  so  admitted,  the 
Land  Commission  shall  pronounce  an  order  ac- 
cordingly, and  shall,  by  such  order,  dedare  the 
crofter  entitled  to  all  law  and  other  costs  and 
expenses  incurred  by  reason  of  the  neglect  or 
refusal  of  the  landlord  to  admit  the  crofter  to 
be  tenant  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  his 
notice. 

**  (2.)  The  rights  specified  in  the  notice  served 
by  Uie  crofter  under  this  section  may  be  more 
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eoctennT*  than,  or  different  from,  the  rights 
then  held  or  enjoyed  by  the  crofter. 

*'  (8.)  A  notice  served  by  the  landlord  ad- 
mittmg  the  crofter  tenant  under  the  proyisions 
of  this  section  shall  have  the  same  effect  as  an 
order  pronounced  by  the  Land  CommiBsion 
under  Uie  sixth  section  of  this  Act. 

"  (4.)  Upon  any  amplication  under  this  sec- 
tion, the  Jjmd  Commission  shall  determine  how 
far  the  notice  served  bv  the  crofter  should  be 
complied  with,  and  shall  pronounce  an  order 
acccidingly." 

The  clause  will  not  extend  the  scope  of 
the  Bill,  or  give  crofters  any  new  rights 
whatsoever.  In  the  case  of  small  hold- 
mga  it  will  be  a  very  serious  thing  in- 
d^  if  the  crofters  have  to  apply  to  a 
legal  tribunal  and  bring  the  question  at 
issue  to  a  trial  before  they  can  get  the 
slightest  increase  to  their  rights.  The 
result  will  be  that  one  or  two  crofters 
will  apply  to  the  Oourt,  and  the  cost  of 
their  action  will  be  found  so  great  that 
the  others  will  deem  it  wiser  for  them  to 
suffer  the  present  unsatisfactory  condi- 
tion of  things  rather  than  appeal  to  the 
Commissioners.  We  have  just  been 
told  of  a  case  in  which,  under  the 
Compensation  for  Agricultural  Im- 
prorements  Act,  a  man  applied  to  the 
Court  for  £80,  the  value  of  improve- 
ments, and  was  awarded  £0,  the  costs 
amounting  to  £44.  The  first  part  of 
this  clause  is  so  worded  that  the  land- 
lord will  be  compelled  to  admit  that  the 
demand  made  by  the  crofter  is  reason- 
able, or  else  go  into  the  Oourt  and  show 
that  it  is  unreasonable,  in  which  event 
ihe  crofter  will  have  to  pay  the  costs.  I 
say— 

"  The  crofter  may  serve  upon  the  landlord  a 
notice  claiming  to  be  admitted  tenant  of  the 
IukIs,  with  the  rights  of  grazing,  pasturing, 
torf,  fishing,  and  taking  shell  fish  ana  sea  weed, 
and  at  the  rent  therein  specified,  and,  in  case  the 
landlord  does  not  within  fourteen  days  after  the 
service  of  such  notice  serve  upon  the  crofter  a 
notice  admitting  the  crofter  tenant  from  the 
first  term  of  Whitsuntide  or  Martinmas  next 
lacceeding  such  original  notice  of  such  lands, 
vith  such  rights,  and  at  such  rent  of,  aforesaid, 
tiie  crofter  may  apply  to  the  Land  Commission 
to  determine  whether,  taking  into  consideration 
ill  the  circumstances  of  the  case  and  district,  it 
is  reasonable  that  the  crofter  should  be  admitted 
tenant  of  such  lands,  with  such  rights,  and  at 
SDeh  rent  as  aforesaid ; " 

and  so  on.  By  this  Amendment  a  ten- 
ant would  anticipate  this  scheme,  and 
Bay — '*I  think  it  reasonable  that  I 
should  have  certain  rights,"  and  he 
would  get  them,  without  the  interven- 
tion of  this  Act  or  of  a  Court  of  Law, 


and  without  expense  to  anyone.  Then, 
to  meet  the  objection  which  might  be 
made  in  connection  with  Section  11, 1 
say— 

<'In  case  the  Land  Comnussion  determine 
that  it  is  reasonable  that  the  crofter  should  be 
so  admitted,  the  Land  Commission  shall  pro- 
nounce an  order  accordingly,  and  shall,  by  such 
order,  declare  the  crofter  entitled  to  all  law  and 
other  costs  and  expenses  incurred  by  reason  of 
the  neglect  or  refusal  of  the  landlord  to  admit 
the  crofter  to  be  t^iant  in  accordance  with  the 
terms  of  his  notice." 

That  is  to  say,  instead  of  requiring  them 
to  apply,  as  under  Clause  11,  for  addi- 
tional grazing  land,  they  may  go  direct 
to  the  landlord,  who,  if  he  chooses  to 
refuse  to  enlarge  the  holding,  and  the 
Court,  on  application  being  made  to 
them,  take  a  contrary  view,  will  be 
compelled  to  pay  the  costs.  Then  the 
next  two  sub-sections  are  complemen- 
tary.   I  say— 

**  The  lands  and  rights  specified  in  the  notice 
served  by  the  crofter  under  this  section  may  be 
more  extensive  than,  or  different  from,  the  lands 
and  rights  then  held  or  enjoyed  by  the  crofter." 

And  Sub-section  3  reads — 

**  A  notice  served  by  the  landlord  admitting 
the  crofter  tenant  under  the  provisions  of  this 
section  shall  have  the  same  effect  as  an  order 
pronounced  by  the  Land  Commission  under  the 
sixth  section  of  this  Act." 

The  object  of  that  is  to  fix  the  rent  for 
seven  years,  and  the  last  sub-section 
deals  with  oases  where  the  crofter  may 
have  made  an  imreasonable  application, 
and  points  out  where  such  an  applica- 
tion has  been  made  the  Land  Commis- 
sion shall  determine  how  far  the  notice 
should  be  complied  with.  The  whole 
object  of  the  clause  is  to  prevent  these 
uiuortunate  people  from  being  compelled 
to  go  20  or  SO  miles  to  a  Oourt  and  to 
employ  a  lawyer  and  a  number  of  wit- 
nesses, and  so  on,  where  it  is  unneces- 
sary, in  order  to  compel  the  landlord  to 
act  legally.  The  crofters,  after  a  few 
cases  have  been  heard,  will  get  to  know 
what  is  the  law;  the  landlords  will 
know  the  same,  and  they  will  be  able  to 
avail  themselves  of  this  section,  and  in 
that  way  save  a  great  deal  of  expense. 

New  Clause  (Crofter  may  serve  notice 
on  landlord  claiming  to  be  admitted 
tenant,) — {Mr.  Chancery— hroughtup^  and 
read  the  first  time. 

Question  proposed,  '<  That  the  Clause 
be  read  a  second  time." 
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,  The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  (Clackmannan,  ftc.) :  I  am 
afraid  that  neither  in  substance  nor  in 
form  would  it  be  possible  to  accept  this 
Amendment.  It  would  be  quite  against 
the  conception  of  the  Bill.  Without 
delaying  tne  Committee,  I  may  say  that 
though  the  hon.  Member's  object  is  a 
good  one,  it  would  not  be  consistent 
with  the  remainder  of  the  Bill  to  accept 
the  proposal. 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  B.):  I 
have  turned  oyer  the  pages  of  Ramard 
for  1880  and  1881,  and  I  find  that  the 
language  I  have  employed  was  then 
used.  I  am  conyinced  that  many  ten- 
ants who  have  a  substantial  claim,  and 
who  ought  to  have  the  benefit  of  the 
Irish  Land  Act,  do  not  get  that  benefit, 
in  consequence  of  the  enense  entailed 
by  putting  it  in  force.  It  may  be  that 
the  phraseology  will  not  meet  with  the 
approval  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Lord  Advocate ;  but  I  will  withdraw  the 
Amendment  at  once  if  he  will  undertake 
on  Beport  to  bring  up  an  Amendment 
in  the  same  spirit,  enabling  the  tenant 
to  get  his  rights  from  the  landlord. 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE:  I  will  yield 
the  point  of  the  hon.  Member  to  the 
extent  of  considering  the  matter  before 
Beport. 

Mb.  CHANCE:  I  understand  that 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advo- 
cate will  endeavour  to  bring  up  a  clause 
on  Beport  that  will  deal  with  the  land- 
lord who  unreasonably  refuses  to  obey 
the  order  of  the  Court. 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE:  I  shall 
endeavour  to  consider  the  matter  before 
Beport. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mb.  DONALD  CBAWFOBD(Lanark. 
N.E.),  in  moving  the  insertion  of  the 
following  new  Clause  after  Clause  14  :— 

**  The  stock  upon  any  holding  may  be  made 
a  security  for  a  loan  or  other  yaluable  considera- 
tion, and  the  instrument  creating  such  security, 
hereinafter  termed  a  mortgage,  shall  be  in  sudi 
fonn  as  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  may  pre- 
scribe, and,  on  the  production  of  such  instru- 
ment the  sheriff  clerk  shall  record  the  same  in 
the  Crofters'  Holdings  Book,*' 

said :  The  object  of  the  clause  I  have 
to  propose  is  to  render  operative  one  of 
the  principal  provisions  of  the  Bill 
which  gives  facilities  for  the  enlarge- 
ment of  holdings.  This  provision  is 
feneed  round  with  a  number  of  restric- 
tions,  for   which,    when   they   passed 


through  Committee,  reasons  more  or 
less  conclusive  were  assigned  ;  and  I 
am  a^aid,  if  the  Bill  stands  as  it  is, 
that  the  provision  for  obtaining  more 
land  will  be  almost  inoperative  in  the 
Highlands.  I  ask  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  to  mitigate  the  se- 
verity of  the  restriction  which  makes  it 
incumbent  on  the  crofter  to  show  that 
he  has  means  to  stock  more  land  than 
he  has.  Well,  Sir,  I  think  that,  in 
many  cases,  the  crofter  will  not  be  able 
to  show  that  he  can  stock  more  land 
unless  the  Committee  comes  to  his  aid. 
This  Amendment,  then,  is  to  make  a 
fund  of  the  stock  of  cattle  on  the  hold- 
ing—to make  it  a  fund  of  credit,  which 
at  present  it  is  not.  As  lawyers  are 
aware,  it  is  not  legal  to  make  chattels 
or  movable  property  a  fund  in  Scotland. 
But  I  would  point  out  that,  in  those 
countries  in  which  similar  industries  to 
those  carried  on  in  the  Highlands  are 
most  extensive  and  important,  such  as 
our  own  Colonies  of  Victoria  and  New 
South  Wales,  25  or  30  years  ago  the 
Common  Law  was  altered  by  special 
Statute  in  the  direction  which  I  now  in- 
dicate, under  which  the  Colonists  were 
authoriEcd  to  give  real  security  over 
their  stock ;  and  this,  I  believe,  is  con- 
sidered to  have  been  the  foundation  of 
prosperity  in  those  Colonies,  millions  of 
monev  having  been  lent  on  that  security. 
I  shall  not  enlarge  on  the  subject,  but 
shall  leave  the  clause  in  the  hands  of 
the  Committee;  and  I  trust  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate  will 
take  it  into  consideration,  because  I  am 
sure  that,  by  agreeing  to  it,  a  great  boon 
will  be  conferred  upon  the  crofter. 

New  Clause  (Mortgage  of  stock,) — 
(  Mr»  Donald  Crawford^ — brought  up^  and 
read  the  first  time. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  Clause 
be  read  a  second  time." 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  rClackmannan,  &c.):  This  is 
a  matter  which  we  have  carefully  con- 
sidered, not  only  since  the  hon.  Member 
placed  his  Amendment  on  the  Paper, 
but  previously.  But  it  is  only  right  that 
I  should  put  before  the  Committee  what 
appears  to  me  to  be  a  very  serious  ob- 
jection to  the  hon.  Member's  proposal 
both  in  principle  and  in  point  of  ex- 
pediency. According  to  the  law  of  Scot- 
land, it  is  a  well- settled  and  universal 
rule  that  moveable  chattels,  as  they  are 
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called  in  England,  cannot  be  made 
security  without  possession;  and  that 
rule  is  founded  upon  a  consideration 
vhich  I  believe  will  be  appreciated  by 
the  Committee  —  namely,  that  there 
should  not  be  instruments  different  from 
other  instruments  before  the  creditors. 
It  would  be  yeiy  strange  if  the  principle 
were  introducea  for  the  first  time  into 
Scotland,  at  the  same  moment  when  the 
e?il  and  difficulty  resulting  from  a  dif- 
ferent rule  of  the  law  has  been  formed, 
and  when  the  law  in  England  is  being 
gradually  altered.  The  consequence  of 
a  different  rule  in  England  has  been  the 
raising  of  false  credit ;  and  it  has  been 
found  very  dangerous  to  persons  who 
used  the  right  of  pledging  their  property 
by  bills  of  sale.  I  think  in  the  last 
Parliament  two  Bills  were  passed  to  alter 
and,  I  believe,  to  do  away  with  the  rule 
altogether.  Again,  in  a  legal  sense,  the 
security  would  be  wholly  worthless. 
What  is  the  security  ?  I  can  understand 
that  it  is  a  security  in  Australia,  where 
you  have  many  thousands  of  cattle  and 
sheep  in  the  herds,  and  where  the  deaths 
are  compensated  by  a  corresponding 
number  of  births.  But  let  the  Oom- 
mittee  look  at  the  cases  to  which  this 
Amendment  is  intended  to  apply — where 
the  stock  consists  of  a  few,  or  perhaps 
of  two  oows,  and  a  death  or  two  might 
discharge  your  security  altogether.  But 
this  is  to  be  a  security  which  it  is  com- 
petent for  the  crofter  to  sell,  although 
there  is  the  security  over  it,  so  that  it  is 
bringing  back  the  old  Law  of  Hypothec 
— that  is  to  say,  of  pledge  without  pos- 
session. I  understand  that  this  is  a  pro- 
posal to  credit  hypothec  security  without 
poflsesaion,  on  land  belonging  to  someone 
else.  Now  that  would  be  a  very  strange 
piece  of  legislation,  for  having  done 
away  with  the  Law  of  Hypothec  in  a 
former  year  we  should  be  bringing  it 
back  in  1886.  I  fear  that  the  result 
would  be  to  make  the  people  in  the 
Highlands  and  Islands  poorer  than  they 
are,  and  do  them  a  great  deal  of  harm. 
I  think  the  Committee  will  pause  before 
it  accepts  such  an  Amendment. 

Da.  GLABK  (Caithness) :  I  wish  to 
point  out  that  the  Boyal  Commission 
approved  a  scheme  precisely  similar  to 
uat  now  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  North-East  Lanarkshire  (Mr.  Donald 
Crawford).  They  proposed  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  lend  the  money.  It 
should  be  remembered  that  this  is  a 


suggestion  made  by  a  practical  farmer 
and  improver  of  land.  The  syst^n  iH 
working  very  well  in  G^ermany,  where 
the  result  is  that  the  occupier  is  able 
both  to  buv  stock  and  to  buy  the  hold- 
ing ;  and  if  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Lord  Advocate  will  look  into  the  plain 
suggestion  which  the  Hoyal  Commission 
tells  us  deserves  the  consideration  of  the 
Government;  if  he  will  look  at  the 
system  in  operation  in  Germany,  and 
give  the  Scotch  crofters  what  is  there 
given  to  German  peasants,  I  think  it  will 
have  a  good  effect ;  because,  unless  some 
assistance  is  given  in  that  direction,  the 
scheme  will  be  practically  useless.  In 
my  opinion,  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Nortn-East  Lanarkshire  is 
one  which  thoroughly  deserves  the  sup- 
port of  the  Committee. 

Mb.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
I  wish  to  point  out  that  Sub-section  3 
says  that  the  mortgagee  shall  not,  by 
reason  of  his  mortgage,  be  deemed  to  be 
the  owner  of  any  such  stock ;  and  then 
that  the  4th  sub-section  says  that  every 
registered  mortgagee  shall  have  power 
absolutely  to  dispose  of  the  stock  in  re- 
spect of  which  he  is  registered,  and  to 
give  effectual  receipts  to  the  purchaser 
for  the  price,  and  then  that  if  the  stock 
has  been  removed  from  the  holding  the 
mortgagee  shall  not  be  entitled  to  dis- 
pose of  it.  The  words  are  without 
meaning. 

Me.  eraser-mackintosh  (In- 
verness-shire):  This  matter  of  raising 
money  on  farm  stocks  has  been  con- 
sidered in  Scotland  for  years,  and  I  Can 
only  refer  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Lord  Advocate  to  the  Reports  which 
have  been  made  on  the  subject.  I 
think  if  the  principle  is  found  to  work 
well  in  new  countries  that  the  Govern- 
ment might  very  well  indeed  sanction 
this  sm^  boon  to  the  crofters. 

Mb.  HALDANE  (Haddingpton): 
Whatever  might  be  the  effect  of  intro- 
ducing this  system  into  the  North  of 
Scotland,  it  is  certainly  quite  contrary 
to  our  experience  here  that  any  good 
should  come  from  it.  I  believe  it  is  cus- 
tomary, in  the  North  of  Scotland,  for 
the  banks  to  lend  against  stock.  Of 
course,  if  they  do  that,  as  the  law  stands 
in  Scotland,  it  means  that  they  take  the 
stock,  not  as  security  for  the  amount  of 
the  debt,  but  as  an  indication  of  the 
solvency  of  the  borrower.  They  can  do 
that  still ;  but  to  alter  the  law  whick 
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aflsomes  the  property  to  be  inseparable 
from  the  possession  is  simply  to  do  what 
we  have  been  undoing  in  England.  We 
haye  found  that  bills  of  sale  and  mort- 
gageSy  imder  which  property  is  separated 
from  possession,  have  a  most  unwhole- 
some effect.  The  principle  advocated  by 
the  hon.  Member  is  something  quite  un- 
known to  the  law  of  Scotland,  and  the 
proposal  is  hardly  necessary,  when  you 
consider  that  the  banks  take  stock  as  a 
sort  of  index  of  the  solvency  of  the 
borrowers.  It  has  been  found  in  Eng- 
land to  be  a  bad  one,  and  I  hope  that 
the  Committee  will  not  sanction  the 
introduction  of  the  clause. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

New  Clause : — 

(Bestoratioii  of  evicted  crofters.) 

<<  On  the  application  of  any  person  who  is,  or 
who  at  any  former  time  was,  a  crofter  or  cottar 
on  an  estate,  or  of  the  descendant  or  husband  of 
a  female  descendant  of  any  person  who  was  a 
orofter  or  cottar  on  an  estate,  the  Land  Com- 
mission ma^  designate  any  land  on  the  same 
estate  as  suitable  for  being  held  as  a  croft,  and 
may  assign  such  land  to  be  held  as  a  croft  by 
^e  applicant,  on  being  satisfied  that  he  has  by 
himsdf  or  his  family  ability  to  cultivate  the 
same  properly,  and  such  croft  shall  thereafter 
be  deemed  to  be  in  all  respects  a  croft  within 
this  Act,  provided  that  the  Commission  shall 
not  be  bound  to  admit  such  applicant  as  a  crofter 
if  it  shall  be  shown  that  he,  or  the  predecessor 
under  whom  he  claims,  was  removed  from  the 
•state  for  any  criminal  offence,  poaching  ex- 
cepted,"—(Jfr.  FroBer-Maekintoth,) 

-^brought  tip,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause  be  read  the  second 
time." 

Thb  LOED  advocate  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  (daokmannan,  &c.):  Weccm- 
not  assent  to  this  Amendment. 

DB.CLABE  (Caithness):  This  Amend- 
ment  is  an  attempt  on  the  part  of  my 
hon.  Friend  to  carry  out  the  principle 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman. My  hon.  Friend  has  drafted 
this  as  a  modification— as  a  kind  of 
compromise  which  he  hoped  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would 
accept,  because  it  is  based  upon  his  own 
theory.  The  object  is  to  reinstate  those 
crofters  who  have  been  deprived  unjustly 
of  their  hereditary  right  in  the  soil. 
There  is  no  reason  why  this  Bill  should 
not  extend  to  those  who  have  been  en- 
titled to  holdings,  who  have  been  turned 
out  of  them  notwithstanding  ancient  law 
and  custom. 

Mr.JSaUkme 


Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  I 
suggest  an  Amendment  to  the  clause  as 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member — namely, 
to  strike  out  the  words — 

**  Or  of  the  descendant  or  husband  of  a  female 
descendant  of  any  person  who  was  a  crofter  or 
cottar  on  an  estate," 

and  insert — 

**  and  was  oompolsorily  removed  from  his  hold- 
ing." 

That  would  certainly  be  a  very  moderate 
proposal,  and  clearly  within  the  limits  of 
the  doctrine  laid  down  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman. 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MAODONALD  (Edin- 
burgh and  St.  Andrew's  Universities) : 
This  is  the  wildest  proposal  I  have  heard 
of.  Many  years  ago  a  crofter  has  been 
removed  from  his  holding,  no  doubt  for 
the  best  possible  reason,  but  his  de- 
scendant is  to  be  reinstated. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  71; 
Noes  91:  Majority  20.— (Div.  List, 
No.  85.) 

Mb.  frank  HARDCASTLE  (Lan- 
cashire,  S.E.,  Westhoughton) :  I  beg 
to  move  the  insertion  of  the  following 
new  clause : — 

"  The  tenant  under  lease  of  a  farm,  forest,  or 
moor,  shall  not  be  entitled  to  claim  from  the 
landlord  as  compensation  for  the  loss  of  the 
pastnre  land,  assi^ed  under  this  Act  to  a  crofter 
or  crofters,  anything  beyond  the  rent  agreed  to 
be  paid  by  such  crofter  or  crofters  in  respect  of 
the  pasture  land  so  assigned." 

New  Clause  (Compensation  to  tenant 
limited  to  crofter's  rent,)— rifr.  IVank 
SardcastIe,)'-hrought  up,  ana  read  the 
first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Clause  be  read  a  second  time," 
put,  and  negatived, 

Mb.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen,  N.) :  On 
behalf  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Forfar- 
shire (Mr.  J.  W-  Barclay),  I  hea  to 
move  the  following  new  clause  which 
stands  in  his  name : — 

*'  Fishermen,  fish-cnrers,  and  others  engaged 
in  the  fisheries  shall  have  and  exercise  the  free 
use  of  all  ports,  harbours,  and  foreshores,  and 
of  any  waste  land  on  the  sea  coast  within  one 
hundred  yards  of  high- water  mark  for  landine 
nets,  casks,  and  other  materials,  .ntensilfl,  and 
stores,  and  for  erecting  tents,  huts,  and  sta^, 
and  for  landing,  pickling,  curing,  and  reloadinfi^ 
fish,  drying  nets,  hauling  up  boats,  and  for 
other  purooses  connected  with  the  catching  and 
curing  of  fish  without  paying  any  charge  or 
dues  or  other  consideration  for  the  use  thereof  .* 
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ProTided,  That  Una  daiise  shall  not  exempt 
yessela  or  boats  from  the  payment  of  such  har- 
bour or  pier  dues  as  are  auUiorised  to  be  levied 
by  statute." 

New  Clause  (To  grant  free  use  of 
waste  land  on  foreshores  for  landing  and 
cariDg  fish, ) — ( Jfr.  MunUff) — brought  up, 
and  liad  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  tiie  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  (Clackmannan,  &c.):  This 
is  a  matter  which  has  been  regulated  by 
a  somewhat  obscure  series  of  Statutes ; 
and  I  rather  think  that  a  Statute  of 
1868,  probably  unintentionally,  repealed 
certain  parts,  although  it  is  not  easy  at 
the  moment  to  say  how  much  was  re- 

eed.     I  will  consider  the  propriety  of 
ging  in  a  Bill  to  make  the  re-enact- 
ment or  them  applicable  to   Scotland 
generally. 
Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.) :  I  beg  to  more  the  following  new 
clause : — 

"  Upon  any  order  under  clause  sixteen  of  this 
Act  being  confirmed,  the  Land  Commission 
shall  cause  the  same  to  be  intimated  to  erery 
proprietor  of  a  holding  or  holdings  within  the 
aisbict  specified  in  the  order.  Every  such  pro- 
prietor shall  be  entitled,  by  writing  under  his 
nand  deliyered  to  the  sheriff  clerk  within  thirty 
days  after  the  intimation  to  such  proprietor,  to 
declare  his  -willingness  to  sell  any  holding  or 
holdings  belonging  to  him  and  induded  in  the 
order.  Such  declaration  shall  be  held  to  im- 
part an  offer  to  sell  such  holding  or  holdings  to 
the  occupant  or  occupants  of  the  same  at  a  sum 
amounting  to  twenty-five  years'  purchase  of 

and  snail  be  open  to 
acceptance  for  sixty  days  from  its  delivery  to 
the  sheriff  clerk.  The  price  shall  be  payable 
as  foDows :  not  less  than  one-fifth  ^rt  on  ac- 
SCTitance  of  the  offer,  and  the  remaining  four- 
finhs  in  portions  of  not  less  than  one-twentieUi 
each  year  thereof  for  twenty  years,  interest 
being  charg^ble  on  the  portion  unpaid  at  the 
Tate  of  three  and  a-half  per  cent,  per  annum. 
The  unpaid  portion  of  the  price  shaJI  form  a 
real  buraen  on  the  lands.  The  landlord  shall 
have  right,  on  failure  of  due  payment  of  any 
instalmeat,  to  reacquire  the  said  lands  on  re- 
payment by  him  of  the  moneys  paid  to  him." 

I  tried  to  apply  the  same  principle  to 
the  additional  land  leased  to  the  tenant, 
and  I  shall  take  the  decision  then  arriyed 
tt  as  the  decision  upon  this  point.  I  do 
not  intend  to  ask  the  Oommittee  to 
diyide;  bat  I  moye  the  clause  that  it 
ma^  be  negatived,  and  the  record  re- 
nuon  on  the  Journals  of  the  House. 


New  Clause  (Proceedings  after  con- 
firmation of  order,)— (-*rr.  -i.  J.  Balfour,) 
— brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  (Clackmannan,  &o.):  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not  tnink  we 
could  possibly  accept  this  Amendment ; 
it  is  quite  plain  we  could  not. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Schedule. 

Me.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  move,  as  an  Amendment,  that ''  plant- 
ing of  trees  "  be  inserted  in  the  Schedule. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  amend  the 
Schedule  by  adding  the  words  "  plant- 
ing of  trees."— (Jfr.  Chance.) 

sed,  <*That  those  words 


Question  propos 
be  there  added.'' 


The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  Yes, 
Mr.  Courtney ;  I  think  the  Amendment 
is  quite  reasonable. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  further 
amend  the  Schedule  by  adding  the 
words  ''making  piers  or  landing  sta* 
tions."— (i/r.  Chance,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE :  I  consider 
this,  also,  a  very  suitable  addition. 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Schedule,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Preamble  agreed  to. 
Bill  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill,  as  amended,  be  con- 
sidered upon  Monday  Srd  May,  and  be 
printed."— (7%d  Lord  Advocate.) 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.) :  I  understood  it  was  not  to  be  taken 
on  the  drd  of  May,  but  that  the  Busi- 
ness for  that  day  was  Supply. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE :  I  do  not 
propose  to  take  it  on  the  drd  of  May; 
but  I  think  it  is  well  it  should  be  put 
down  for  that  day. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  May  I  remind 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
that  the  Prime  Minister  distinctly  stated, 
when  questioned  as  to  the  course  of 
Business,  that  the  Business  for  Monday, 

[^Si^h  Nighi.'^^^^ 


14S 


Police  Forces 


{COMMONS}        JEnfranchmmmU  BiU.        144 


the  Srd  of  May,  would  be  Supply  and 
the  Budget  Bill. 

Thb  LOED  advocate  :  I  certainly 
do  not  propose  to  take  it  on  the  Srd ;  I 
only  propose  to  put  it  down  for  that  day. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  be  printed.    [Bill  200.] 

POLICE   FORCES   ENFRANCHISEMENT 

BILL.— [Bill  8.] 
{Sir  Henry  Seiwin^Ihbetton,  Lord  Claud  ffamil- 
ton,  Mr.  Bmdelifi  Cooke,  Mr,  Cowon,  Sir  Oeorge 
Eusteil,  Lord  Charles  Beresford,  Mr.  Howard 
Vincmt.) 

OOMHTTTEE. 

Order  for  Oommittee  read. 

SiE  HENRY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
(Essex,  Epping) :  I  beg  to  propose  that 
the  Order  be  postponed  until  the  3rd  of 
May. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  this  House  will,  upon  Monday, 
the  drd  day  of  May  next,  resolve  itself 
into  the  said  Oommittee." — (5ir  Eenry 
Selwin-  Ibheteon.) 

Mr.  PARNELL(Oork):  Mr.  Speaker. 
Progress  was  reported  upon  this  Bill 
about  a  week  since,  and  it  was  then  put 
down  for  last  Thursday.  A  great  many 
of  my  Colleagues,  at  considerable  incon- 
venience to  themselves,  waited  here  till  a 
very  late  hour  in  order  to  take  part  in 
the  discussion  of  the  Bill.  Without  any 
explanation,  however,  being  vouchsafed 
to  the  Oommittee,  so  far  as  I  am  aware, 
by  anyone,  much  less  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson), 
who  has  charge  of  the  Bill,  it  was  not 
taken  on  that  evening,  but  was  put 
down  for  this  evening.  And  now,  very 
much  to  my  surprise,  when  it  has  been 
reached  again  tnis  evening,  and  a  con- 
siderable number  of  my  Friends  and 
Oolleagues  have  remained  here  until 
this  advanced  hour— until  half-past  2 
o'clock  —  without  any  information  or 
hint  whatever,  until  a  few  minutes  ago, 
that  the  Bill  was  not  to  be  brought  on 
to-night,  we  are  again  told  that  it  is 
proposed  that  the  Bill  shall  be  post- 
poned until  the  3rd  of  May.  Now,  Sir, 
what  day  is  the  Srd  of  May  ?  It  is  the 
day  upon  which  the  House  re-assembles 
after  the  Easter  Becess.  It  is  very 
significant  that  the  very  day  on  which 
the  House  adjourns  for  the  holidays 
should  have  been  chosen  for  this  Bill, 
and  then,  when  that  did  not  for  some 
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reason  or  other  suit  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill,  the  very  day  on  which  the 
House  re-assembles  should  have  been 
chosen.  I  do  not  pretend  to  interpret 
the  motives  for  these  manceuvres;  but 
they  are  certainly  very  extraordinary. 
I  do  not  desire  to  go  into  the  merits  of 
this  Bill— if  I  did,  you  would  very  pro- 
perly rule  me  out  of  Order— but  there  is 
a  clause  in  this  Bill,  and  there  is  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  in  reference 
to  the  Bill,  in  which  the  Irish  Members 
are  very  much  interested.  I  certainly 
do  not  think  that  we  have  been  treated 
fairly,  or  candidly,  first  of  all,  in  the 
proposition  that  was  made  to  postpone 
the  Bill  until  to-night,  and  now  in  the 
proposition  to  postpone  it  until  the  day 
after  the  holidays,  a  day  on  which  it 
will  be  utterly  impossible  for  my  hon. 
Oolleagues  to  be  hereto  take  part  in  the 
discussion,  which  concerns  them  very 
seriously.  I  do  not  mean  to  suggest 
that  to-day  was  fixed  with  the  idea  that 
most  of  my  hon.  Friends  would  have 
returned  to  Ireland,  or  that  the  Motion 
now  under  consideration  was  also  made 
with  the  idea  that  many  of  them  would 
not  have  returned  from  Ireland.  I  cer- 
tainly do  not  see  why  we  should  not  go 
on  with  the  Bill  to-night ;  and  if  me 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Henry  Selwin- 
Ibbetson)  refuses  to  go  on  with  it  now, 
I  beg  to  move  that  instead  of  the  Srd  of 
May,  Friday,  the  20th  of  August,  be 
selected  for  the  resumption  of  l£e  Com- 
mittee stage. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  words  '<  Monday,  the  Srd  day  of 
May  next,"  in  order  to  insert  the  words 
'*  Friday,  the  20th day  of  Augustnext,"— 
{Mr.  Porn^//,)— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
'Monday,  me  3rd  day  of  May  next,' 
stand  part  of  the  Question.'' 

Sib  HENEY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
(Essex,  Epping) :  I  have,  on  more  than 
one  occasion  lately,  heard  from  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Oity  of 
Oork  (Mr.  Pamell)  insinuations  as  to 
my  motives  in  dealing  with  this  ques- 
tion. Well,  Sir,  I  leave  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber and  his  insinuations  on  one  side, 
and  will  merely  say  that  a  private  Mem- 
ber is  bound,  when  he  is  in  charge  of 
a  Bill,  to  take  every  opportunity  that 
presents  itself  of  bringing  his  Bill  for- 
ward. That  has  been  the  only  reason 
which  has  led  me  to  place  the  Bill  down, 
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as  the  hon.  Member  has  said,  on  two  or 
three  occasions.  On  those  occasions,  as 
on  this,  we  have  not  been  able  to  reach 
the  Bill  before  a  very  considerable  num- 
ber of  Members  haye  been  obliged  to 
leave  the  House.  To-night  we  have 
had  a  long  and  protracted  discussion 
npon  the  Colters  Bill ;  and  about  half- 
an-hoor  ago  it  seemed  to  me  that  the 
hour  was  so  late  that  I  could  hardly  ex- 
pect hon.  Members  to  devote  any  con- 
siderable time  to  the  discussion  of  the 
measure.  Those  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
are  generally  supposed  to  know  what 
the  wishes  of  Members  of  the  House 
are  told  me  it  was  too  late  to  hope  for 
any  discussion  of  this  question,  and  I  at 
once  sent  to  the  hon.  Member  who,  I 
believe,  represents  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway,  to  say  that  the  hour  was 
too  late,  and  I  should  not  bring  the  Bill 
on.  I  gave  him  as  early  a  notice  of  my 
intention  as  I  gave  anybody  else.  I 
decided  to  postpone  the  Bill  solely  in 
the  belief  that  hon.  Members  were  ex- 
hausted by  the  previous  discussion,  and 
that  it  was  unreasonable  to  ask  them  to 
enter  npon  the  consideration  of  a  Bill 
of  this  kind.  On  my  telling  them  that 
it  was  not  my  intention  to  bring  on  the 
Bill  a  number  of  Friends  of  mine  left 
the  House.  Under  the  circmnstanoes, 
I  have  done  what  I  have  done  before,  I 
have  put  it  down  for  the  first  available 
day.  It  is  the  first  time  I  have  heard 
in  this  House  that  hon.  Members  are 
not  expected  to  be  present  on  all  the 
days  on  which  the  House  professes  to 
meet.  As  I  haye  done  before,  I  wish  to 
show  now  that  I,  as  a  private  Member 
in  charge  of  a  Bill,  am  endeavouring  to 
the  best  of  my  ability  to  bring  that  Bill 
before  the  House. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'OONNOE  (Liverpool, 
Scotland):  I  cannot  possibly  see  any 
reason  why  we  should  not  proceed  with 
the  Bill  now.  We  have  waited  here  all 
this  evening  solely  for  the  purpose  of 
going  on  with  the  Bill.  We  have,  of 
course,  taken  part  in  the  divisions  with 
the  Scotch  Members,  endeavouring,  so 
far  as  we  could,  to  improve  the  Bill 
brought  in  on  the  Orofter  Question  ;  but 
oar  main  reason  for  staying  here  to-night 
was  that  we  are  opposed  to  the  Bill  of 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Henry 
Selwin  -  Ibbetson)  has  charge.  Now, 
Sir,  I  have  no  desire  whatever  to  cast 
any  imputations  on  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet. The  right  hon.  Baronet  is  anxious 


to  carry  the  Bill,  and  to  carry  it  in  the 
form  which  he  thinks  is  most  for  the  in- 
terest of  his  Party.  He  finds  here  to- 
night a  considerable  number  of  Irish 
Members  ready  to  take  part  in  the  dis- 
cussion of  that  portion  of  the  Bill  which 
concerns  them.  Perhaps  he  finds  a  fewer 
number  of  Members  of  his  own  Party 
present,  and,  accordingly,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  proposes  to  defer  the  Bill  to  a 
time  when  the  Irish  Members  cannot  be 
here.  It  is  all  very  well  to  say  hon. 
Members  are  expected  to  be  here  on 
every  day  that  the  House  sits.  That,  of 
course,  is  the  theory ;  but  there  are  days 
when  it  is  convenient  for  hon.  Members 
of  one  section  of  the  House  to  be  absent, 
and  there  are  days  when  it  is  convenient 
for  hon.  Members  of  another  section 
of  the  House  to  stay  away.  I  put  it  to 
the  fairness  and  justice  of  the  House 
whether,  when  we  have  come  to  the 
Irish  portion  of  the  Bill,  it  is  right  for 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  postpone  the 
Bill  from  the  night  when  there  is  a 
large  attendance  of  Irish  Members  to  a 
day  when  there  must  be  a  smaU  attend- 
ance of  such  Members  ?  It  is  contrary 
to  all  the  good  faith  and  fair  dealing 
which  hon.  Members  of  different  sec- 
tions of  the  House  must  observe  towards 
each  other  if  the  Business  is  to  proceed 
smoothly.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  has 
got  his  opportunity.  He  professes  to  be 
extremely  anxious  that  this  Bill  should 
go  forward,  and  his  excuse  for  putting  it 
down  for  the  drd  of  May  is  that  it  is  the 
duty  of  a  private  Member  in  charge  of 
a  Bill  to  press  the  Bill  forward  as  best 
he  can.  Then  let  him  press  it  forward 
now.  I  ask  hon.  Members  on  all  sides 
of  the  House  to  support  us  in  our  at- 
tempt to  defeat  what  my  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Parnell)  was  perfectly  justified  in 
calling  the  manosuvring  in  connection 
with  this  Bill. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston) :  I  rise 
to  Order.  Is  it  right,  Mr.  Speaker,  for 
an  hon.  Member  to  apply  the  term 
''  manoeuvring''  to  the  action  of  another 
hon.  Member  of  the  House  ? 

Me.  SPEAKER:  The  word  ** ma- 
noeuvring" is  certainly  not  out  of  Order ; 
but  it  would  be  out  of  Order  to  impute 
to  an  hon.  Member  any  unfair  motive. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR .  I  attribute 
no  unfair  motive.  I  impute  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  f  Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbet- 
son)  a  motiye  he  has,  in  common  with 
every  strong  Party  man,  of  putting  f or- 
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ward  a  Bill  in  Buch  a  maimer  as  would 
please  himself,  and  would  be  hostile  to 
those  against  it;  and  I  say,  in  that  sense, 
he  is  manoeuvring  most  skilfully.  Now, 
what  are  the  two  proposals  before  the 
House  ?  The  right  hon.  Baronet  has  his 
opportunity  of  hurrying  forward  the  Bill 
by  proceeding  with  it  now ;  but  he  pre- 
fers to  postpone  it  to  a  day  which  will  be 
most  inconyenient  to  those  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  are  most  deeply  interested.  I 
think  that,  under  these  circumstances, 
we  are  entitled  to  ask  the  House  to  post- 
pone the  Bill  until  the  20th  of  August, 
when  we  may  have  a  better  chance  of 
considering  the  measure. 

The  chief  8E0EETAEY  to  the 
LOED  LIEUTENANT  of  IEELAND 
(Mr.  John  Moelby)  (Newcastle  -  on - 
Tyne) :  I  cannot  help  sympathizing,  to 
a  certain  extent,  with  hon.  Gentlemen 
from  Ireland  in  their  desire  to  proceed 
with  the  discussion  of  this  Bill,  in  which 
they  are  so  much  interested,  to-night ; 
but  I  think  that  we,  who  are  not  so  in- 
terested as  they  are,  and  who  have  been 
working  all  night  long,  ought  to  be  now 
relieved  from  further  attendance.  No 
one  can  really  think  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net (Sir  Henry  8elwin-Ibbet8on)is  guilty 
of  any  unworthy  motive.  But  I  may 
venture  to  suggest,  as  a  compromise,  that 
he  should  postpone  the  Bill  until  Thurs- 
day, May  6.  If  it  is  put  forward  to  the 
6th,  probably  hon.  Members  from  Ire- 
land will  be  in  their  places  by  that  time, 
and  will  be  able  to  take  part  in  the  dis- 
cussion. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  regret 
to  say  that  the  suggestion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  will  not  meet  our  objection. 
Our  position  is  a  simple  one.  We  might 
have  blocked  this  Bill ;  but  we  did  not 
wish  to  do  so.  We  allowed  it  to  come 
on,  in  the  hope  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  would  meet  us  in  regard  to  the 
time  when  it  should  be  taken.  It  affects 
Ireland  very  largely,  and  we  are  surely 
entitled  to  a  fair  opportunity  of  discuss- 
ing it.  Now,  Sir,  observe  what  our  posi- 
tion is.  Many  of  us  would  have  been 
able  to  have  ^one  to  Ireland  on  Satur- 
day but  for  this  Bill  being  down  for  to- 
night, and  we  have  accordingly  been 
kept  in  town  waiting  for  it  for  three 
days.  Well,  we  do  not  object  to  that ; 
but  now  we  are  asked  to  come  back 
here  again,  in  order  to  discuss  this  Bill, 
a  week  before  there  is  any  other  Irish 
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Business,  or  any  necessity  for  us  to  come 
back.  We  have  no  other  Business  to 
call  us  here,  and  yet  this  Bill  is  put 
down.  I  do  not  wish  to  impute  un- 
worthy motive  to  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net ;  but  I  do  not  know  why  he  should 
make  such  a  Motion  as  this,  unless  it  is 
to  get  this  Bill  through.  Of  course,  it 
may  be  a  very  worthy  motive  for  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  to  desire,  by  any 
means  whatever,  to  get  his  Bill  through ; 
but  I  only  wish  to  point  out  that  he  is 
treating  the  Irish  Members  very  un- 
fairly in  the  matter.  I  would  point  out 
to  him  also  that  even  the  Government, 
when  we  have  been  opposing  them  very 
bitterly  upon  questions  like  the  Irish. 
Estimates,  have  endeavoured  to  meet 
our  reasonable  cenvenience.  If  any 
Member  of  the  Irish  Party  said  that  it 
would  be  inoonvenient  to  the  Irish 
Party  to  take  the  Irish  Estimates  on 
any  particular  night,  the  Gk)vemment 
have  always  been  willing  to  put  them 
down  for  some  other  day.  I  rail  to  see 
why  it  should  be  fair  or  reasonable  for 
a  private  Member  in  this  House  to  per- 
sue  a  course  which,  although  he  has  an 
interest  in  the  BiU,  and  however  anxious 
he  may  be  to  eet  it  through,  is  unfair  to 
one  class  of  Members,  and  is  more  arbi- 
trary than  the  course  pursued  on  similar 
occasions  by  the  (^vernment. 

Sib  HENRY  8ELWIN-IBBETS0N : 
I  have  no  right  to  speak  again ;  but  if 
the  House  will  allow  me  I  wish  to  say, 
after  what  has  fallen  from  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley), 
I  shall  be  glad  to  put  the  Bill  down  for 
the  Thursday  or  the  Monday  follow- 
ing the  day  on  which  the  House  re- 
assembles. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Sib  HENRY  SELWIN-IBBETSON: 
I  allowed  the  Question  to  be  negatived, 
in  order  to  fulfil  the  understanding  that 
I  had  with  hon.  Members ;  and  I  will 
now  move  to  insert  **  the  10th  of  May." 

Mb.  PARNELL  :  It  ought  to  have 
been  obvious  to  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net  

Mb.  speaker  :  The  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  can  only  be  in- 
serted in  the  event  of  the  proposition 
which  I  have  now  to  put  being  nega- 
tived. 

Question  put,  **  That  the  words  'Fri- 
day, the  20th  day  of  August  next,'  be 
there  inserted.'' 
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The  ILoxkBe  dufided : — Ayes  80;  Noes 
77 :  Majority  8.— (Diy.  list,  No.  86.) 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

Committee  eUforred  till  Driday  20th 
August. 

MOTION'S. 


TRAMWAYS  PROVISIONAL  ORDERS    (NO.    1) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Charles  Acland,  Bill  to 

confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders  made  by  the 

Board  of  Trade  under  "The  Tramways    Act, 

1870/'    relating  to  Dudley,  Stourbridge,  and 

Eingswinford   Tramways ;      Great     Grimsby 

Street    Tramways    (Cleethorpes    Extension) ; 

l^Uifax  and  District  Tramways ;  Jarrow  and 

Hebbum  and  District  Tramways ;  and  North 

Staffordshire  Tramways,  ordered  to  be  brought 

in  by  Mr.  Charles  Aciand  and  Mr.  Mundella. 

Bm,  preeenUd^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  195.] 

GAS  PROVISIONAL  ORDERS   (NO.  1)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Charles  Aoland,  Bill  to 
confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders  made  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  under  "  The  Gas  and  Water 
Works  Facilities  Act,  1870,*'  relating  to  Chert- 
sey  Gas,  Loughborough  Gas,  Melksham  Gas, 
Menai  Bridge  Gas,  and  Pocklington  GhM, 
erdtredto  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Charles  Aciand 
and  Mr.  Mundella. 

WlpreeeTUed,  andread  the  first  time.  [Bill  196.] 

POLICE     AND     IMPROVEMENT      (SCOTLAND) 
PROVISIONAL  ORDER  (LEITH;  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  The  Lord  Advocate,  Bill  to  con- 
firm an  Order  of  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
under  the  provisionBof  "The  General  Police 
and  Improvement  (Scotland)  Act,  1862,"  re- 
lating to  the  Burgh  of  Leith,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  the  Lord  Advocate  and  Mr. 
Mundella. 
Bill  preeenUd,  and  nad  the  first  time.  [Bill  197.] 

ADJOUENMENT. 
Betohed,  That  this  House  will,  at  the 
rising  of  the  House  this  day,  adjourn 
till  IfoHday  drd  May. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 

after  Three  o'clock  till 

Monday  3rd  May. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  ^d  May,  1886. 


MINUTES.]— Nbw  Mbmbebs  Sworn— Right 
honble.  George  Shaw  Lefevre,  for  Bradford 
(Central  Division);  Right  honble.  Sir 
Ughtred  James  Kay-Shuttleworth,  baronet, 
for  Korth-East  Lancashire  (Clitheroe  Divi- 
sion); Hnffo  Richard  Charteris,  commonly 
called  Lord  Eloho,  for  Ipswich. 


Supply — eoneidered  in  Committee — OrviL  Sbb- 
vicB  EsTiMATBs;  Class  I.— Publio  Wobks 
AND  Buildings,  Votes  16d  to  20,  23  &  24  ; 
Glass  III. ~ Law  and  Justice,  Votes  1  to  19, 
22,  23,  31  k  32 

Privatb  Bill  {by  Order)  —  Second  Reading — 
South  Hampuiire  Railway  and  Pier.* 

Public  Bills — Resolution  in  Committee — Post 
Offic  Sites  [Expenses]. 

Ordered  —  First  Beading  —  Pier  and  Harbour 
Provisional  Orders  •  f201]. 

Seeond  Reading — Local  Government  Provisional 
Orders  •  [173];  Local  Government  Provi- 
sional Orders  (No.  2)*  [174];  Local  Govern- 
ment Provisional  Order  (Poor  Law)*  [172]  ; 
Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (Poor 
Law  (No.  2)  •  [176]  ;  Local  Government 
Provisional  Orders  (Poor  Law)  (No.  3)* 
[176] ;  Local  Government  FrovisioniEll  Orders 
(Poor  Law)  (No.  4)*  [177];  Local  Govern- 
ment Provisional  Orders  (Poor  Law)  (No.  6)  • 
[178] ;  Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(Poor  Law)  (No.  6)  •  [179]  ;  Customs  and 
Inland  Revenue  [190];  National  Debt* 
[191] ;  Medical  Acts  Amendment  [163] ; 
Ulster  Canal  and  Tyrone  Navigation  [141] ; 
Burial  Grounds  [131] ;  Returning  Officers* 
Charges  (Scotland)  [188]. 

Committee  —  Report  —  Third  Reading  —  Hyde 
Park  Comer  (New  Streets)  {re-eomm.)  •  [182], 
and  passed. 

Considered  as  amended^lntania  [139]. 

Withdrawn — Removal  Terms  (Burgns)  (Soot- 
land)  Act  (1881)  Amendment  *  [105]. 

QUESTIONS, 


POST  OFFICE  (SCOTLAND)— 
DELIVERIES  OF  MAILS  TO  PORTREE. 

Mr.  FRASEE-MACKIIfTOSH  (In- 
verness-shire) asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  Whether  the  Post  Office 
Authorities  have  reoeiyed  complaints 
regarding  the  deliveries  of  mails  to 
Portree ;  and,  whether  a  daily  post  by 
steamer  can  be  granted  during  the 
winter  as  is  done  in  the  summer  months? 

The  SEOEETART  to  the  TREA- 
SUBT  (Mr.  Hbnrt  H.  Fowlee)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.):  Bepresentations  have, 
from  time  to  time,  been  received  from 
Portree  respecting  the  convenience  that 
would  be  afforded  if  the  steam  packet 
from  Strome  could  run  six  days  a-week 
throughout  the  year,  instead  of  six 
days  a-week  in  summer  only  and  three 
days  a-week  at  other  seasons.  A  more 
firequent  service  in  winter  is  not,  how- 
ever, required  for  ordinary  traffic,  and 
extra  trips  for  mail  purposes  alone 
would  involve  a  very  large  additional 
outlay,  which  would  not  be  warranted. 
In  winter,  when  the  steam  packet  runs 
only  three  days  a-week,  the  Mails  are 
sent  on  the  alternate  days  by  Kyleakin 
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Ferry  and  overland;  and,  having  regard 
to  the  amount  of  correspondence  affected, 
the  service  afforded  to  Skye,  taken  as  a 
whole,  cannot  be  considered  unsatisfac- 
tory. 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)— 
STATISTICS  OF  "  BOYCOTTING." 
LoBD  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  (Mid- 
dlesex,  Ealing)  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
in  reference  to  the  900  persons  stated  to 
be  either  wholly  or  partially  boycotted 
in  Ireland,  If  he  could  inform  the  House 
in  what  proportion  this  900  should  be 
divided  between  the  four  provinces  of 
Munster,  Ulster,  Connaught,  and  Lein- 
ster? 

The  CHIEF  SEOEETAEY  (Mr.  John 
Moeley)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) :  I  find 
that  of  the  900  oases  referred  to  67  be- 
longed to  Ulster,  93  to  Connaught,  272 
to  Leinster,  and  468  to  Munster. 

LICENSING  LAWS— LICENSING  OF 
CLUBS. 

Mb.  AGG-GAEDNEE  (Cheltenham) 
(for  Sir  EDMuin)  Leohmere)  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether, 
looking  to  the  falling  off  the  Kevenue 
arising  from  the  Excise,  he  will  place 
political  and  private  clubs  upon  the  same 
footing,  in  reference  to  the  Excise,  as 
public  houses  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  BXCHE- 
<iUER(SirWiLLiAM  Haeooubt)  (Derby), 
in  reply,  said,  that  the  falling-off  in  the 
Excise  Revenue  had  arisen  firom  a  smaller 
comsumption  of  alcoholic  drinks,  and  not 
from  the  slight  decrease  which  had  taken 
place  in  the  issue  of  licences.  As  to  the 
putting  on  of  additional  lioences,  as  sug- 
gested in  the  hon.  Gentleman's  Ques- 
tion, whatever  other  effect  it  might  have, 
it  would  not  tend  to  increase  the  con- 
sumption of  alcoholic  drinks,  which, 
whatever  else  might  be  the  case,  would 
be  that  which  would  increase  the  Re- 
venue. 

POST  OFFICE-OUTWARD  AMERICAN 
MAILS. 
Mr.  MONTAGU  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Whitechapel)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  What  answer  has  been  sent 
by  the  Postmaster  General  to  a  Letter 
addressed  to  him  by  the  Right  Honour- 
able W.  E.  Baxter,  as  published  in  The 
Times  newspaper,  on  the  subject  of  the 
outward  American  Mails ;  and,  whether 
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any  steps  have  yet  been  taken  to  effect 
the  much  needed  improvement  in  that 
important  Mail  Service  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henet  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E. ) :  I  can  only  say,  in 
reply  to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, that  the  subject  to  which  he  refers 
is  receiving  the  careful  consideration 
both  of  the  Posteaster  General  and  of 
the  Treasury. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE. 

Mb.  sexton  (Sligo,  8.)  requested 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  seeing 
that  most  of  the  Irish  Members  were 
absent,  to  postpone  any  Irish  Votes 
which  might  be  reached  to-night. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  Heney  H.  Fowueb)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  said,  he  would  be  will- 
ing to  postpone  any  contentious  Irish 
Votes  which  might  be  reached. 

Sm  ROBERT  PEEL  (Blackburn) 
asked  that  the  Vote  relating  to  Dover 
Harbour  should  not  be  taken  to-night, 
owing  to  the  absence  of  many  hon. 
Members  interested.     

Mr.  HENRY  H.  FOWLER  observed, 
that  he  could  scarcely  consent  to  the 
request  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  when 
there  had  been  a  fortnight's  Notice  that 
this  Vote  would  be  taken.  It  had  al- 
ways been  the  custom  of  his  Predeces- 
sors to  take,  if  possible,  all  the  Irish 
Votes  together  when  the  Irish  Members 
could  attend. 

Gbnbeal  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
(Kincardine)  joined  in  the  appeal  to 
postpone  the  Dover  Vote. 

Mb.  FRASER-MACKINTOSH  (In- 
verness-shire) asked  what  was  to  be 
done  with  the  Crofters  Bill,  Report  on 
which  was  the  12th  Order  to-night  ? 

Mb.  henry  H.  FOWLER  pre- 
sumed, as  the  Lord  Advocate  was  not 
present,  the  Bill  must  be  postponed. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
(Sussex,  North  West)  asked  what  would 
be  the  Business  for  Thursday  ? 

Mb.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire^ 
suggested  that  the  Crofters  Bill  should 
be  put  down  as  the  first  Order  on  Thurs- 
day. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  William  Hakcotjbt)  (Derby) 
said,  the  Business  for  Thursday  would 
be  either  the  Crofters  Bill  or  the  Rail- 
way Rates  Bill ;  but  he  did  not  like  to 
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speak  poaitiTely,  as  the  Paime  MiniBter 
did  not  retnm  until  to-morrow.  They 
conld»  howerer,  put  down  both  Bills. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
though  the  Railway  Rates  Bill  should 
not  be  put  down  if  it  was  not  to  be 
taken. 

Sib  WILLI  AM  HAROOURT:  Then 
ve  will  say  we  will  take  the  Railway 
Bates  BiU. 

ORDERS    OF  THE  BAT, 


SUPPLY— CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 
Sttpply — considered  in  Oommittee. 
(In  the  Oommittee.) 
Class  I.  —  Public  Wobks  and 

BUTLBINQS. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*<That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £800,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31  st  day  of  March  1887,  for  constructing 
a  new  Harbour  at  Dover." 

Mb.  RYLANDS  (Burnley) :  I  rise 
for  the  purpose  of  expressing  my  great 
surprise,  and  at  the  same  time  my  great 
disappointment,  at  the  answer  given  by 
my  hon.  Priend  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  to  the 
Question  put  to  him  a  short  time  ago 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir 
Bobert  Feel).  When  this  Vote  was  be- 
fore the  Committee  on  a  previous  occa- 
sion it  came  on  at  a  late  hour,  and  upon 
the  Vote  being  proposed  from  the  Ohair 
I  moved  to  report  Progress,  on  the 
ground  that  the  House  at  that  time 
oould  not  be  expected  to  deal  with  ad- 
vantage with  a  question  which  involved 
in  principle  the  expenditure  of  an  enor- 
mous sum  of  money.  Certainly  I  did 
not  expect  on  the  first  day  of  the  re- 
assembling of  the  House  after  the  Re- 
eees,  and  when,  as  every  hon.  Member 
will  see,  the  Committee  is  very  sparsely 
attended — I  did  not  expect  to  find  that 
tbeVote  for  Dover  Harbour  would  be 
submitted — a  Vote  which  really  involves 
a  very  lai^e  expenditure  indeed.  [Mr. 
Hbxby  H.  Fowler  (Wolverhampton, 
E.) :  No."]  My  hon.  Friend  says  "Noj" 
but  it  certainly  is  a  Vote  which  involves 
in  principle  the  expenditure  of  an  enor- 
mous sum  of  money,  and  I  maintain 
that  it  ought  not  to  be  asked  for  in  a 
thin  House,  and  suddenly,  when  there 
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was  no  expectation  that  the  Gk)vemment 
would  attempt  to  bring  on  such  serious 
contentious  Business  as  is  comprised 
within  this  Vote.  I  may  point  out  to  my 
hon.  Friend  that  the  Government  have 
already  omitted  one  Vote  in  Class  I. ; 
and  I  think  that  a  similar  course 
ought  to  have  been  followed  in  regard 
to  this  Vote,  so  that  it  might  receive 
full  and  adequate  discussion.  The  Vote 
in  Class  I.,  which  has  already  been  post- 
poned, has  reference  to  the  new  build- 
ings for  the  Admiralty  and  the  War 
Office.  The  Government  would  have 
been  fully  justified  in  postponing  this 
Vote  also,  because  they  must  be  fully 
aware  that  every  argument  against 
discussing  the  Vote  for  the  Admi- 
ralty and  War  Office  buildings  now 
applies  equally  to  the  discussion  of  the 
Vote  for  Dover  Harbour.  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
interrupted  me  a  short  time  ago  in  order 
to  dispute  my  statement  that  the  pre- 
sent Vote  involves  in  principle  the  ex- 
rnditure  of  an  enormous  sum  of  money, 
am  quite  sure  that  my  hon.  Friend 
woxdd  not  have  dissented  from  what  I 
was  saying  unless  he  himself  enter- 
tained the  opinion  that  the  adoption  of 
the  Vote  would  not  commit  the  House 
of  Commons  to  a  further  large  expendi- 
ture. I  do  not  know  how  far  I  express 
the  views  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
opposite;  but  my  feeling  certainly  is 
that  we  are  being  led  on  from  one  step 
to  another.  In  the  last  Parliament  we 
were  induced,  without  sufficient  con- 
sideration, in  a  Committee  which  did  not 
appear  to  be  very  anxious  to  promote 
economy,  by  the.  infiuence  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  then  Home  Secretary 
(Sir  William  Harcourt),  whose  power  of 
persuasion  is  well  known  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers, to  agree  to  a  Vote  which  involved 
a  very  large  expenditure  for  the  erec- 
tion of  a  convict  prison  in  Dover.  We 
now  find  that  because  that  Vote  in  the 
last  Parliament  was  passed  without  due 
consideration,  and  with  scarcely  any 
discussion  —  [Sir  William  HAKCouRr 
(Derby) :  No.  J  At  any  rate  it  was  very 
carelessly  considered  by  the  Committee 
in  the  last  Parliament ;  and  we  are  now 
asked,  because  the  lacrt  Parliament  was 
unwise  enough,  or  so  inconsiderate,  as 
to  enter  into  a  large  expenditure  for  the 
erection  of  a  convict  prison  at  Dover,  to 
t€ike  another  step,  and  to  vote  a  further 
sum  for  the  purpose  of  preparing  plans 
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and  obtaining  the  information  tliat  is 
necessary  in  order  to  enable  the  Goyem- 
ment  to  oonstruct,  at  enormous  expense, 
a  new  harbour  at  Doyer.  All  I  can  say 
is  that,  personally,  I  am  strongly  opposed 
to  the  taking  of  any  step  which  may 
commit  the  House  of  Commons  in  any 
way  whateyer  to  the  cost  of  constructing 
a  new  harbour  at  Doyer  until  we  haye 
had  a  full  and  ample  discussion  of  the 
question.  Eyery  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  any  knowleage  of  the  subject  must 
be  aware  that  if  we  do  commit  onr- 
selyes  to  this  expenditure,  it  means  an 
ultimate  outlay  of  from  £1,500,000  to 
£2,000,000,  for  objects  in  regard  to  the 
utility  of  which  there  is  some  yery 
serious  question  indeed.  Therefore,  my 
feeling  is  to  oppose  this  Vote,  unless  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury is  able,  from  some  new  light, 
which  I  cannot  anticipate,  to  defend 
and  justify  it.  In  the  absence  of  a  full 
and  satisfactory  explanation  from  the 
Goyemment,  I  shdl  certainly  trouble 
the  Committee  to  diyide  against  the 
Vote. 

SiE  EOBEET  PEEL  (Blackburn) : 
I  feel  compelled  to  follow  my  hon. 
Friend  in  the  objections  which  he  has 
raised  to  this  Vote,  and  in  the  appeal 
which  he  has  made  to  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  to  postpone  the  considera- 
tion of  it  until  a  better  opportunity  can 
be  afforded  for  full  discussion.  Without 
entering  into  the  general  question,  I 
wish  to  put  to  the  Committee  one  point 
— namely,  that  when  the  debate  on  this 
subject  was  postponed  in  the  early 
part  of  March,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  and  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  both  admitted  that  it  was  a 
question  of  very  great  importance ;  and 
so  strong  was  the  feeling  of  the  Com- 
mittee at  that  moment,  that  if  on  the 
2nd  of  March  a  diyision  had  been  taken 
the  Goyemment  would  in  all  proba- 
bility haye  been  beaten.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  in  acknow- 
ledging that  it  was  a  matter  of  yery 
great  importance,  intimated  that  the 
Goyemment,  while  postponing  the  Vote 
then,  and  agreeing  to  report  Progress, 
would  be  prepared  on  a  subsequent  day 
to  lay  their  whole  plan  before  Parlia- 
ment, in  order  that  the  country  may  be 
able  to  judge  of  the  position  of  affairs 
with  respect  to  this  harbour.  We  are  now 
anxiously  waiting  for  the  promised  ex-  , 
planation  of  the  Goyemment ;  but  I  wish 

Mr,  Rylands 


to  follow  what  my  hon.  Friend  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  said  just  now. 
He  remarked,  in  reply  to  a  Question  put 
to  him,  that  by  agreeing  to  this  small 
expenditure  of  £800,  in  addition  to  the 
sum  of  £200  already  yoted  on  account, 
the  Committee  and  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, Parliament  and  the  country,  would 
be  pledging  themselves  to  nothing. 
Now,  this  is  not  the  occasion,  I  venture 
humbly  to  submit,  when  the  House  of 
Commons  should  consent  to  follow  the 
course  they  are  invited  to  take.  We 
have  over  and  over  again,  in  my  long 
experience  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
by  voting  such  small  sums  in  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  as  that  now  asked  for, 
found  ourselves  drawn  on  and  com- 
mitted, in  the  end.  to  the  principle  of 
sanctioning  a  very  much  larger  expendi- 
ture. On  more  than  one  occasion  we 
have  been  told  that  by  taking  such  a 
course  we  have  pledged  the  House  of 
Commons  to  a  particular  scheme.  We 
are  now  asked  to  vote  £800  to  com- 
plete a  sum  of  £1,000  for  plans  and  in- 
formation in  connection  with  the  con- 
struction of  a  new  harbour  at  Dover. 
We  were  asked  last  year  to  vote 
£16,000  for  Peterhead  Harbour.  That 
sum  of  £16,000  involved  the  agreement 
of  Parliament  and  the  country  to  a  very 
large  expenditure,  amounting,  in  all 
prooability,  to  considerably  more  than 
£500,000.  Although  it  is  admitted  that 
the  harbour  itself  is  not  proposed  to  be 
constructed  in  the  best  position  that 
could  have  been  selected  on  the  East 
Coast  of  Scotland  it  will  probably  cost 
from  £750,000  to  £1,000,000  before  it  is 
completed.  Some  reference  was  made 
the  other  day  to  the  harbour  at  Bou- 
logne. I  only  mention  that  harbour 
now  to  show  how  a  countnr  may  be 
drawn  into  a  large  outlay,  in  the  end,  by 
the  gradual  expenditure  of  small  sums 
of  money  at  the  commencement.  It  was 
stated,  in  the  first  instance,  that  Bou- 
logne Harbour  would  not  cost  more 
than  16,000,000/.— the  estimate  for  it, 
I  believe,  was  15,000,000/  It  has  cost 
something  like  17,000,000/  already,  and 
the  estimate  for  the  completion  of  the 
harbour  amounts  to  something  like 
32,000,000/  Then,  again,  take  the  case 
of  Aldemey  Harbour.  I  have  been  long 
enough  in  this  House  to  recollect  the 
debates  which  took  place  in  reference 
to  that  harbour.  Hundreds  of  thousands 
of  pounds  have  been  thrown  away  upon 
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Aldemej,  and  it  was  well  known  before 
the  expenditure  was  commenced  that  it 
was  impossible  to  construct  a  harbour 
there  on  account  of  the  strong  current 
of  tide  which  prevailed  off  that  Island. 
I  wish  now  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  when  he  proposes  to  make  the 
statement  which  the  Gbvernment  are 
pledged  to  make  in  reference  to  this 
Vote  ?  I  would  ask  him  why  he  cannot 
postpone  the  Vote?  I  had  certainly 
hoped  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
haye  taken  that  course,  seeing  that  this 
is  the  very  fLrst  evening  of  the  re- 
assembling of  the  House  after  the  Ee- 
cesSy  and  that  the  House  is  not  as  full 
as  it  might  have  been,  as  it  ought  to 
have  been,  and  as  it  undoubtedly  would 
hare  been,  if  it  had  been  known  that 
this  question  was  coming  on.  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
will  not  undertake  to  postpone  the  Vote 
I  will  ask  him  if  he  will  now,  at  all 
eyents,  make  a  full  and  explicit  state- 
ment of  the  plans  the  Government  pro- 
pose to  undertake,  the  arrangements 
they  propose  to  adopt,  and  what  he  be- 
lieves will  be  the  full  amount  of  expen- 
diture upon  works  in  connection  with 
&e  construction  of  this  commercial  har- 
bour at  Dover  ?  There  is  not  a  sailor 
in  this  country  who  believes  that  it  will 
be  of  the  slightest  use  to  Her  Majesty's 
ships.  No  uiip  would  take  advantage 
of  that  narrow  channel.  No  iron-clad 
would  attempt  to  sneak  or  creep  into  a 
harbour  of  refuge  at  Dover  where  the 
Channel  is  so  narrow  and  the  tides  are 
so  short.  I  appeal,  then,  to  the  hon. 
(^entieman  if  he  cannot  postpone  the 
Vote  now,  to  make  a  clean  breast  of  it 
at  once,  and  to  tell  the  Oommittee  what 
18  proposed  to  be  done  and  what  is  the 
amount  of  expenditure  he  expects  the 
ooontry  will  be  called  upon  to  incur  in 
order  to  carry  out  this  large  under- 
taking,       

Mb.  BAKEB  (Somerset,  Frome) :  I 
wish  to  point  out  that  some  time  ago 
tiiere  was  a  small  Vote — I  think  of 
£300 — which  was  passed  after  a  short 
eontroTersy  as  a  preliminary  Vote  for 
pLans.  At  that  time  there  was  a  clear 
undertaking,  as  I  think,  from  the  Go- 
vernment mat  before  any  further  sum 
was  asked  for  on  account  of  Dover  Har- 
bour there  should  be  a  full  discussion 
upon  the  scheme,  on  which  occasion  we 
were  to  be  told  what  the  whole  amount 
of  the  expenditure  would  be.    It  must 


be  borne  in  mind  that  there  are  a  con- 
siderable number  of  new  Members  in 
the  House  who  are  altogether  unac- 
quainted with  the  previous  history  of 
this  harbour,  but  who  know  very  well 
how  large  amounts  of  money  are  ulti- 
mately swallowed  up  when  a  first  be- 
ginning is  made  in  this  way.  Before  the 
Committee  can  accept  this  Vote  I  think 
Her  Majesty's  Government  should  give 
a  pledge  that  information  of  a  very  full 
and  explicit  character  should  be  given. 
Thb  chancellor  ofthb  EXOHE- 
QUER(Sir  WilliamHarootjbt)(  Derby): 
I  am,  perhaps,  more  responsible  than 
anybody  else  for  this  Vote ;  and  there- 
fore I  may  be  allowed  to  answer  the 
observations  which  have  been  made.  I 
cannot  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Eylands)  that  this  matter 
was  not  fully  discussed  in  the  last  Par- 
liament. As  a  matter  of  fact,  there  was 
a  long  discussion  upon  certedn  Papers 
which  were  placed  upon  the  Table  in 
reference  to  Dover  Harbour,  and  the 
reasons  why  Dover  had  been  selected 
for  the  construction  of  a  harbour  of  re- 
fuge in  preference  to  Filey  were  fully 
explained.  The  reason  why  this  Vote 
is  taken  now  is  because  the  works  at 
Portsmouth  and  Chatham  have  been 
brought  to  a  close,  and  a  harbour  being 
wanted  on  the  East  Coast  we  had  to  con- 
sider where  the  convict  labour  could  be 
most  advantageously  employed.  Dover 
has  been  fixed  upon  as  the  place  most  ap- 
propriate for  the  employment  of  convicts. 
Therefore,  employment  being  wanted  for 
the  convicts  and  a  harbour  being  very 
much  required  on  the  East  Coast  we 
combined  the  two  requirements,  and 
have  fixed  upon  Dover  for  the  employ- 
ment of  those  convicts  who  need  employ- 
ment. It  was  upon  that  ground  that  a 
Vote  has  already  been  taken  for  the 
erection  of  the  convict  prison  at  Dover, 
which  is  already  in  course  of  construc- 
tion. It  was  thoroughly  imderstood, 
when  that  Vote  was  passed,  that  con- 
siderable time  would  elapse  before  the 
prison  was  completed,  and  the  present 
Vote  is  really  for  the  purpose  of  obtain- 
ing information  in  regard  to  the  site  for 
the  harbour.  Pains  will  be  taken  to 
examine  the  site  in  order  to  ascertain  the 
nature  of  the  works  which  will  be  neces- 
sary. Several  schemes  for  the  construc- 
tion of  a  harbour  have  been  proposed, 
some  of  which  would,  if  carried  out, 
involve  a  much  larger  expenditure  than 
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others.  Oonsequently  it  is  impossible, 
without  a  careful  engiDeering  examina- 
tion on  the  spot,  to  determine  which  of 
the  sites  should  be  selected,  and  which  of 
the  proposed  plans  should  be  proceeded 
with.  This  Vote  is  really  for  the  sole 
purpose  of  obtaining  that  information. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Frome  (Mr.  Baker) 
asks  what  is  the  meaning  of  this  Vote, 
in  addition  to  the  sum  of  £300  taken 
some  weeks  ago.  Now  the  Vote  of  £300 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  belongs 
to  exactly  the  same  class  of  Vote  as  the 
present  one ;  but  it  has  been  applied  only 
to  the  concluding  months  of  the  pre- 
ceding financial  year.  This  Tote  is  for 
the  purpose  of  continuing  those  experi- 
ments and  examinations  which  every- 
body knows  must  be  made  in  connection 
with  works  of  this  kind.  The  Vote  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  works  of  the  har- 
bour itself ;  it  is  exclusively  confined  to 
the  preliminary  examinations  which  are 
necessary  to  ascertain  what  would  be  the 
cost  of  carrying  out  any  of  the  proposals 
and  plans  which  have  been  submitted. 
It  is  quite  impossible  that  the  informa- 
tion which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Robert  Peel)  and  other  hon.  Members 
desire  on  this  subject  can  be  obtained 
unless  this  examination  is  made,  and  I 
hope  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  and 
hon.  Members  will  accept  the  assurance 
that  this  Vote,  like  that  which  was  taken 
some  weeks  ago,  is  a  Vote  for  preliminary 
examination  only. 

Sib  ROBERT  PEEL  (Blackburn)  : 
The  words  of  the  Vote  are  **  towards  the 
expenses  of  constructing  a  new  harbour 
at  Dover." 

SiK  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  I  can 
assure  the  right  hon.  Q-entleman  that 
this  is  the  fact,  and  that  this  Vote 
is  precisely  of  an  analogous  cha- 
racter to  that  which  was  passed  some 
weeks  ago,  and  is  only  for  obtaining 
preliminary  examinations  as  to  the  plan 
which  it  may  be  most  desirable  to  carry 
out.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  will  find 
upon  page  54  of  the  Estimates  a  foot- 
note at  the  bottom  of  the  page,  which 
gives  details  in  connection  with  prelimi- 
nary works  for  Dover  Harbour— such 
as — 

"Surveying  Site  and  taking  trial  borings 
under  water,  making  inquiries  and  negotiations 
for  Site,  for  obtaining  Gravel  and  Sand  for 
Works,"  &c. 

I  can  assure  the  Oommittee  that  this 
Vote  is  solely  required  for  the  prelimi- 
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nary  examinations  as  to  the  site.  In  order 
to  show  that  that  is  so,  I  may  tell  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  that  the  actual  plan 
of  the  harbour  is  not  yet  settled,  and 
that  it  is  absolutely  necessary  to  make  a 
careful  examination  of  the  ground  before 
any  such  plan  can  be  settled.  It  will 
be  just  as  impossible  to  decide  upon  a 
plan  until  there  had  been  a  preliminary 
examination,  as  it  woxdd  be  for  a  man  to 
jump  into  the  water  and  swim  without 
having  been  taught  the  art  of  swim- 
ming. What  we  require,  in  the  first 
instfloioe,  before  consenting  to  any  plan 
or  Estimate  of  expenditure,  is  to  have  a 
careful  survey  of  this  character  made, 
without  which  no  real  work  of  a  prac- 
tical nature  can  be  undertaken.  I  hope 
that  hon.  Members  will  be  satisfied  with 
this  explanation,  and  will  allow  the  Vote 
to  pass. 

Sir  henry  HOLLAND  (Hamp- 
stead) :  I  quite  admit  the  force  of  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  stated,  and 
I  perceive  that  in  addition  to  the  note 
upon  page  54,  which  the  right  hon. 
Ghsntleman  has  read,  there  is  this  further 
note — 

'*  The  plan  of  the  works  to  be  undertaken 
not  being  settled,  an  estimate  of  the  total  cost 
cannot  yet  be  made.'' 

I  wish  to  know  if  this  is  the  last  sum 
which  will  be  wanted  for  preliminary 
examinations.  We  have  already  voted 
one  sum  on  account,  and  we  are  now 
asked  to  vote  £800  in  addition.  I  desire 
to  have  some  assurance  that  this  will  be 
the  last  sum  we  shall  be  called  upon  to 
vote  for  preliminary  inquiries. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT: 
Sussex,  North  West) :  I  certainly  should 
not  be  satified  with  the  slight  assurance 
asked  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  below 
me  (Sir  Henry  HoUand).  I  should  like 
to  know  what  the  groimds  were  upon 
which  the  Government  decided  upon 
removing  the  convicts  from  Portsmouth 
and  Chatham  to  Dover,  and  upon  con- 
structing a  prison  for  them  there,  unless 
it  was  to  construct  a  large  and  sufficient 
harbour;  but  it  seems  now  such  was 
not  the  case.  It  appears,  therefore, 
anomalous  to  construct  bcu^racks  for  the 
reception  of  convicts  before  it  has  been 
settled  that  a  harbour  is  to  be  con- 
structed. Her  Majesty's  Government 
asked,  in  the  first  instance,  that  there 
should  be  a  considerable  jgrant  of  money 
for  building  a  prison  lor  convicts  at 
Dover.    If  I  recollect  the  debate  which 
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took  plaoe  on  thai  veiy  important  ques- 
tion,  the  n^t  hon.  Oenileman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J. 
Chamberlain),  who  was  then  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  stated  distinctly 
that  it  was  to  be  a  commercial  harbour ; 
that  a  large  snm  of  money  would  be 
found  by  a  Ck>mpanj  ;  and  that  probably 
some  little  alterations  would  be  required 
in  the  Admiralty  Pier.  We  all  know  what 
that  Admiralty  Pier  cost ;  but  we  were 
never  led  at  that  time  to  belieye  that  an 
enormous  sum  of  money  was  going  to  be 
expended  out  of  the  taxation  of  the 
people  of  the  United  Kingdom  for  the 
purpose  of  constructing  a  new  harbour. 

The  SEOEETAEY  to  thb  TREA- 
BURT  (Mr.  Heney  H.  Fowlbr)  (Wol- 
Terhampton,  E.) :  That  is  not  the  case 
as  far  as  this  Vote  is  concerned. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT: 
The  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  is  not  so ; 
but,  as  far  as  I  recollect,  it  is  absolutely 
so.  The  Gbvernment  have  already  de- 
termined that  they  will  build  a  barrack 
for  the  accommodation  of  convicts  at 
Dover,  and  we  are  now  told  that  they 
decided  upon  taking  that  step  before 
they  took  the  trouble  to  find  out  whether 
it  is  desirable  to  have  a  harbour  there 
or  not.  If  a  harbour  is  to  be  erected 
there,  it  must  necessarily  be  one  capable 
of  affording  accommodation  for  very 
large  sbips ;  and,  in  addition  to  being 
a  li^rbouj  for  large  ships  of  war,  there 
ought  to  be  a  commercial  harbour  com- 
bined with  it. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  There 
is  a  Paper  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
giving  plans  of  the  **  harbour"  and  the 
number  of  ships  it  will  hold,  together 
with  the  moorings  for  them.  That 
Paper  can  be  seen  in  the  Library,  and 
also  a  rough  estimate  of  the  cost  of  each 
of  the  plans  which  have  been  submitted. 

Sin  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT :  If  I 
recollect  aright  one  plan  proposes  that 
the.  harbour  should  cover  150  acres  of 
water. 

Gknbbai.  Sm  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
(Kincardine) :  150  acres  of  deep  water. 

8m  WAI.TER  B.  BARTTELOT :  No; 
altogether,  if  I  recollect  rightly;  and 
there  was  some  doubt  as  to  whether  it 
would  be  possible  to  obtain  all  the 
accommodation  that  was  required.  Cer- 
tainly it  will  cost  a  very  enormous  sum 
to  make  a  harbour  of  this  character ; 
and  all  I  want  to  know  is  what  the 
Qovemment  intend  to  commit  the  House 
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to?  I  understand  it  is  proposed  to  throw 
out  a  wall  of  nearly  a  mile  in  length  to- 
wards the  coast  of  France.  All  I  ask  is 
that  before  the  House  of  Commons  is 
committed  to  any  particular  scheme,  or 
the  expenditure  of  any  large  sum  of 
money  is  undertaken,  we  shall  have 
some  authoritative  statement  that  the 
harbour,  when  constructed,  will  be  of 
use  not  only  to  the  Navy,  but  also  for 
commercial  purposes.  For  these  rea- 
sons I  think  we  ought  to  have  some 
more  explicit  information  from  the  Go- 
vernment than  we  have  yet  received.  I 
do  not  say  that  I  will  vote  against  this 
sum  of  money  being  granted  if  we  have 
good  reasons  for  granting  it;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  I  do  not  like  to  commit 
myself  even  to  such  a  small  sum  as  this 
until  I  know  what  other  sum  is  likely 
to  be  asked  for. 

Gbhebal  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
(Kincardine):  I  certainly  hope  that 
the  Committee  will  not  agree  to  the 
Vote,  because  I  believe  that  it  will 
only  be  the  beginning  of  an  enormous 
expenditure.  We  have  been  told  that 
the  oost  of  constructing  a  harbour 
at  Dover  would  be  something  like 
£1,100,000;  but  from  all  the  informa- 
tion which  I  have  been  able  to  obtain 
I  am  induced  to  believe  that  it  will  cost 
at  least  £2,000,000.  In  its  proposed 
form  the  area  of  the  harbour  is  small, 
and  wholly  insufficient  for  receiving  large 
vessels  of  war.  The  construction  of  a 
harbour  was  recommended  in  1844  and 
1846;  and  on  the  action  of  Sir  Robert 
Peel,  then  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
several  eminent  engineers,  nine  in  num- 
ber, were  employed  to  obtain  information, 
and  they  prepared  estimates  and  plans, 
one  of  which  put  the  cost  at  £4,000,000, 
and  another  at  £1,100,000,  and  the 
other  seven  engineers  varied  between 
these  sums.  That  wide  margin  shows  the 
difficulty  which  exists  in  preparing  an 
estimate  for  works  of  much  magnitude. 
Indeed,  it  is  almost  impossible  for  an 
engineer  to  say  what  the  amount  of  the 
expenditure  will  be.  These  plans,  esti- 
mates, and  Reports  are  in  the  Library 
of  the  House ;  and  an  examination 
thereof  will  conclusively  show  that  the 
Government  prudently  gave  up  this 
great  project.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  told  us  this  Vote  is  only 
for  preliminary  information  and  exami- 
nation. But  I  must  point  out  that  we 
have  full  information  available  in  the 
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Library  as  to  the  soil,  tides,  and  depth 
of  water  of  Dover  Bay.  We  have 
already  had  a  sum  of  money  voted  in 
March  last ;  and  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  then  informed  us  that  that 
Vote  would  not  pledge  the  House  of 
Commons  to  any  plan  for  the  construc- 
tion of  a  harbour  at  Dover.  But  every 
additional  sum  is  used  as  a  plea  for 
going  on  with  the  works.  But  I  should 
like  to  remind  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer of  what  occurred  in  July,  1873. 
A  Vote  was  then  taken  for  £10,000  in 
connection  with  the  preliminary  ex- 
penses ;  and  though  the  Vote  was  passed 
by  only  61  for  it  and  60  against  it,  yet 
the  Govemmeut  proceeded  with  the  pro- 
ject. Since  then  the  present  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  obtained  a  grant  for  a 
building  for  the  reception  of  the  convicts 
who  were  to  be  employed  at  Dover.  It 
is  the  Liberal,  and  not  the  Conservative, 
Party  who  urges  on  this  vast  scheme, 
mainly  at  the  dictation  of  Lord  Gran- 
ville, who  is  Chairman  of  the  Dover 
Harbour  Board.  After  the  Conservative 
Party  dropped  the  project  in  1875, 
then,  in  1878,  Earl  Granville  brought 
forward  the  question  of  Dover  Harbour 
in  the  House  of  Lords ;  and  I  would  ask 
hon.  Members  to  read  the  debate  which 
took  place  on  that  occasion,  in  order  that 
they  may  know  how  useless  and  unneces- 
sary it  is  to  construct  a  harbour  at  all. 
I  particularly  refer  to  the  masterly 
speech  of  Lord  Beaconsfield  as  un- 
answerable 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
There  are  two  Questions  raised  by  this 
Vote,  one  of  which  I  think  might  be 
withdrawn  altogether  from  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Committee.  The  Vote 
purports  to  be  a  Vote  towards  the  ex- 
pense of  constructing  a  new  harbour  at 
Dover ;  but  I  understand  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  say  that  that  is  not  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Vote  at  all.  The  object  is 
governed  b^  the  foot  note  at  the  bottom 
of  the  Estimate,  which  states  that  the 
money  is  required  for — 

''SarveTing  Site  and  taking  trial  borings 
under  water ;  making  negotiations  for  Site,  for 
obtaining  Grayel  and  Sand  for  Works,"  &o. 

Under  these  circumstances,  I  would 
suggest  that  it  might  be  possible  to 
amend  the  words  of  the  Vote  so  that 
the  Committee  might  not  bind  themselves 
to  the  construction  of  a  harbour  there, 
in  which  case  it  will  not  be  necessary  to 
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devote  any  length  of  time  to  the  discus- 
sion of  the  present  Vote.  I  would  suggest 
that  it  should  be  made  quite  clear  that 
the  Vote  is  for  the  expenses  of  a  prelimi- 
nary survey  of  the  site  for  the  projected 
new  harbour.  I  should  certainly  vote 
against  any  proposal  which  would 
commit  the  House  of  Commons  to  an 
enormous  expenditure,  without  our 
knowing  what  that  expenditure  is  to 
be,  aud  having  plans  of  the  works  be- 
fore us.  At  the  same  time,  if  it  is  made 
clear  that  the  Vote  is  only  for  the  ex- 
penses of  a  preliminary  survey  the  de- 
mand made  upon  the  Committee  may  be 
perfectly  reasonable. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET:  lam 
quite  ready  to  alter  the  words  of  the 
Vote,  so  as  to  make  it  appear  that  the 
Vote  itself  is  limited  to  a  preliminary 
survey  with  respect  to  the  harbour  at 
Dover.  If  that  can  be  done  I  am  quite 
willing  to  accept  such  a  limitation  of  the 
Vote. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Will  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh)  bring  up  his  words  ? 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH:  The  words  I 
suggest  are  these— 

"Towards  the  expenses  of  a  preliminary 
surrey  of  the  site  for  the  projected  new  harbour 
at  Dover." 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  the  words  "  for  constructing  a," 
in  order  to  insert  the  words  "  towards  the  ex« 
pense  of  the  preliminary  Survey  for  the  site 
for  a  projected/ '—(ifr.  Bradlaughf) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 

Sroposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
(Paddinffton,  8.^  :  I  wish  to  ask  if  it  is 
in  accordance  with  the  practice  of  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  for  any  priyate  Mem- 
ber to  move  an  Amendment  in  a  Supply 
Resolution  proposed  by  the  GoTemmjent 
of  the  day  r  I  do  not  know  what  the 
practice  is ;  but  I  haye  no  recollection 
of  any  such  Amendment  having  been 
proposed,  and  I  am  under  the  impres- 
sion that  the  only  Amendment  which 
can  be  moved  is  to  reduce  the  Vote.  I 
should  like  to  point  out  what  this  comes 
to.  The  Government  have  asked  for  a 
Vote  of  money  for  a  certtdn  purpose, 
and  the  Vote  is  asked  for  on  the  respon- 
sibility of  the  Oovemment.  Is  it  oom- 
peteut,  then,  for  any  hon.  Member  to 
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get  np  and  say  that  the  House  of  Oom- 
mons  will  not  grant  the  money  for  the 
purpose  for  which  it  is  asked,  but  that 
it  will  grant  it  for  another  purpose? 
That  appears  to  me  to  be  a  precedent 
which,  as  far  as  I  know,  is  now  proposed 
to  be  set  for  the  first  time.  I  would 
suggest  that  if  the  Goyemment  desire 
to  alter  their  proposal  in  the  direction 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  it  would 
be  better  that  they  should  withdraw  the 
Vote  for  the  present,  and  should  bring 
it  forward  in  another  form  on  a  future 
occasion,  thereby  avoiding  the  incon- 
venient results  which  might  follow  on  a 
future  occasion  from  their  having  as- 
sented to  a  Government  Vote  in  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  being  altered  on  the 
Motion  of  a  private  Member. 

Sir  ROBERT  PEEL  (Blackburn) :  I 
also  rise  for  the  purpose  of  pointing  out 
the  inconvenience  that  would  arise  if  we 
were  to  accept  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Bradlaugh),  and  were  to  alter  the  Vote 
in  the  way  in  which  it  has  been  pro- 
posed. It  is  quite  clear  that  according 
to  the  heading  of  the  Vote  it  is  for  the 
purpose  of  constructing  a  new  harbour 
at  Dover ;  although,  of  course,  I  accept 
the  explanation  of  the  Ohancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  that  that  is  not  the  case,  and 
that  the  £800  is  to  be  applied  merely 
for  the  purpose  of  defraying  the  expense 
of  making  preliminary  surveys  in  con- 
nection with  the  construction  of  such  a 
harbour.  But  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  that  this  is  only  a  small 
Tote  of  £800, 1  beg  to  remind  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  House  of  Commons  has 
already  voted  more  than  £39,000  in 
resp^  of  the  preliminary  proceedings 
necessary  before  the  construction  of  a 
new  harbour  at  Dover  can  be  under- 
taken,  and  especially  in  connection  with 
the  erection  of  a  convict  barracks.  For 
the  last  50  years  plans  for  a  harbour  at 
this  spot  have  been  continually  sub- 
mitted to  Parliament.  According  to  the 
statement  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer we  have  already  voted  £39,000 
in  ^>nnection  with  this  project ;  and  in 
addition  to  that  sum  in  1873,  under  the 
Administration  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Gladstone),  the  House  of 
Commons  voted  £10,000  for  the  purpose 
of  taking  preliminary  steps  towards  pre- 
paring plans  for  the  construction  of  a 
narbour  at  Dover.    Fortunately  the  pro- 


posal was  one  which  the  Government  of 
the  Earl  of  Beaconsfield  subsequently 
declined  to  entertain.  I  have,  therefore, 
risen  for  the  purpose  of  supporting  the 
views  of  my  noble  Friend  on  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill) ;  and  I  would  suggest  that  if 
the  Government  have  changed  their 
minds  upon  the  subject  of  this  Vote  it 
would  be  better  that  they  should  with- 
draw it,  and  re-introduce  it  in  an  amended 
form,  rather  than  that  they  should  assent 
to  its  being  amended  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh). 
I  am  certainly  of  opinion  that  any 
alteration  of  the  Vote  should  proceed 
from  the  Government  themselves  rather 
than  from  a  private  Member.  In  this 
case  the  Gt>vemment  are  changing  the 
very  name  and  character  of  the  Vote, 
and  are  asking  the  Committee  to  assent 
to  the  alteration. 

SiE  WILLIAM  HAROOURT :  After 
the  observations  of  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  I  am 
quite  ready  to  admit  that,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  preventing  misapprehension,  the 
Vote  had  better  be  withdrawn  and  re- 
introduced on  a  future  occasion.  There 
ought  to  be  no  doubt  or  difficulty  as  to 
the  practice  of  the  Committee  in  a 
matter  of  this  importance.  I  cannot 
agree,  however,  with  the  remark  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Robert 
Peel)  that  the  Gt>vemment  have  changed 
their  minds  with  regard  to  the  character 
of  this  Vote.  I  think  the  note  at  the 
foot  of  the  Vote  shows  clearly  enough 
what  has  always  been  the  intention  in 
proposing  the  Vote.  All  the  Govern^ 
ment  desire  is  that  the  Vote  should  be 
postponed,  with  the  view  of  its  being  so 
drawn  as  to  express  clearly  the  purpose 
for  which  the  money  asked  for  is  to  be 
applied.  I  beg  to  move  that  the  Vote 
be  withdrawn. 

The  chairman  :  Upon  the  point 
of  Order  which  has  been  raised  I  nave 
to  point  out  that  although  it  has  been 
extremely  rare  to  alter  the  terms  of  a 
Resolution  in  Committee  of  Supply,  yet 
there  appears  to  be  a  precedent  for  it. 
A  similar  question  was  raised  on  May 
18,  1863.  Exception  was  then  taken  to 
a  particular  Vote  which  had  been  pro- 
posed, and  it  was  desired  to  limit  its 
application.  It  was  held  by  the  Chair- 
man, after  discussion,  that  a  Motion  in 
Committee  of  Supply  made  by  a  private 
Member  with  regard  to  a  Government 
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Vote  was  in  Order,  proTided  that  it 
merely  proposed  to  limit  the  purposeB 
for  whion  the  Vote  was  designed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Vote  be  withdrawn."— (^tr 
William  Mareourt,) 

Majob  DICKSON  (Dover) :  I  would 
appeal  to  the  Ooyemment  not  to  post- 
pone this  Vote,  which  is  intended  merely 
to  defray  the  preliminary  expenses  of 
survey  for  what  is  undoubtedly  an  im- 
portant national  work.  It  is  perfectly 
clear  that  if  the  preliminary  surrey  is  to 
be  postponed  from  time  to  time  the  date 
for  the  completion  of  the  harbour  will 
be  very  distant.  The  present  Vote  is 
simply  to  pay  the  expenses  of  a  survey 
for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  the  na- 
ture of  the  bottom,  and  I  do  hope  that 
the  Gk)vemment  will  not  assent  to  any 
further  delay. 

The  SECEBTAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
SUET  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  I  may  remind  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  that  it  is  not 
proposed  to  postpone  the  consideration 
of  the  Vote  because  the  Government 
entertain  any  doubt  with  regard  to  it, 
nor  have  they  any  intention  of  with- 
drawing it  absolutely ;  but  thev  merely 
assented  to  the  suggestion  that  it  should 
be  postponed  in  order  that  it  may  be 
brought  up  in  an  altered  form.  I  may 
say  that  it  will  certainly  be  brought  up 
again  on  the  next  stage  of  Supply.  The 
question  of  the  construction  of  a  harbour 
at  Dover  has  already  been  decided.  That 
question  was  fully  discussed  in  1 878,  and 
in  accordance  with  the  decision  arrived 
at  a  convict  prison  has  already  been 
built  at  Dover.  The  House  of  Com- 
mons has  already  decided  that  convict 
labour  is  to  be  employed  in  the  con- 
struction of  the  new  harbour  at  Dover. 

Sir  EOBEET  PEEL  (Blackburn): 
No ;  the  question  of  constructing  a  har- 
bour at  Dover  was  not  decided  on  that 
occasion. 

Mr.  HENET  H.  FOWLEE:  I  say 
**  Yes."  Further  than  that,  in  the  year 
1 883  the  House  came  to  a  similar  decision 
without  a  division ;  and  I  would  appeal  to 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot) 
whether  on  that  occasion  he  did  not  ex- 
press his  approval  of  the  large  scheme 
which  the  Qovemment  proposed  ?  I  may 
mention,  for  the  information  of  those  hon. 
Members  who  were  not  Members  of  the 
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last  Parliament,  that  the  Qovemment 
proposed  a  Vote  for  the  cost  of  erecting 
a  convict  prison  at  Dover,  and  that  Par- 
liament passed  the  Vote.  That  convict 
prison  is  now  nearly  finished,  and  I  be- 
lieve that  accommodation  is  provided  in 
it  for  from  200  to  300  convicts.  On  the 
occasion  to  which  I  refer  the  House  of 
Commons  practically  determined  what 
should  be  done  with  regard  to  the  em- 
ployment of  convict  labour,  and  what  is 
asked  for  to-night  is  that  Parliament 
should  have  placed  before  it  the  result 
of  the  preliminary  survey  and  the  plana 
for  the  construction  of  a  harbour,  so 
that  the  House  of  Commons  may  deter- 
mine upon  the  plan  to  be  carried  out. 
There  can  be  no  misconception  about 
the  matter.  A  oonvict  prison  has  been 
built  at  Dover,  and  the  convicts  are 
there.  As,  however,  I  agree  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Bradlaugh)  that  there  is  some  little 
misconception  as  to  the  precise  nature 
of  this  Vote,  having  regard  to  the  actual 
wording  of  it,  1  ^nk  the  Vote  itself 
might  be  postponed,  and  brought  up 
again  on  the  next  occasion  when  the 
House  is  in  Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  BAKEE  (Somerset,  Frome) :  I 
cannot  quite  reconcile  the  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  with  that  of  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury.  The  statement 
of  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  en- 
tirely alters  the  position  of  affairs,  and 
I  find  myself  in  this  difficulty.  The 
Committee  were  assured  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  that  this  fur- 
ther Vote  was  of  a  tentative  character, 
and  was  merely  intended  to  cover  the 
expense  of  a  preliminary  inquiry  for  the 
purpose  of  ascertaining  whether  it  is 
desirable  or  possible  to  build  this  har- 
bour at  Dover  at  all ;  whereas  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  has  asserted 
that  the  question  was  irrevocably  decided 
by  the  last  Parliament ;  that,  whether 
we  like  it  not,  our  hands  are  tied  in  the 
matter ;  that  the  present  Parliament  are 
committed  to  a  very  large  expenditure, 
and  that  the  only  question  for  considera- 
tion now  is  how  great  that  expenditure 
shall  be.  Those  are  two  entirely  dif- 
ferent statements,  and  I  want  to  know 
which  we  are  to  regard  as  accurate  ?  I 
understood  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  say  that  the  preliminary  ex- 
penditure was  to  be  incurred  for  the 
purpose  of  seeing  where  the  harbour 
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Bhould  be  built,  and  whether  it  was  de- 
sirable to  build  it.  A.S  a  new  Member 
of  the  House,  who  did  not  hare  the  ad- 
vantage of  sitting  in  the  last  Parlia- 
ment, I  haye  ventured  to  ask  the  Go- 
vernment for  information. 

Mr.  MACFAELANE  (Argyll) :  I  re- 
member very  well  the  disoussion  taking 
place  which  has  been  referred  to  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer;  and 
I  must  say  that  I  think  it  is  rather 
late  now  for  those  hon.  Members  who 
swallowed  the  camel  to  strain  so  much 
at  a  very  small  gnat.  As  to  whether 
the  Government  have  made  up  their 
minds  practically  as  to  whether  there 
shall  be  a  harbour  or  not  at  Dover  that 
is  another  question.  I  know  that  two 
or  three  years  ago  a  discussion  took 
place,  and  a  large  sum  of  money  was 
voted  for  the  purpose  of  building  a 
barracks  for  the  occupation  of  the  con- 
victs who  were  to  construct  the  har- 
bour. After  having  consented  to  spend 
something  like  £40,000  upon  the  con- 
vict prison,  it  would  be  carrying  economy 
to  a  ridiculous  point  to  dispute  this  very 
small  sum  of  £800  in  order  to  ascer- 
tain whether  further  works  ought  to  be 
undertaken  or  not.  I  believe  tikat  when 
the  Vote  for  the  convict  prison  was  taken 
the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr. 
Bylands)  was  not  in  his  place,  and  the 
Vote  was  passed  without  a  division ;  and 
I  do  not  see  whjr  we  should  squabble 
now  over  the  price  which  we  agreed  to 
pay. 

Gehekal  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUE 
(Kincardine) :  I  beg  to  assure  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  assent  of  Parliament  has 
never  yet  been  given  to  the  construction 
of  a  harbour  at  Dover.  No  doubt  the 
Hybrid  Committee  which  in  1875  con- 
sidered ^e  matter  recommended  that, 
^uld  works  be  undertaken  at  Dover, 
the  area  should  be  enlarged  at  an  extra 
cost  of  £130,000,  raising  the  Estimate 
from  £970,000  to  £1,100,000;  but  the 
Government  of  the  day  refused  to  carry 
out  the  recommendation  of  that  Com- 
mittee. Indeed,  that  harbour  project 
was  one  of  a  strange  character,  for  it 
was  one  in  which  the  two  railways,  the 
Dover  Harbour  Board,  and  the  Govern- 
ment were  so  mixed  up  that,  whilst  the 
two  sets'  of  partners  had  their  money 
responsibilities  and  their  rights  clearly 
defined,  the  rights  of  Government  were 
vague  and  the  financial  claims  unlimited. 
Farther  than  that,  the  Chancellor  of  the 


Exchequer,  when  he  made  a  speech  in 
reference  to  the  erection  of  barracks 
for  the  occupation  of  convicts  at  Dover, 
about  three  years  ago,  distinctly  stated 
that  the  construction  of  that  pnson  did 
not  involve  the  sanction  of  the  House  of 
Commons  to  the  erection  of  a  harbour. 
Until  full  information  has  been  g^ven  to 
the  House,  and  the  plans,  estimates, 
and  Beports  have  been  laid  before  the 
Committee  of  Supply  in  a  detailed  form 
by  a  responsible  Department  of  the 
State,  I  venture  to  submit  that  no  Vote 
for  Uie  erection  of  harbour  works  ought 
to  be  taken. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET:  I 
think  that  there  ought  to  be  no  misap- 
prehension upon  this  point.  My  hon. 
and  gidlant  Friend  behind  me  (Sir 
George  Balfour)  has  generally  a  most 
excellent  memory ;  but  on  this  occasion 
I  think  it  has  failed  him.  The  Vote 
which  was  taken  three  years  ago  not 
only  had  reference  to  this  subject,  but 
there  was  a  Treasury  Minute,  dated 
July  17,  1883,  in  which  the  whole  facta 
of  the  case  are  stated.  In  the  speech 
which  I  made  on  the  16th  of  August  in 
the  same  year  I  referred  to  this  matter. 
I  stated  that  two  harbours  had  been  pro- 
posed to  be  constructed,  one  being  a 
small  one,  which  could  be  constructed  at 
a  comparatively  small  cost,  and  the  other 
a  large  one,  that  would  necessarily  cost 
more  to  construct.  There  is  another  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  of  this  House  whose 
memory,  although  generally  accurate, 
seems  somehow  to  have  failed  him  upon 
this  occasion — ^I  refer  to  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  North- West  Sussex 
(Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)— who  has  made 
a  semi-hostile  speech  agcdnst  the  Vote 
to-night.  But  what  did  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  say  when  I  proposed 
the  construction  of  a  harbour  at  Dover 
in  1883  ?  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
said — 

**He  had  always  taken  ffroat  interest  in 
Dover  Harbour;  and  he  had  alwavs  thought 
that  if  the  harbour  was  to  be  made,  it  ought 
not  to  be  made  by  a  Company,  but,  as  far  as 
possible,  by  the  Government,  who  ought  to 
make  a  harbour  worthy  of  the  nation.  Look- 
ing at  the  present  scheme  " — 

What  was  the  "  present  scheme  ?  "  Of 
course  it  was  the  scheme  which  I  pro- 
posed to  the  House  on  that  date — 

''Looking  at  the  present  scheme  in  all  the 
oiroumstanoes  under  whidi  it  was  proposed,  he 
thought  it  was  the  best  way  in  which  the  mat- 
ter could  be  dealt  with.    Nobody  would  deny 
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that  a  harbour  for  the  protection  of  their  ships 
was  absolutely  necessary ;  and  this  considera- 
tion would  have  very  great  weight,  not  only  for 
ships  of  war,  but  also  for  ships  of  all  kinds,  for 
the  trade  and  commerce  of  the  country.  Be- 
lieving that  the  scheme  the  Government  had 
now  put  forward  " — 

What  scheme  ?  The  pcheme  for  the  con- 
Btniction  of  a  harbour  at  Dover  ? — 

**  Believing  that  the  scheme  the  Oovemment 
had  now  put  forward,  if  properly  and  promptly 
carried  out,  was  calculate  to  be  of  gresi  bene- 
fit to  the  country,  he  should,  therefore,  cor- 
dially support  the  Vote."— (3  Sansard,  [283] 
771.) 

Haying  made  that  speech  in  farour  of 
building  a  convict  prison,  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  now  gets  up  and  objects 
to  a  small  Vote  for  the  expenses  of  a 
preliminarr  inquiry  as  to  the  character 
of  this  harbour.  What  is  the  harbour  ? 
My  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  behind  me 
(Sir  George  Balfour)  pointed  out  what  is 
quite  true,  that  there  has  been  great 
imoertainty  as  to  the  charcu)ter  01  the 
harbour.  It  is  really  a  breakwater. 
[Mr.  Bylakps  :  80  it  is  at  Portland.] 
All  harbours  are  in  a  certain  sense 
breakwaters;  but  the  whole  character 
of  this  harbour  was  fully  brought  be- 
fore the  House  in  1883.  Nothing  can 
be  more  distinct  than  my  statement  to 
the  House  on  that  occasion  when  I 
asked  for  the  money  for  the  construction 
of  a  convict  prison  in  order  to  make  a 
harbour  at  Dover  by  convict  labour.  I 
said— 

**  The  matter  had  been  considered  by  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Oabinet,  consisting  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  tho  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, and  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs ;  and  they  had  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  first  works  that  ought  to  be  undertaken 
were  those  at  Dover.  The  estimated  cost  of  one 
plan  was  £790,000 ;  but  that  would  only  be 
sufficient  for  tiie  construction  of  a  harbour 
which  would  afford  comparatively  little  accom- 
modation for  the  iron-dads.  The  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Committee  of  1875,  of  which  his 
hoD.  and  gallant  Friend  was  a  Member,  exa- 
mined some  of  the  highest  authorities  who 
could  be  found,  including  tho  Hvdrographer  of 
the  Navy,  Sir  A..  Clark,  the  eminent  engineer, 
and  Mr.  Druoe,  the  engineer  at  Dover,  who  was 
well  acquainted  with  the  whole  history  of  Dover 
Harbour.  All  those  eminent  men  were  in  favour 
of  the  present  proposal ;  and,  therefore,  they 
had  as  high  authority  in  support  of  it  as  could 
be  desired."— (/Wrf.  766.) 

I  will  not  trouble  the  Committee  further 
by  reading  the  whole  of  that  speech ; 
but  I  want  to  show  that  the  whole  cha- 
racter of  the  harbour  was  fully  brought 
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before  the  House  in  1883,  and  on  the 
basis  of  the  recommendation  of  a  De- 
partmental Committee  a  Treasury  Minute 
was  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  in 
reference,  to  these  alternative  harbours. 
Now,  before  Parliament  is  committed 
either  to  the  larger  or  the  smaller  har- 
bour— [Sir  BoBEBT  Peel  :  Or  to  any.] 
Or  to  any ;  of  course  the  House  can  al- 
ways stop.  Whether  it  will  be  wise  or 
not  it  will  be  for  the  House  to  consider ; 
but  it  is  always  within  its  power  to  take 
that  step.  It  might  have  stopped  the 
erection  of  the  Houses  of  Parliament 
after  having  completed  one-half  of  the 
building.  At  present  neither  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  nor  the  House  have 
yet  come  to  a  final  decision  with  regard 
to  the  carrying  out  of  the  works.  It  is 
our  desire  to  investigate  the  character 
of  the  works  before  the  works  them- 
selves are  finally  resolved  upon,  and  it 
is  upon  that  principle  that  we  ask  for 
this  Vote.  I  think  I  have  now  stated  to 
the  Committee  exactly  how  the  matter 
stands. 

Mb.  RYLANDS  (Burnley) :  I  think 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  placed  the  matter  in  a  more  reason- 
able light  than  that  in  which  it  was  left 
by  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury.  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  seemed  to 
imply  in  his  speech  that  by  the  passing 
of  this  Vote  Parliament  and  the  country 
would,  to  a  greater  or  less  extent,  com- 
mit itself  to  a  further  expenditure.  We 
are  now  given  to  understand  that  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  Government,  on  the 
first  day  upon  which  the  Civil  Service 
Estimates  are  again  taken,  to  put  this 
Vote  down.  We  further  understand 
that  by  the  present  Vote  the  Committee 
are  committing  themselves  to  nothing 
but  giving  the  Government  funds  to 
enable  them  to  have  additional  informa- 
tion placed  before  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, together  with  such  plans  and 
estimates  as  may,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Government,  be  desirable.  When  Par- 
liament is  in  possession  of  those  plans 
and  estimates  it  will  be  for  the  Mouse 
to  say,  if  the  Government  decide  to  go 
on  with  the  work,  whether  or  not  it 
shall  be  proceeded  with.  Upon  that  first 
Vote,  with  the  entire  estimate  and  plans 
before  the  House,  it  will  be  at  liberty 
to  reject  the  Vote  if  it  thinks  fit.  I 
think  that  is  a  fair  position,  and  I  do 
not  think  it  is  necessary  that  we  should 
carry  the  matter  further. 
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Mb.  HANDEL  0088HAM  (Bristol, 
E.)  expressed  a  hope  that  the  Oommittee 
would  receiye  a  oomplete  assurance  from 
the  Gk>yemineiLt  before  the  debate  closed 
that  no  steps  would  ba  taken  to  proceed 
with  the  works  until  the  assent  of  Par- 
liament had  been  fully  obtained. 

Me.  ILLINGWORTH  (Bradford, 
W.) :  I  wish  to  remind  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  before  the  Vote  is 
withdrawn,  that  in  the  discussion  which 
occurred  earlier  in  the  Session  upon  this 
question  the  very  same  argument  which 
has  been  put  forward  now  was  employed. 
Though  I  trust  entirely  to  my  memory, 
I  ihxnk  I  am  right  in  saying  that  assur- 
ances were  given  that  the  House  were 
in  no  degree  pledged  to  the  considerable 
outlay  which  the  carrying  out  of  the 
scheme  would  involve.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  has  emphasized  the 
fact  that  we  have  already  spent  £38,000 
or  £39,000  in  connection  with  the  con- 
struction of  a  convict  prison  and  in  pre- 
liminary proceedings  in  reference  to  this 
harbour.  But  it  does  not  follow  that  the 
new  House  of  Commons  should  be  com- 
mitted to  the  expenditure  of  £1,000,000, 
even  although  a  convict  prison  has  been 
built.  Unless  there  is  far  more  enthu- 
siasm and  a  better  informed  opinion  ob- 
tained in  regard  to  the  harbour  at  Dover, 
I  think  it  would  be  infinitely  cheaper  to 
apply  a  little  dynamite  to  the  convict 
prison,  and  leave  the  convicts  to  the 
tender  care  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Home  Secretary.  I  trust  that  the  Com- 
mittee have  now  a  distinct  understanding 
that  the  Government  are  only  entering 
upon  a  preliminary  inquiry,  and  that  we 
are  not  by  any  means  to  go  the  entire 
length  to  which  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  seeks  to  carry 
us.  When  the  preliminary  inquiries 
have  been  completed  let  us  discuss  the 
matter  on  its  merits,  and  let  it  be  under- 
stood, as  the  result  of  the  discussion 
which  has  now  taken  place,  that  we  are 
to  have  absolute  liberty  to  consider  the 
whole  question  when  it  is  hereafter 
brought  before  us  in  a  formal  manner. 

Amendment  and  Motion,  by  leave, 
icithdrawn. 

(1.)  £25,120,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Peterhead  Harbour. 

(2.)  £141,485,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Kates  on  Government  Property. 

(3.)  £7,500,  to  compete  the  sum  for 
the  Metropolitan  Fire  brigade. 


(4.)  £232,000,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Distumpiked  and  Main  Boads,  Eng- 
land and  Wales. 

(5.)  £30,000,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Distumpiked  and  other  Heads, 
Scotlandi 

(6.)  £182,335,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Public  Buildings,  Ireland. 

Mb.  SEXTON  (Sligo,  S.) :  There  is 
no  objection  on  the  part  of  the  Irish 
Members  to  have  this  Vote  taken  now. 
The  Vote  itself  is  not  of  a  contentious 
character. 

General  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
(Kincardine) :  I  asked  for  information 
in  regard  to  an  item  contained  in  the 
Vote  in  reference  to  the  erection  of  a 
fishery  pier. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY(Mr.  Henby  H.  Fowlbb)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  said,  he  would  inquire 
into  the  matter.  He  believed  that  it 
had  already  undergone  discussion,  and 
that  a  Report  had  been  laid  upon  the 
Table. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(7.)  £12,208,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Lighthouses  Abroad. 

(8.)  £35,677,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings. 

Mb.  RYLANDS  (Burnley):  I  am 
very  sorry  to  see  that  in  this  Vote  we 
are  asked  to  agree  to  a  sum  of  money 
being  paid  for  the  purchase  of  an  Em- 
bassy House  at  Madrid.  I  commented 
upon  the  extravagance  of  this  Vote  last 
year,  and  I  observe  that  in  the  present 
Vote  we  are  expected  to  grant  a  sum  of 
money  for  the  Embassy  at  Madrid, 
which  amounts  altogether  to  £15,500, 
of  which  a  sum  of  £12,000  is  required 
for  the  purchase  of  a  Legation  House. 
There  are,  I  understand,  some  further 
charges  in  connection  with  that  pur- 
chase. I  object,  and  I  have  objected 
on  many  previous  occasions,  to  the  ex- 
penditure which  has  been  incurred  by 
the  Government  from  time  to  time  in 
regard  to  these  Embassy  Houses  abroad. 
We  have  been  in  the  habit  in  former 
years  of  hiring,  renting,  and  leasing 
houses,  which  have  been  amply  suffi- 
cient for  the  purposes  of  the  Embassy ; 
and  the  consequence  of  our  building  a 
house  or  buying  one  has  frequently  been 
that  we  obtain  a  place  which  is  very 
much  larger  than  it  required  for  the 
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ordinary  purposes  of  the  Embassy. 
When  the  property  belongs  to  the 
country  the  Ambassador  or  Minister 
manifests  a  desire  to  extend  the  estab- 
lishment, probably  in  accordance  with 
the  number  of  his  family,  possibly  to 
gratify  the  vanity  of  his  wife,  and  con- 
stant applications  are  made  to  the  Go- 
vernment for  alterations  and  extensions, 
the  result  of  which  is  that  unnecessary 
and  large  repairs  are  made  in  these  es- 
tablishments, which  tend  to  swell  every 
year  the  very  large  sum  of  money  the 
Committee  are  called  upon  to  vote. 
Without  going  at  length  into  the  his- 
tory of  this  transaction,  I  do  not  hesitate 
to  say  that  in  former  years,  in  connection 
with  these  purchases,  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands of  pounds  of  the  public  money  have 
been  wasted ;  and  we  have  now  in  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  world  Embassies 
maintained  with  great  splendour  and  at 
very  heavy  cost.  If  the  expenditure  in 
connection  with  the  Embassy  Houses  for 
the  accommodation  of  our  Hepresenta- 
tives  in  Foreign  Courts  could  be  con- 
trasted with  the  expenditure  of  the 
United  States  for  similar  purposes, 
every  hon.  Member  would  be  astonished 
at  our  extravagance  when  compared 
with  the  economy  of  our  brethren  across 
the  Atlantic,  who  have  equally  great 
interests  to  protect.  The  Government 
of  the  United  States  know  very  well 
how  to  maintain  their  Bepresentatives  ; 
but  they  have  not  the  slightest  concep- 
tion of  squandering  the  money  of  the 
American  people  for  purposes  of  this 
kind  in  the  way  we  are  doing.  I  think 
the  time  may  probably  come,  if  the 
policy  of  this  country  becomes  one  of 
non-intervention,  when  we  may  think  it 
unnecessary  to  keep  up  these  enormous 
establishments  abroad,  and  be  content 
with  renting  houses  in  the  different 
capitals  of  Europe.  In  that  case  it  may 
be  considered  desirable  to  dispense  with 
them  when  they  are  found  no  longer 
necessary.  But  here  we  are  called  upon 
to  add  to  our  responsibilities  by  the 
purchase  of  a  Legation  House  which  we 
have  hitherto  been  content  to  hire  on 
lease.  I  wish  to  ask  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  what  steps  have  been  taken  to 
satisfy  the  Government,  in  the  first 
place,  as  to  the  necessity  of  the  pur- 
chase ;  what  economy  will  be  effected  by 
substituting  an  Embassy  House  belong- 
ing to  this  country  in  place  of  continuing 
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to  rent  the  building  already  occupied; 
and  also  whether  die  sum  of  £12,000 
which  appears  in  the  present  Vote  is  the 
whole  sum  we  shall  be  called  upon  to 
pay  for  this  property,  or  whether  there 
are  other  sums  behind  this  sum  of 
£12,000  which  at  some  subsequent 
period  the  House  of  Commons  will  be 
required  to  vote  ? 

Mr.  ILLINGWOETH  (Bradford, 
W.) :  I  should  like  also  to  ask  for  infor- 
mation in  reference  to  this  Vote.  If 
my  hon.  Friend  had  looked  into  the 
various  items  which  constitute  the  Yote, 
he  would  have  found  a  sum  of  £1,200 
for  making  good  the  damage  to  the 
Embassy  House  caused  by  excavations 
for  City  sewers,  and  a  further  item  of 
£1,500  for  the  completion  of  sanitary 
and  other  special  works.  I  want  to 
know  if  that  outlay  is  upon  the  new 
house  or  upon  the  old  one ?  I  also  wish  to 
point  out  to  the  Committee  that  the  rent 
of  the  old  Legation  House  appears  to 
have  been  £250  a-year,  which,  at  20 
years'  purchase,  would  represent  a 
capital  of  £5,000.  We  are  now  asked 
to  start  with  a  capital  of  £12,000,  with 
another  considerable  item  for  damage 
done  in  connection  with  the  drains  and 
sewers  of  the  City.  I  think  that  these 
items  go  very  far  in  the  direction  of 
emphasizing  the  objections  which  my 
hon.  Friend  has  raised  to  entering  upon 
a  capital  purchase  of  this  house,  and 
against  allowing  the  various  Ministers 
abroad  to  indulge  their  fancy  in  incur- 
ring a  large  outlay  of  money  for  whicli 
the  taxpayers  of  this  country  are  to  be 
responsible.  I  hope  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  or  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  will  be  able 
to  throw  some  further  light  upon  the 
matter. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) : 
On  the  whole,  I  really  believe  it  is 
cheaper  to  buy  houses  for  the  accommo- 
dation of  our  Bepresentatives  rather 
than  to  rent  them.  Take,  for  instance, 
this  house  at  Madrid,  the  purchase  of 
which  is  to  cost  £12,000.  That  capital 
sum  at  3  per  cent  would  amount  to  £360 
per  annum ;  but  last  year  we  paid  very 
considerably  more  than  that  sum.  Then 
we  must  take  into  consideration  not 
only  the  rent,  but  the  cost  of  repairs 
and  other  expenses.  Last  year  we 
rented  this  house,  and  we  spent  £200 
in    casual   and    ordinary  repairs,  and 
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other  expenses  were  incurred  which 
brought  up  the  total  to  £600  during  the 
year.  The  real  point  we  ehould  study 
IS  to  keep  down  the  expenses  of  our 
Ministers  as  far  as  possible.  When  a 
new  Minister  is  sent  out  it  is  invariably 
found  that  he  is  displeased  with  the 
establishment  which  nas  satisfied  his 
predecessor,  and  he  wants  some  sort  of 
change.  If  that  kind  of  desire  could  be 
kept  down  I  really  believe  that  we 
should  gain  more  by  purchasing  these 
houses  than  by  renting  them. 

Mb.  OOOTECHuntingdon,  8.):  I(should 
like  to  know  what  we  have  to  do  with 
the  item  of  £12,000  which  appears  in 
the  Vote  for  making  good  the  damage 
occasioned  to  the  Legation  House  by 
excavations  for  the  Oity  sewers  ?  As  the 
landlords  are  the  City  of  Madrid,  I  do 
not  see  what  we  have  to  do  with  making 
any  damage  of  this  kind  good.  I  hope 
the  Government  will  be  able  to  give 
some  information  upon  the  matter. 

Mr.  LBTE80N  GO  WEE  (A  Loed  of 
theTKEAsuET)  (Stafford,  N.W.) :  I  think 
the  figures  which  I  shall  be  able  to  give 
the  Committee  will  show  that  the  Go- 
vernment have  been  actuated  by  a  desire 
to  make  the  best  bargain  possible ;  and 
I  think  the  Committee  will  afi;ree  with 
me  that  the  bargain  which  nas  been 
made  is  not  a  very  bad  one.  I  am  not 
going  to  defend  the  principle  of  buying 
the  house  against  the  principle  of  rent- 
ing it.  I  think  the  best  plan  is  to  take 
each  individual  case  as  it  occurs,  and 
see  what  course  will  be  the  most  econo- 
mical and  most  satisfactory  course  in 
the  interests  of  the  country.  The  rent 
of  the  Embassy  House  at  Madrid  was 
not  £250  a-year,  as  has  been  stated,  but 
was  £600  a-year ;  and,  as  the  lease  was 
within  a  year  of  expiring,  it  was  expected 
that  the  rent  woula  be  raised  from  £600 
to  £1,000  a-year;  so  that,  practically, 
we  have  obtained  the  house  for  12  years* 
purchase,  which  I  do  not  think  is  at  all 
an  extravagant  price.  I  may  mention 
that  the  house  which  has  been  purchased 
is  the  same  house  that  was  previously 
rented.  I  believe  it  has  been  calculated 
that  the  piece  of  ground  alone  on  which 
the  house  stands  may  be  valued  at 
£8,000;  and,  therefore,  it  cannot  be 
said  that  the  sum  of  £12,000  agreed 
upon  as  the  purchase  money  is  an  ex- 
travagant sum.  As  to  the  item  of 
£1,500  for  the  completion  of  sanitary 
and  other  special  works,  I  may  explain 


that  one  of  the  works  undertaken  was 
the  making  of  a  new  roof.  The  roof 
had  been  allowed  to  fall  very  much  out 
of  repair,  and  it  was  thought  absolutely 
necessary  that  a  new  roof  should  be  put 
upon  the  building.  In  regard  to  the 
item  of  £1,200  for  making  good  the 
damage  to  the  house  caused  by  excava- 
tions for  the  Oity  sewers,  I  may  say 
that  the  Gt)yernment  tried  all  they  could 
to  be  released  from  that  payment,  and 
to  throw  it  upon  the  Municipality  of 
Madrid,  or  upon  the  Spanish  Govern- 
ment ;  but  they  found  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  do  BO,  seeing  that  they  were 
bound  under  the  lease  to  do  the  repairs. 
They  were  advised  by  proper  legal  au- 
thorities that  they  were  absolutely  help- 
less in  the  matter,  and  I  am  not  sure 
that  we  have  yet  paid  all  that  we  may 
be  called  upon  to  pay.  On  the  contrary, 
I  believe  there  are  some  further  claims 
which  have  not  yet  been  settled.  There 
is  no  other  point  which  occurs  to  me  as 
requiring  explanation,  and  I  hope  the 
Committee  will  consider  the  information 
I  have  given  satisfactory. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire); 
I  hope  that  some  further  information 
will  be  given  in  regard  to  this  house, 
the  ground  of  which  is  said  to  be  worth 
£8,000.  We  appear  to  have  expended 
a  large  sum  last  year  in  repairing 
damage  done  by  excavations  for  sewers, 
and  also  a  considerable  sum  for  sanitary 
and  other  works.  The  expenditure  ap- 
pears to  have  been  very  considerable, 
seeing  that  we  were  not  the  owners  of 
the  house ;  and  although  it  is  now  pro- 

?osed  that  we  should  become  the  owners, 
think  some  further  explanation  is  re- 
quired as  to  the  expenditure  which  has 
already  taken  place.  The  whole  value 
of  the  house  appears  to  be  £12,000,  and 
yet  we  have  had  to  pay  £1»200  for  re- 
pairs in  consequence  of  excavations  in 
connection  with  the  City  sewers,  and 
£lj500  for  sanitary  works. 

Thb  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Hbney  H.  Fowleb)  rWol^ 
verhampton,  E.) :  We  leased  the  house 
for  a  term  of  10  years  at  £600  a-year, 
and  we  bound  ourselves  to  perform  all 
the  necessary  repairs,  even  to  the  re- 
newal of  sashes.  Better  terms  could 
not  be  obtained.  It  has  been  an  un- 
fortunate lease  for  the  lessee.  There 
have  been  continual  objections  to  it, 
and  I  can  assure  the  Committee  that  the 
Embassy  House  at  Madrid  has  been  a 
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very  anxious  question  indeed.  It  is  con- 
sidered that  this  is  the  best  way  of 
meeting  the  difficulty.  If  we  do  not 
purchase  the  house  we  shall  be  com- 
pelled to  rent  it  at  a  larger  price  than 
we  think  we  ought  to  pay. 

Sir  BOBERT  PEEL  (Blackburn) :  I 
should  like  to  know  whether  the  pur- 
chase of  this  house  has  been  recom- 
mended by  Her  Majesty's  Minister  at 
Madrid?  I  understand  that  the  same 
house  has  been  in  the  occupation  of  the 
Legation  for  the  last  10  years ;  but  if  I 
recollect  rightly — and  I  was  for  some 
years  connected  with  the  Legation — it 
is  very  inconveniently  situated  indeed. 
We  used  formerly  to  occupy  a  house 
which  was  much  better  situated.  I 
understand  that  the  present  house  is  in 
a  most  inconvenient  and  narrow  street, 
and  I  wish  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  it 
has  been  examined  by  any  architect  or 
any  official  connected  with  the  Govern- 
ment? 

Thb  under  secretary  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Mr. 
Brycb)  (Aberdeen,  S.) :  I  am  informed 
that  not  only  has  the  house  been 
strongly  recommended  by  Sir  John 
Walsham  and  Sir  Robert  Morier,  but 
that  the  Board  of  Works  sent  out  one 
of  their  own  surveyors  to  examine  it, 
and  he  was  satisfied  that  it  would  be 
a  suitable  house  for  the  Legation. 

Sir  JULIAN  GOLDSMID  (St.  Pan- 
eras,  S.) :  I  know  the  Legation  House 
at  Madrid  very  well,  and  it  is  cer- 
tainly a  good  house  for  occupation,  and 
every  other  purpose  to  which  it  is  de- 
voted. Although  part  of  the  street  in 
which  it  is  situated  is  narrow,  yet  it  is  a 
good  street  for  Madrid,  and  in  that  city 
narrow  streets  possess  in  many  cases 
some  advantages,  because  where  the 
thoroughfare  is  broad  the  sun  is  so 
powerful  as  to  cause  illness,  and  some- 
times death.  I,  for  one,  maintain  that 
this  is  a  suitable  house,  and  I  think  the 
Government  have  pursued  a  wise  course 
in  purchasing  a  residence  for  our  Minis- 
ter. I  am  opinion  that  they  would  do 
right  if  they  were  to  purchase  Embassy 
Houses  in  all  places  where  we  do  not 
possess  one. 

General  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR : 
(Kincardine) :  I  cannot  say  that  I  think 
the  explanation  which  has  been  given 
in  regard  to  the  money  laid  out  uj^on 
this   building  for  repairs  and  making 
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good  damages  in  addition  to  the  rent 
is  at  all  satisfactory. 
Yote  agreed  to. 
Class  III. — Law  and  Justioe. 

(9.)  £70,974,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Law  Charges. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
I  should  like  to  know,  before  this  Yote 
is  taken,  in  what  manner  the  employ- 
ment of  solicitors  to  conduct  prosecutions 
is  regulated  by  the  Treasury  ?  I  quite 
understand  that  there  are  prosecutions 
conducted  by  the  Public  Prosecutor. 
The  prosecutions  conducted  by  the  Trea- 
sury Solicitor  are  also  clear ;  but  there 
are,  in  addition,  prosecutions  conducted 
by  private  solicitors,  under  instructionB 
from  Scotland  Tard,  which  do,  or  at 
any  rate  did,  figure  in  the  Votes.  I 
should  like  to  know  whether  any  such 
accounts  figure  in  the  Votes  now ;  and,  if 
they  do  not,  how  long  that  has  ceased 
to  be  the  case  ?  If  Uiey  do  appear  in 
the  Votes,  I  should  like  to  know  what 
kind  of  rule  governs  the  employment  of 
solicitors  in  public  prosecutions  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  I  may  explain  that^ 
under  the  Act  passed  last  year,  all 
public  prosecutions  are  now  practically 
under  the  control  of  the  Solicitor  to  the 
Treasury.  It  is  in  the  discretion  of  the 
Solicitor  to  the  Treasury  to  conduct 
prosecutions  himself,  or  to  employ  legal 
agents  for  that  purpose.  The  opinion 
of  the  Committee  which  sat  upon  the 
question  was  that,  as  far  as  London  and 
the  neighbourhood  are  concerned,  it  is 
not  necessary  to  employ  any  other  soli- 
citor than  the  Solicitor  to  the  Treasury, 
and  they  expressed  their  disapprobation 
of  any  other  course  being  adopted ;  but 
in  Manchester,  Liverpool,  and  other 
large  towns,  it  is  left  to  his  discretion  to 
employ  other  individuals  who  are  paid 
on  agency  terms,  and,  therefore,  only 
receive  half  of  the  costs,  the  other  half 
being  paid  into  the  Public  Exchequer. 
I  believe  that  the  existing  arrangements 
are  not  only  working  satisfactorily,  but 
economically.  The  Department  of  Pub- 
lic Prosecutor  has,  however,  not  been  in 
existence  sufficiently  long  to  enable  any 
outside  opinion  to  be  expressed  as  to 
what  the  ultimate  result  of  the  change 
will  be.  In  the  course  of  another  year 
we  shall  probably  be  able  to  form  a 
conclusion. 
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Mb.  BEADLAUQH  :  The  answer  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  is  thoroughly  satis- 
factory as  far  as  it  goes ;  but  I  wish  to 
know  if  the  Committee  are  to  under- 
stand that  there  is  now  no  longer  within 
the  Metropolitan  District  a  possibility 
of  three  sets  of  persons  being  employed 
to  institute  prosecutions  on  behalf  of 
the  Crown  ?  Are  the  whole  of  the  prose- 
cutions under  the  control  of  the  Solicitor 
to  the  Treasury  ? 

Mb.  henry  H.  FOWLER:  Yes. 

Geot:bal  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
(Kincardine) :  I  find  that  the  Vote  in- 
olades  expenses  connected  with  the 
Statute  Law  Revision  Committee;  but 
there  is  no  information  given  as  to  the 
state  of  the  Revision,  or  of  the  progress 
which  is  being  made  with  it.  Matters 
appear  to  be  allowed  to  go  on  from  year 
to  year;  and,  though  nothing  is  done, 
yet  expenses  are  incurred  without  the 
slightest  information  being  given  in 
regard  to  what  is  being  done.  I  wish 
farther  to  know  if  it  is  not  possible  to 
obtain  the  Statutes  which  have  been  re- 
vised at  a  moderate  price,  and  also  the 
Index  now  presented  and  prepared  at 
the  cost  of  Government  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henby  H.  Fowleb)  :  I  may 
explain  that  the  revision  of  the  Statutes 
has  been  completed  down  to  the  year 
1878;  but  it  is  necessarily  a  slow  and 
expensive  work.  The  revised  edition 
cannot,  therefore,  well  be  sold  at  a  less 
price  than  at  present,  lor  I  need  hardly 
say  that  the  work  is  not  remunerative. 

Genebai.  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUR : 
I  do  not  think  that  the  price  of  the 
Statutes  which  have  been  revised  and 
published  ought  to  be  very  considerable. 
I  am  not  satisfied,  however,  with  the 
explanation  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(10.)  £129,277,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Criminal  Prosecutions,  Sheriffs'  Ex- 
penses, &c. 

(11.)  £352,219,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature. 

Mb.  RYLANDS  rBurnley):  I  wish 
to  obtain  some  explanation  from  the 
Government  in  regard  to  this  Vote. 
The  Vote  includes  the  salaries  of  the 
officials  in  the  Central  Office  of  the 
Supreme  Court.  Two  or  three  years 
ago  I  took  the  opportunity  of  calling 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  the 


very  large  expenditure  which  had  been 
incurred  in  connection  with  the  Central 
Office,  and  to  the  fact  that  the  officials 
of  that  Department  of  the  Supreme 
Court  were  very  partially  employed,  and 
that  there  was  a  great  waste  of  expendi- 
ture in  consequence  of  too  large  a  num- 
ber of  persons  being  employed  in  the 
duty  which  devolves  on  that  Department 
of  the  High  Court.  In  reply  to  the 
remarks  I  made  on  that  occasion,  the 
present  Lord  Chancellor,  the  then  Soli- 
citor General  (Sir  Farrer  Herschell),  ad- 
mitted that  the  facts  which  I  brought 
before  the  Committee  were  correct.  He 
stated  that  it  was  impossible  to  justify 
the  expenditure  which  was  being  incurred 
in  this  Department,  and  he  agreed  that 
under  the  arrangements  of  the  Depart- 
ment too  many  officials  were  employed, 
and  that  there  was  room  for  considerable 
economy.  He  promised  that  the  matter 
should  be  very  carefully  inquired  into, 
with  the  view  of  securing  the  re-organi- 
zation of  the  Department.  I  think  1 
have  mentioned  the  subject  once  or 
twice  since ;  but,  so  far  as  appears  from 
the  Vote,  the  criticisms  which  have  been 
made  have  not  had  the  slightest  effect 
upon  the  expenditure.  On  l^e  contrary, 
I  perceive  that  there  has  been  an  annual 
increment  of  salary  rather  than  a  re- 
duction, and  a  general  increase  of  ex- 
penditure. The  point  on  which  I  wish 
to  ask  for  information  from  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  now  is  this  —  I 
think  the  pledge  which  the  Government 
made  to  me  has  been  carried  out  to  this 
extent — that  there  has  been  an  official 
inquiry  instituted,  and  I  believe  that 
some  Committee  or  other  authority  has 
been  engaged  in  an  investigation  in 
order  to  see  how  far  an  impression  may 
be  made  on  the  expenditure.  Before 
proceeding  further  with  my  criticism  of 
the  Vote,  I  think  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  should  tell  the 
Committee  what  steps  have  been  taken. 
I  am  alluding  to  the  Central  Office  of 
the  Supreme  Court,  which  commences 
on  page  211  of  the  Estimates,  about 
half-way  down  the  page.  It  will  be 
seen  that  it  includes  some  of  the  Taxing 
Officers,  in  regard  to  which  there  were 
complaints  on  the  last  occasion  the  Vote 
was  under  discussion.  I  trust  that  my 
hon.  Friend  will  be  able  to  give  the 
Committee  some  information  as  to  the 
steps  which  have  been  taken,  even  if  he 
cannot  tell  us  what  the  result  of  the 
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inquiry  baa  been,  and  wbat  measures 
tbe  Government  intend  to  take  witb  a 
view  of  reducing  tbe  redundancy  of  offi- 
cials in  tbis  Department,  and  to  secure 
tbe  economy  wbicb  I  tbink  migbt  very 
well  be  secured  by  introducing  a  cbange. 

Mr.  ADDISON  ( Asbton  -  under- 
Lyne) :  I  wisb  tbat  tbe  bon.  Member 
for  Burnley  (Mr.  Rylands),  wbose  care 
and  accuracy  in  tbese  matters  we  all 
know,  bad  been  kind  enougb  to  do  wbat 
our  Sootcb  Friends  call  "condescend 
upon  particulars."  I  bappen  to  know 
sometbing  about  tbe  Supreme  Court  of 
Justice;  I  bave  spent  a  good  many 
gloomy  bours  tbere;  but  I  bave  still  to 
discover  wbat  class  of  officials  is  too 
numerous  and  too  bigbly  paid.  Tbere 
was  some  sligbt  suggestion  made  by  tbe 
bon.  Member  in  reference  to  tbe  Taxing 
Master's  Office ;  but  I  bave  beard  from 
tbat  Office  complaints  tbat  tbe  officials 
bave  too  mucb  to  do,  and  tbat  tbey  bave 
not  time  enougb  to  do  it  in.  Tbe  asser- 
tion, tberefore,  comes  witb  astonisbment 
upon  me  tbat  tbey  are  overpaid,  and  too 
numerous.  As  tbe  House  is  in  Commit- 
tee, tbe  bon.  Member  bas  not  exbausted 
bis  power  of  speaking ;  and,  tberefore, 
in  the  course  of  tbe  discussion  be  will, 
perbaps,  be  good  enougb  to  tell  us 
wbicb  of  tbese  officers  are  overworked 
and  too  bigbly  paid?  He  bas  told  us 
tbat  tbe  Lord  CbaDcellor(Lord  Hersobell) 
agreed  witb  bis  views  wben  be  raised 
tbe  question  some  time  ago ;  but  I  am 
certainly  very  mucb  surprised  to  bear 
tbat  tbese  bumble,  modest,  and  respect- 
able officers  are  overpaid.  Tbe  bon. 
Member  for  Nortbampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugb)  knows  as  mucb  about  tbat  matter 
as  I  do,  and  bis  abilities  are  mucb 
better  recognized  tban  mine.  Perbaps 
be  will  be  able  to  bear  out  tbe  expe- 
rience I  bave  gained  of  tbese  officials, 
wbicb  certainly  leads  me  to  believe  tbat, 
considering  tbe  work  tbey  bave  to  do, 
and  tbe  position  tboy  occupy,  tbey  are 
neitber  too  numerous  nor  too  bigbly 
paid.  I  am  afraid  tbat  tbe  opinion  of 
the  bon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr. 
Bylands)  would  not  carry  tbat  weight 
witb  it  wbicb  it  migbt  otherwise  bave 
unless  be  is  kind  enougb  to  inform  the 
Committee  which  of  tbe  officials  of  tbe 
Supreme  Court  bis  criticisms  apply  to. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.) :  I  tbink  tbat  if  tbe  bon.  Mem- 
ber for  Burnley  (Mr.  Rylands)  bad  only 
carefully  studied  the  Yote  wbicb  be  bas 

I£r.  Bylande 


ventured  to  criticize  be  would  bave 
found  on  tbe  very  page  be  bas  cited  an 
explanation  quite  sufficient  to  answer 
bis  own  remarks.  It  is  clearly  set  forth, 
on  page  211  of  tbe  Estimates,  tbat  tbere 
are  six  first-class  clerks,  one  of  wbom  is 
paid  upon  tbe  old  scale  of  from  £600  to 
£700  a- year,  whereas  all  tbe  otber  five 
are  paid  on  tbe  new  scale  from  £500  to 
£600  a-year.  It  is  tbe  same  witb  regard 
to  the  clerks  in  tbe  otber  classes.  For 
instance,  in  tbe  third  class  tbere  are 
three  paid  upon  tbe  old  scale  of  £200 
a-year,  and  three  upon  tbe  new  scale  of 
£100  a-year;  and  the  same  distinction 
appears  tbrougbout.  Whenever  a  vacancy 
occurs  tbe  old  scale  is  abandoned,  and 
tbe  new  scale  is  brought  into  operation. 
So  tbat  tbere  is  a  constant  reduction 
taking  place ;  and  tbere  is,  tberefore,  no 
ground,  as  far  as  I  can  see,  for  tbe  in- 
definite and  vague  complaint  wbicb  tbe 
bon.  Member  for  Burnlepr  bas  made. 
But  with  regard  to  this  v  ote  I  sbould 
be  glad  to  elicit  some  information  from 
tbe  bon.  Gentleman  in  charge  of  it  as 
to  wbat  tbe  Government  propose  to 
do  in  reference  to  tbe  number  of  Judges 
and  tbe  Circuit  arraugements.  During 
the  whole  of  last  century  12  Judges  were 
sufficient  to  transact  the  business  of  tbe 
country ;  and  during  tbe  earlier  years  of 
tbis  century — ^I  believe  down  to  tbe  year 
1830 — tbe  Judges  for  the  Common  Law 
and  Criminal  business  numbered  only 
12.  About  the  year  1830  tbe  number 
was  raised  to  15,  specially  witb  re- 
gard to  tbe  necessities  of  tbe  Circuit 
arrangements.  Afterwards,  wben  the 
House  of  Commons  delegated  to  tbe 
Judges  the  duty  of  bearing  Election 
Petitions,  tbe  number  was  raised  from 
15  to  18;  but,  in  tbe  meantime,  tbe 
population  bad  considerably  increased 
also.  Wben  tbe  Judicature  Act  estab- 
lished tbe  Court  of  Appeal  tbree  Judges 
were  told  off  as  Appeal  Judges,  and  it 
was  necessary  to  make  a  nirtber  in- 
crease of  the  total  number.  The  Cir- 
cuit arrangements  were  somewbat  mo- 
dified at  tbat  time,  but  not  very  con- 
siderably. Tbe  rule  was  that  tbe  two 
Judges  went  to  eacb  of  tbe  seven  or 
eight  Circuits ;  Nortb  and  Soutb  Wales 
being  considered  one,  and  having  two 
Judges  between  thom.  The  Circuit 
arrangements  were  still  considered  un- 
satisfactory, and  another  alteration  was 
made,  by  which  tbe  single  Judge  system 
was  instituted ;  and  tbe  consequence  of 
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this  single  Judge  system  has  been  that, 
although  we  have  had  a  sufficient  num- 
ber of  Judges  remaining  in  London  for 
continuous  sittings,  upon  the  Oirouits 
we  have  had  the  delay,  which  was  fore- 
seen at  the  time  the  Order  in  Council, 
establishing  the  system,  was  issued. 
We  had  a  very  signal  illustration  of 
that  in  the  South-Eastern  Oircuit  at 
Chelmsford  last  year,  when  Mr.  Baron 
Huddleston  found  himself  quite  unable 
to  cope  with  the  business  at  the  different 
towns  on  the  Home  Circuit,  and  was 
compelled,  at  great  inconvenience  to 
everybody  concerned,  to  make  arrange- 
ments which  inflicted  great  hardship 
upon  many  persons  who  had  business  at 
the  Assizes,  and  especially  upon  the 
witnesses.  An  Order  in  Council  enables 
a  Judge,  when  alone  upon  a  Circuit,  if 
he  finds  himself  unable  to  get  through 
the  criminal  work  of  any  paurticular  As- 
size, to  postpone  the  Commission  day  at 
the  next  Assize  town.  In  this  case  Mr. 
Baron  Huddleston  found  it  absolutely 
impossible  to  get  through  the  work 
which  had  to  be  done  at  Norwich,  and 
he  was,  therefore,  compelled  to  postpone 
the  Commission  day  at  Chelmsford,  and 
also  at  Hertford,  Maidstone,  and  Lewes. 
At  Lewes  it  did  not  very  much  matter, 
because  it  was  the  end  of  the  Assize; 
but  all  the  witnesses,  prisoners,  and 
everybody  who  were  required  to  be  in 
attendance  at  Hertford,  Chelmsford,  and 
Maidstone  were  kept  hanging  about 
from  day  to  day,  and  from  week  to 
week,  at  very  great  loss,  and  at  very 
serious  inconvenience.  I  understand 
that  some  representations  have  been 
made  to  the  Government  in  regard  to 
the  inconvenience  which  arises  itom  the 
present  system,  and  when  the  system  is 
revised  care  should  be  taken  to  provide 
against  these  inconveniences.  It  would 
be  satisfactory  to  know,  as  soon  as  pos** 
dble,  whether  the  inconveniences  which 
were  experienced  last  year  are  likely  to 
be  repeated  in  the  present  year.  There 
is  also  another  point  which  I  desire  to 
mention.  It  is  one  which  I  have  urged 
every  year  for  three  successive  years, 
and  it  is  one  on  which  I  have  received 
assurances  from  three  successive  Attor- 
ney Qenerals  that  something  will  be 
done.  The  matter  I  refer  to  is  the  great 
delay  which  now  occurs  in  the  Taxing 
Department,  and  especially  in  the  Chan- 
cery taxation.  I  see  no  earthly  reason 
why  there  should  not    be  continuous 


taxation  all  through  the  Long  Vacation. 
We  have  three  Taxing  Masters,  and 
surely  it  ought  not  to  be  a  very  difficult 
thing  to  arrange  that  the  whole  of  these 
officers  should  not  take  their  leave  all 
at  once  for  two  months  at  a  time.  The 
attendance  in  the  Taxing  Office  is  not 
very  strict;  nobody  goes  there  very 
early,  and  nobody  remains  there  very 
late.  No  doubt  the  whole  of  the  officers, 
as  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Ashton-under-Lyne  (Mr.  Addison)  has 
remarked,  are  extremely  courteous  and 
urbane;  but  their  hours  of  attendance 
are  very  meagre  indeed,  and  very  often 
something  or  other  prevents  an  impor- 
tant officer  from  being  in  his  place  at  a 
very  early  hour  in  the  mornmg.  The 
consequence  is  that  the  suitors  are  kept 
in  attendance  for  months  and  months, 
simply  because  a  certain  amount  of 
clerical  attendance  is  not  given  during 
the  Long  Vacation.  I  would  ask  why 
there  should  not  be  continuous  taxation, 
at  any  rate,  by  one  Taxing  Master  all 
through  the  Long  Vacation  ?  It  would 
be  a  great  boon,  not  only  to  solicitors, 
but  also  to  successful  suitors  who,  at 
present,  although  they  have  vindicated 
their  claim  to  justice,  are  not  able  to 
obtain  from  justice  those  results  to 
which  they  are  entitled. 

Mk.COOTE  (Huntingdon,  8.):  There 
is  one  point  to  which  I  wish  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Gbvemment,  which  at 
present  is  the  cause  of  considerable  and 
unnecessary  expense.  Sometimes  an 
Assize  is  fixed  to  be  held  in  a  town 
where  there  are  absolutely  no  cases  to 
be  tried.  In  such  cases  we  often  have 
the  Judges  coming  down,  together  with 
the  grand  jurors  and  the  petty  jurors, 
at  considerable  expense  ;  tenant  farmers 
have  to  leave  their  farms  and  come  up 
to  the  county  town,  wasting  several 
hours,  and  when  they  get  &ere  they 
find  there  are  no  cases  to  be  heard  at 
all.  This  is  not  only  an  expense  to  the 
persons  concerned  in  the  localities,  but 
is  also  a  serious  expense  to  the  country. 
The  Judges  have  to  come  down,  and  idl 
the  paraphernalia  of  opening  the  Com- 
mission of  Assize  is  gone  through  when 
there  are  absolutely  no  prisoners  to  be 
tried.  I  think  that  some  alteration 
ought  to  be  made,  and  that  jurors  and 
others  summoned  to  attend  an  Assize, 
under  such  circumstances,  should  have 
notice  sent  to  them  when  it  is  found 
that  they  will  have  nothing  to  do.  , 
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Gbneeal  Sm  GEOEGE  BALFOUR 
(Kincardine) :  I  believe  that  the  inoon- 
yeniences  which  have  been  pointed  out 
have  been  inquired  into  already,  but 
as  far  as  I  know  without  any  practical 
result.  I  am  inclined  to  believe  that  if 
a  military  man  were  placed  at  the  head 
of  affairs  an  enormous  saving  of  expense 
might  be  effected. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  possible  for 
the  Government,  in  dealing  with  this 
Yote,  to  give  any  kind  of  pledge  with 
regard  to  the  important  matter  alluded 
to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Huntingdon 
TMr.  Ooote) — namely,  the  holding  of  an 
Assize,  with  all  the  attendant  incon- 
venience and  expense,  when  there  is  no 
business  to  transact.  I  feel  that  if  legis- 
lation is  needed  in  so  serious  a  matter, 
and  one  which  involves  so  large  a  cost 
to  the  country,  it  ought  at  once  to  take 
place.  It  is  an  outrage  on  the  Judges 
and  upon  everyone  else  that  they  should 
be  taken  down  to  an  Assize  town  when 
it  is  known  before  they  get  there  that 
there  is  no  business  for  them  to  transact. 
I  do  not  know  whether  legislation  is 
needed,  or  whether  there  is  sufficient 
power  to  regulate  the  matter  by  an  Order 
in  Council ;  but  I  think  the  Government 
ought  to  take  some  means  to  prevent 
such  a  ludicrous  waste  of  public  time  and 
public  money. 

Mb.  GREGORY  (Sussex,  East  Grin- 
stead),  who  was  very  impeidPeotly  heard, 
was  understood  to  say  that  the  officers 
in  the  Taxing  Office  in  the  Court  of 
Chancery  had  very  laborious  duties  to 
perform ;  that  they  performed  them  satis- 
factorily; and  that  there  would  be  no 
advantage  gained  by  continuous  sittings. 
In  regfurd  to  the  official  staff  of  the 
Centriu  Court  a  Commission  had  been 
appointed,  under  the  auspices  of  the  Lord 
Cnief  Justice  of  England,  for  the  purpose 
of  considering  the  nature  of  the  Masters' 
and  the  Clerks'  duties,  and  the  number 
and  efficiency  of  the  staff;  and  he  be- 
lieved that  arrangements  would  be  car- 
ried out  in  accordance  with  the  recom- 
mendations of  that  Commission. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Chil- 
DBRs)  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  My  hon.  Friend 
behind  me  has  alluded  to  the  Committee 
which  sat  in  1872-3  to  inquire  into  these 
matters.  I  was  a  Member  of  that  Com- 
mittee, and  we  went  into  various  ques- 
tions connected  with  the  expenditure  of 


the  Department,  and  our  investigation 
resulted  in  several  reforms  being  carried 
out.  I  am  not  at  the  present  moment 
prepared  to  enter  into  a  discussion  upon 
the  subjects  which  have  been  raised,  and 
I  am  certainly  not  in  a  position  to  say 
that  no  further  reforms,  even  upon  a 
considerable  scale,  are  necessary. 

Mb.  RYLANDS  (Burnley) :  My  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Ashton-under-Lyne  (Mr.  Addison)  is 
evidently  under  some  misapprehension 
as  to  the  nature  of  the  remarks  I  made. 
I  never  meant  to  imply  that  the  clerks 
who  have  work  to  do  fail  to  do  it,  or  that 
we  should  underpay  them  for  the  work 
they  perform.  What  I  said  was  that 
there  are  too  many  officials  in  this  De- 
partment, and  that  there  is  not  anything 
like  a  sufficient  amount  of  work  to  keep 
them  in  employment;  and,  therefore, 
that  the  expenditure,  seeing  that  the 
work  is  of  a  mechanical  nature,  might 
be  cut  down.  The  hon.  Member  for 
East  Donegal  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  has 
been  good  enough  to  say  that  if  I  would 
look  at  the  Vote  I  would  be  satisfied, 
and  would  get  all  the  information  I  have 
asked  for  from  the  Government.  The 
hon.  Member  is  altogether  mistaken. 
The  statement  contained  in  the  Esti* 
mates  does  not  give  me  the  slightest  in- 
formation in  regard  to  the  points  to  which 
I  wish  to  call  tne  attention  of  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury.  Let  me  repeat,  as 
shortly  as  I  can,  what  it  was  that  I 
stated.  I  said  that  the  Central  Office  of 
the  Supreme  Court  of  Justice,  as  estab- 
lished under  the  Judicature  Act,  consists 
of  certain  Departments  in  the  High 
Court.  At  the  time  the  Act  was  passed 
it  was  not  very  well  understood  by  the 
Government  how  far  the  different  De- 
partments would  be  employed,  and  the 
number  of  the  staff  in  the  Central  Office 
was  fixed  very  much  in  excess  of  the 
amount  of  work  they  have  to  do.  But 
that  number  has  not  been  at  all  reduced 
since  1880,  or  since  the  period  when  I 
first  brought  the  matter  under  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee  of  Supply.  What 
I  did  on  the  occasion  when  I  first  brought 
it  before  the  Committee  in  1883  was  to 
mention  several  cases  in  which  there 
were  highly  paid  clerks  receiving  £600 
or  £700  a-year,who  had  under  them  three 
or  four  other  clerks,  and  who  had  such 
a  small  amount  of  work  to  perform  that 
they  were  in  the  habit  of  going  away  for 
long  periods.    The  hon.    and  learned 
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Member  for  Ashton-under-Ljne  (Mr. 
Addison)  asks  me  to  give  him  a  case 
in  which  there  is  a  redundancy  of 
elerks.  I  will  refer  him  to  the  Writ 
Office.  The  fact  is  that  that  Department 
is  divided  into  six  separate  Departments, 
each  of  which  has  a  very  highly  paid 
clerk  at  its  head.  I  stated  in  Committee 
of  Supply  in  1883  that  these  several 
divisions  of  the  Writ  Department  had 
nothing  like  the  amount  of  work  which 
was  necessary  to  keep  up  the  stafiP  of 
officials,  and  that,  in  point  of  fact,  several 
of  the  officers  do  not  find  it  necessary  to 
be  regular  or  constant  in  their  attend- 
ance. Then,  again,  there  is  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Queen's  Bemembrancer. 
That  is  an  Office  which  involves  a  very 
large  expenditure  with  very  little  work. 
In  point  of  fact,  it  is  notorious— so  no- 
torious that  the  Solicitor  General— Sir 
Farrer  Hersoh ell— representing  the  Go- 
vernment, admitted  the  accuracy  of  the 
statement  which  I  made  on  authority 
which  I  could  not  doubt,  but  upon  in- 
formation which  was  certainly  supplied 
to  me.  Sir  Farrer  Herschell  acknow- 
ledged that  my  statements  were  true, 
and  he  stated  that  a  sort  of  tentative 
arrangement  was  made  in  1880  to  secure 
a  certain  number  of  clerks  for  the  work 
of  the  Office.  It  afterwards  turned  out 
that  the  staff  appointed  was  in  excess  of 
the  duties  to  be  performed  ;  and,  there- 
fore, there  ought  to  have  been  a  con- 
siderable reduction  in  the  number  of 
persons  employed,  in  which  case  con- 
siderable economy  would  have  been 
effected.  But,  although  that  admission 
was  made,  since  that  time,  as  far  as  I 
can  see,  there  is  no  evidence  whatever 
of  any  economy  having  been  effected. 
Hon.  Members  who  are  new  to  the 
House  will  find  out  before  long  that 
irregularities  of  this  kind  are  frequently 
admitted,  and  that  reforms  are  promised ; 
but  the  same  items  appear  constantly  in 
the  Estimates,  and  there  is  no  evidence 
whatever  that  the  Government  have 
made  any  reduction.  In  this  instance  I 
believe  the  fact  is  that,  instead  of  having 
made  a  reduction,  there  are  in  reality  a 
larger  number  of  clerks  altogether  than 
there  were  formerly.  No  doubt  some  of 
them  may  possibly  be  of  a  less  expen- 
sive character ;  but  it  is  undoubtedly  the 
fact  that  there  are  a  larger  number  of 
clerks  now  than  there  were  last  year, 
and  that  the  total  expenditure  is  some- 
what higher.     The  hon.  Member   for 


Sussex  (Mr.  Gregory)  has  aaid  that  a 
Departmental  Committee  have  instituted 
an  inquiry  in  accordance  with  the  promise 
of  Sir  Farrer  Herschell.  In  that  case, 
as  the  Government  must  have  had  the 
matter  brought  under  their  notice  by  the 
action  of  the  Departmental  Committee, 
I  think  my  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  might  have  been  able  to 
give  the  Committee  some  information  as 
to  the  nature  and  result  of  their  in- 
vestigation. I  presume  that  as  he  has 
refrained  from  doing  so  the  information 
is  probably  not  in  his  possession.  I 
know  that  in  former  years  the  criticisms 
which  have  been  passed  upon  this  Yote 
have  always  been  responded  to  by  one 
of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown — 
usually  the  Solicitor  General.  I  do  not 
see  the  Attorney  General  in  his  place, 
and  perhaps  the  excuse  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  that  they  are  rather  deficient  in 
their  Legal  Department.  I  should  cer- 
tainly like  to  know  what  steps  the  Go- 
vernment propose  to  take  in  regard  to 
this  Vote — whether  the  Departmental 
Committee  is  still  sitting,  whether  they 
have  reported,  and  whether  the  Govern- 
ment themselves  will  give  some  under- 
taking that  there  will  be  a  material  re- 
duction in  the  expenditure  next  year  ? 

The  SECRETAKY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henby  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  I  think  the  Committee 
is  very  much  indebted  to  my  hon.  Friend 
for  having  called  attention  to  these 
matters ;  but,  although  a  grievance  may 
be  admitted,  and  may  be  unmistakable, 
it  is  not  so  easy  all  at  once  to  put  a 
remedy  in  force.  The  redundant  or  extra 
clerks  are  there,  and  they  cannot  be  got 
rid  of  until  vacancies  naturally  arise. 
When  vacancies  do  arise  the  appoint- 
ments will  not  be  filled  up.  I  would 
refer  my  hon.  Friend  to  page  211  of 
the  Estimates,  from  which  he  will  see 
that  a  considerable  reduction  has  been 
made  with  regard  to  third  class,  and 
also  in  the  case  of  first* class  clerks. 
There  used  to  be  six  third-class  clerks 
commenoiag  at  a  salary  of  £200  and 
rising  to  £300.  That  has  been  altered, 
and  the  third-class  clerks  now  commence 
at  £100  rising  to  £200.  At  present, 
however,  we  have  only  been  able  to 
operate  upon  three  clerkships.  In  re- 
gard to  first- class  clerks  there  used  to  be 
six  at  £600  a-year  each ;  but  there  is 
only  one  now  at  £600,  the  other  five 
having  salaries  upon  the  new  scale  at 
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£500.  It  will  therefore  be  seen  that 
conbiderable  reductions  have  already 
taken  place,  although  the  total  number 
of  clerks  appears  to  have  been  slightly 
increased.  There  has  been  considerable 
difficulty  in  carrying  out  these  reduc- 
tions. As  to  the  Committee  to  which 
my  hon.  Friend  has  referred,  I  cannot 
say  exactly  whether  they  have  presented 
a  Beport  or  not ;  but  I  can  assure  him 
that  it  is  one  of  the  matters  on  which  I 
agree  with  him — that  it  is  necessary  to 
keep  down  the  establishment  to  a  proper 
working  strength.  Unfortunately,  when 
business  does  increase  there  is  an  imme- 
diate demand  for  increased  assistance; 
but  when  it  decreases  again  those  reduc- 
tions are  not  made  which  should  be 
made  in  accordance  with  the  decrease  of 
business.  The  amount  received  from 
fees  this  year  in  connection  with  the 
Court  of  Judicature  was  £376,627,  and 
the  amoimt  of  the  cost  is  £421,000. 
Whether  the  time  will  ever  come — and 
I  hope  it  may — when  the  administration 
of  justice  can  be  regarded  as  self-sup- 
porting, I  cannot  say ;  but  I  do  not  think 
that  i^e  cost  of  administration  is  in- 
creasing out  of  proportion  to  the  amount 
of  business  transacted.  I  may  add  that 
there  are  even  yet  great  complaints  of 
delay  in  disposing  of  the  business. 

Mr.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
There  is  one  point  which  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  has  overlooked  in  his 
reply  to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Bylands).  He  has  made 
no  reference  to  the  Queen's  Remem- 
brancer's Department.  I  may  say  from 
my  own  knowledge  that  the  gentlemen 
connected  with  that  Department  are  ex- 
tremely civil.  Fortunately,  or  rather 
unfortunately,  I  have  had  some  expe- 
rience of  them ;  but  what  I  have  not 
succeeded  in  discovering  is  that  they  are 
very  useful.  The  whole  work  of  this 
Office  could,  I  believe,  be  well  done  in 
other  Offices,  and  enormous  expense  is 
incurred  to  the  country  by  its  existence. 
The  business  done  is  comparatively  so 
little  that  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown, 
and  others  connected  with  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice,  do  not  appear  to  be 
quite  aware  of  the  Eules  by  which  some 
of  the  business  is  governed.  The  Bules, 
indeed,  are  so  much  a  matter  of  mystery 
that  the  learned  Attorney  Qeneral  for 
the  time  being  was  not  aware  of  them, 
and  the  Judges  themselves  do  not  appear 
to  be  much  better  informed.    In  regard 
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to  the  Exchequer  portion  of  the  business 
the  old  Bules  made  by  the  Barons  of 
Exchequer  exist  in  a  sort  of  patchwork 
form ;  and  I  have  heard  of  one  defendant 
who  turned  to  his  own  advantage  the 
general  ignorance  which  prevailed. 

Mb.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  :  I  wish 
to  say  a  word  upon  a  point  which  was 
alluded  to  upon  a  former  occasion,  and 
to  which  I  know  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  paid 
some  attention  himself  before  he  ac- 
cepted his  present  Office — ^an  Office  which 
he  fills  with  so  much  advantage  to  the 
country.  In  the  debate  wmoh  took 
place  the  year  before  last  a  reference 
was  made  to  the  amounts  charged  for 
Judicature  stamps.  Just  before  the  hon. 
Gentleman  sat  down  he  hinted  that  he 
should  be  glad  to  see  the  time  arrive 
when  the  business  of  the  High  Court  of 
Judicature  would  be  self-supporting, 
and  he  added,  I  believe,  that  it  was 
approaching  that  condition.  Now,  I 
hold  that  taking  the  legal  business  of 
the  country  as  a  whole  it  ought  never  to 
be  made  self-supporting,  and  that  it 
never  can  be  made  self-supporting  with- 
out doing  injustice  to  some  suitors,  be- 
cause there  must  always  be  a  criminal 
branch  of  the  Judicature  in  which  the 
expenditure  incurred  in  the  administra- 
tion of  justice  ought  not  to  fall  upon  the 
suitors  in  the  Civil  Courts.  If  there 
was  a  strict  investigation,  I  think  it 
would  be  found  beyond  all  question 
that  a  large  surplus  is  derived  from 
the  fees  from  the  Chancery  Division, 
which  really  goes,  to  some  extent,  to  pay 
the  cost  of  the  criminal  business  of  the 
country.  It  may  be  that  the  cost  of  the 
ordinary  civil  business  should,  to  a  con- 
siderable extent,  be  recouped  to  the 
country  by  the  fees  levied ;  but  I  hold 
that  it  is  an  injustice  to  the  suitors,  and 
an  entirely  wrong  principle,  to  allow  to 
any  extent  a  surplus  to  arise  from  any 
particular  branch  of  the  Judicature.  It 
is  perfectly  right  that  the  suitors  in  the 
Chancery  Division  should  pay  sufficient 
in  stamps  to  allow  of  the  proper  admi- 
nistration of  estates ;  but  it  is  hardly 
right  that  they  should  contribute  to  the 
carrying  on  of  the  criminal  or  other 
legal  business  of  the  country.  I  think 
there  is  reasonable  ground  for  supposing, 
from  the  amount  received  from  stamps, 
that  in  some  branches  of  Judicature  they 
are  greatly  too  high.  It  would  appear 
from  the  Estimates  that  the  total  amount 
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of  the  Vote  for  the  High  Oourt  of  Jndi- 
eature  is  £421,000;  but  to  arrive  at 
the  total  co6t  it  is  necessary  to  add 
£160,000  for  the  salaries  of  the  Judges. 
It  would  not  be  fair  to  add  the  whole  of 
that  sum,  because  we  know  that  half  of 
the  time  of  the  Common  Law  Division 
is  taken  up  with  criminal  business,  and 
no  one  would  suegest  that  provision 
ought  to  be  made  by  stamps  on  the  civil 
business  of  the  Oourt  to  cover  the  cost 
of  the  criminal  business  of  the  country. 
Looking  through  the  items  of  this  Yote, 
I  think  there  are  several  which  ought  to 
be  taken  off,  and  ought  not  to  be  coyered 
by  stamps  left  from  the  suitors.  Take 
the  charge  for  Clerks  of  Assize.  That 
is  a  charge  which  certainly  ought  not 
to  fall  upon  the  suitors.  Then,  again, 
there  is  the  charge  for  District  Probate 
Registries.  I  fall  to  see  why  the  fees 
levied  in  the  Queen's  Bench  and  Chan- 
cery Division  of  the  High  Oourt  of  Jus- 
tice should  be  charged  with  the  cost  of 
the  District  Probate  Begistries,  amount- 
ing to  £41,000.  The  whole  of  the  duties 
of  these  District  Probate  Eegistries  is 
taken  up  with  proving  wills  and  letters 
of  administration,  and  the  stamps  taken 
in  that  Department  are  not  included  in 
the  stamps  which  are  included  in  this 
Estimate.  Then,  again,  there  are  the 
costs  of  Election  Petitions,  and  other 
items  which,  if  deducted  from  this  Yote, 
would  amount  to  £89,899.  What  I  say 
is,  that  it  is  not  fair  that  the  cost  of  the 
administration  of  justice  in  these  Depart- 
ments should  be  defrayed  by  the  fees 
received  from  suitors'  stamps.  I  think 
the  suitors  have  a  right  to  complain  of 
ike  position  in  which  they  are  placed  at 
present ;  and  I  hope  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  will  be  able  to  give  some  assur- 
ance that  steps  will  be  taken  to  carry 
out  what  I  know  was  in  his  mind  some 
time  ago — namely,  an  inyestigatiou  into 
ike  relative  amount  of  stamps  levied  in 
connection  with  different  branches  of 
the  judicature  business,  and  the  cost  of 
that  part  of  it  which  ought  not  to  be  paid 
for  by  suitors'  stamps  in  the  Civil  Divi- 
rions. 

The  8E0EETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  Henby  H.  Fowleb)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  I  am  afraid  that  if 
we  were  to  divide  the  fees  as  my  hon. 
Friend  suggests  it  would  be  necessary 
to  discuss  other  sources  of  expenditure 
bejrond  those  to  which  he  has  referred. 
If  my  hon.  Friend  will  look  at  the  Esti- 
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mates  again  I  think  he  will  find  that 
our  expenses  for  the  administration  of 
justice  are  a  very  long  way  in  excess  of 
the  fees  we  receive,  and  there  is  a  very 
large  margin  yet  to  be  made  up  before 
we  approach  anything  like  the  balancing 
of  one  with  the  other.  On  the  page  of 
the  Estimates  to  which  my  hon.  Friend 
has  referred,  which  gives  the  figure  of 
£421,000,  he  will  find  that  there  are 
non-effective  charges  which  amount  to 
£200,000,  in  addition  to  the  £160,000 
for  the  salaries  of  the  Judges,  £72,000 
for  pensions  and  compensations,  and 
there  must  also  be  added  £95,000  for 
criminal  charges  under  Yote  2.  If  my 
hon.  Friend  will  add  these  figures  to- 
gether, he  will  find  that  they  come  to  a 
total  of  £866,000,  which  more  nearly 
represents  the  expenditure  for  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice  than  £421,000, 
while  the  fees  received  amount  only  to 
£376,000, 

Mb.  TOMLINSON:  There  are  the 
fees  received  from  bankruptcy  also. 

Mr.  HENRY  H.  FOWLER:  The 
charge  for  bankruptcy  is  a  separate 
charge  altogether,  and  is  contained  in 
another  Yote.  Therefore,  if  we  take 
tho  fees  at  £376,000,  and  the  cost  of 
administration  at  £866,000,  it  will  be 
seen  that  there  is  a  surplus  of  nearly 
£600,000  to  be  made  up  before  we  can 
talk  about  the  fees  from  civil  business 
approaching  the  cost  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice.  The  cost  of  the  Pro- 
bate Registries  included  in  this  Yote 
amounted  to  £41,000;  but  the  fees  are 
only  estimated  at  £21,000,  as  will  ap- 
pear from  the  items  on  the  bottom  of 
the  page  we  are  now  on. 

Mb.  TOMLINSON :  I  did  not  refer 
to  the  District  Registries  of  the  Supreme 
Oourt,  but  to  the  District  Probate  Regis- 
tries. I  take  it  that  the  fees  received 
in  the  District  Registries  go  to  the  High 
Oourt  of  Justice. 

Mb.  henry  H.  FOWLER:  The 
matter  is  a  very  small  one — the  fees 
amounting  to  £21,000:  I  certainly  can- 
not hold  out  any  hope  of  any  reduction 
in  the  revenue  derived  from  this  source. 
I  remember  the  debate  which  took  place 
two  or  three  years  ago  on  this  question, 
at  the  time  my  hon.  Friend  the  Ohair- 
man  of  Ways  and  Means  (Mr.  Oourtney) 
was  Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury. 
I  still  hold  the  view  that  the  general 
public  ought  not  to  be  taxed  for  the  ad* 
mimstratioa  of  dvil  business  at  aU.    I 
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have  neyer  been  able  to  appreciate  tbe 
argument  that  the  general  public,  out 
of  the  taxes  levied  upon  them,  ought  to 
pay  the  cost  of  private  litigation.  In 
the  Court  of  Chancery  a  very  large 
amount  of  the  business  transacted  is 
non-contentious — especially  where  it  re- 
lates to  the  administration  of  estates 
and  to  questions  which  arise  between 
trustees  and  executors ;  but  it  must  be 
borne  in  mind,  as  I  have  already  pointed 
out,  that  the  fees  received  are  only 
£376,000  against  an  expenditure  of 
£866,000.  Of  course,  when  the  law  is 
put  in  operation  by  the  State  the  State 
should  pay  the  cost ;  but  I  cannot  hold 
out  the  slightest  hope  that  any  Govern- 
ment will  be  likely  to  give  a  friendly 
ear  to  a  reduction  of  the  small  income 
now  received  in  the  shape  of  fees. 

SiE  E.  ASSHETON  OEOSS  (Lanca- 
shire,  S.W.,  Newton) :  I  understand  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  the  cost  of 
putting  the  Criminal  Law  into  force 
ought  to  be  borne  by  the  State.  Now, 
that  is  a  very  broad  proposition  ;  and  I 
should  like  to  know  how  far  it  is  to  be 
carried  out.  Of  course,  it  would  include 
indictments  at  the  Assizes  and  Sessions. 
Does  the  hon.  Gentleman  say  that  the 
State  ought  to  bear  the  expense  of  the 
whole  of  those  prosecutions  ?  I  am  not 
finding  fault  with  the  proposition  ;  but 
I  want  to  know  how  far  it  is  to  be  car- 
ried out.  Then,  again,  there  is  a  large 
number  of  cases  which  are  not  tried  at 
the  Assizes  or  Sessions,  but  are  disposed 
of  by  the  magistrates  in  the  irolice 
Courts.  They  are  of  a  similar  character; 
but  the  cost  falls  upon  the  unfortunate 
persons  who  have  to  be  tried.  A  man 
may  be  brought  up  and  fined,  say,  Is, 
and  costs.  He  pays  U,  very  readily, 
but  the  costs  often  run  up  to  14«.  Are 
these  expenses  which  my  hon.  Friend 
wishes  to  throw  upon  the  country,  or 
where  does  he  draw  the  line  ?  It  would 
have  a  serious  effect  upon  the  Expendi- 
ture of  the  country  if  the  proposition 
were  carried  out  to  its  full  extent,  and 
therefore  I  would  like  to  know  where 
the  line  is  to  be  drawn  ? 

Me.  henry  H.  FOWLEE:  My 
right  hon.  Friend  has  placed  upon  the 
principle  I  laid  down  a  much  larger  ap- 
plication than  I  contemplated  myself.  I 
simply  meant  the  principle  which  the 
riffht  hon.  Gentleman  enunciated  him- 
self when  he  introduced  and  carried  his 
Bill.  I  think  we  are  all  greatly  indebted 
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to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the 
service  he  has  rendered  in  reducing 
these  iniquitous  costs.  I  think  it  is  a 
gross  injustice  to  fine  a  man  2«.  ^d.  and 
costs,  and  then  miilct  him  in  fees  which 
amount  to  16«.  or  17«.  That  is  a  great 
fault  in  our  administration  of  justice. 
The  whole  system  is  unsound,  and  it  is 
really  an  additional  mode  of  punishing 
a  man.  Tou  give  him  a  certain  amount 
which  is  to  go  into  the  fine  pocket,  and 
another,  and  a  much  larger  amount, 
which  is  to  go  into  the  fee  pocket.  lu 
the  conversation  which  I  had  with  tho 
hon.  liiember  for  Preston  (Mr.  Tomlin- 
son),  I  did  not  intend  to  lay  down  such 
a  broad  principle  as  that.  I  had  rather, 
in  my  own  mind,  the  cost  at  present  borne 
by  the  State  in  connection  with  the 
Assizes  and  Sessions. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON :  I  do  not  desire 
that  the  cost  of  civil  litigation  shoiild  be 
thrown  on  the  country.  I  do  not  differ 
much  from  my  hon.  Friend  in  thinking 
that  the  suitors  ought  to  pay  the  ordi- 
nary costs  of  private  litigation.  What  I 
said  was,  that  from  the  way  in  which 
this  Vote  is  made  up  criminal  juris- 
diction is  mixed  up  with  civil  jurisdic- 
tion, and  we  have  no  means  of  knowing 
whether  the  stamps  paid  by  the  suitors 
are  not  more  than  are  justified  by  the 
business  transacted.  If  you  ascertain 
the  amount  of  fees,  and  set  it  against 
the  cost  of  carrying  on  the  business,  you 
will  find  that  the  suitors  in  the  Chancery 
Division  are  really  contributing  largely 
towards  the  cost  of  transacting  the 
criminal  business  of  the  country. 

Mb.  AETHUR  O'CONNOE  (Done- 

§al,  E.) :  I  have  not  gathered  from  the 
Government  what  it  is  intended  to  do  in 
regard  to  the  grievous  block  of  business 
in  the  Taxing  Master's  Ofiioe.  None  of 
those  who  have  hitherto  spoken  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  have  dealt  with 
the  matter.     Will  anything  be  done  ? 

Me.  HENEY  H.  FOWLEE:  I  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say 
that  that  is  a  matter  with  which  the 
Lord  Chancellor  will  deal.  Neither  the 
Treasury  nor  the  Home  Secretary  can 
deal  with  it. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(12.)  £10,930,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Wreck  Commission. 

(13.)  £408,804,  to  complete  the  sun^ 
for  County  Courts, 
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(14.)  £1,942,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Land  Eegistry. 

(15.)  £18,690,  to  complete  the  sum 
lor  Bevifiing  Barristers,  England. 

Mb.  GREGOBY  (Sussex,  East  Grin- 
stead) :  No  doubt,  the  work  of  the  Re- 
Tising  Barristers  of  the  country  has 
been  largely  increased  by  the  great  ad- 
dition which  was  last  year  made  to  the 
franchise,  and  yet  it  is  proposed  to  take 
a  reduced  sum  for  this  work.  The  Re- 
vising Barristers  were  called  upon  to  do 
their  work  last  year  in  19  days,  and 
Uiat  was  considered  by  them  far  too 
short  a  period.  They  thought  they 
ought  to  work  a  greater  number  of  days, 
and  that  it  was  the  number  of  hours 
that  ought  to  be  considered  in  fixing 
their  remuneration,  and  not  the  number 
of  days  during  which  they  could  sit  io 
dispose  of  their  business.  If  the  hours 
were  considered,  a  certain  number  repre- 
senting a  day's  work,  the  result  would 
be  very  different  to  that  which  is  shown. 
Under  high  pressure  and  the  excep- 
tional circumstances  of  the  case  last 
year,  the  Revising  Barristers  worked  a 
great  deal  more  than  they  could  properly 
have  been  called  upon  to  work;  and 
you  cannot  expect  them  to  do  that  con- 
stantly, year  by  year.  They  worked  at 
least  1 0  hours  a-day.  I  should  be  glad 
if  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  would  give  me  some  expla- 
nation on  this  point,  and  would  tell  me 
whether  it  would  not  be  possible  to 
assess  the  remuneration  of  Revising 
Barristers  upon  a  somewhat  fairer  foot- 
ing than  that  adopted  at  present  ?  I 
hope  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  see  his 
way  to  do  this. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Hbney  H.  Fowlee)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.):  I  cannot  agree  with 
my  hon.  Friend,  who  seems  to  doubt  the 
wisdom  of  the  proposed  reduction.  The 
Yote  was  largely  increased  last  year  on 
aocount  of  the  pressure  put  upon  the 
Bevision  owing  to  the  shortness  of  time 
for  the  preparation  of  the  Register  after 
tiie  passing  of  the  Franchise  Act,  the 
General  Election  taking  place  in  Novem- 
ber. I  went  into  the  matter  very  care- 
fully, in  connection  with  the  Home 
Office,  and  my  impression  was,  in  re- 
nrd  to  the  increase  in  the  number  of 
Beviaing  Barristers,  that  there  was 
xeally  no  necessity  for  it.  The  great 
pressure  was  only  put  upon  these  offi- 


cials for  19  or  20  days.  To  the  sur- 
prise of  everyone  the  work  for  the  Re- 
vising Barristers  to  do  is  now  less  than 
it  was  before,  owing  to  the  simplicity  of 
the  franchise.  The  manner  in  which 
the  Registers  are  made  up  points  to  a 
reduction  in  the  work  of  revision  rather 
than  to  an  increase.  There  is  another 
point  which  occupied  the  attention  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  present 
OhanceUor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Harcourt)  when  he  was  Home  Se- 
cretary, and  one  which,  I  have  no  doubt, 
has  not  failed  to  attract  the  notice  of  his 
Successor — namely,  the  desirability  of 
so  rearranging  the  work  of  the  Revising 
Barristers  that  they  shall  neither  have 
too  much  or  too  little  to  do.  They  pro- 
pose that  in  the  future  the  work  shall 
be  apportioned  reasonably,  and  they  are 
of  opinion  that  we  shall  have  ample 
Barristers  even  with  a  less  number  than 
we  have  at  present.  I  believe  the  Home 
Office  is  in  correspondence  with  the 
Lord  Chief  Justice  on  the  matter.  The 
number  of  days  the  Revising  Barristers 
sat  last  year  amounted  to  2,824.  That 
was  with  123  Barristers.  The  usual 
number  is  89,  and  allowing  each  of 
them  to  sit  25  days  that  would  give 
2,225  days  in  all;  but  last  year,  as  I 
say,  the  number  of  days  was  2,824. 
The  salaries  are  calculated  upon  each 
Revising  Barrister  sitting  25  days.  As 
the  hon.  Member  has  pointed  out,  last 
year  some  of  the  Revising  Barristers 
made  the  days  much  longer  than  is 
usually  reckoned  upon;  but  I  do  not 
think  the  number  of  hours  these  gentle- 
men were  at  work  would  make  as  much 
as  3,000  days.  My  desire  and  that  of 
the  Home  Office  is  to  see  the  Tote  re- 
duced. I  cannot  see  my  way,  at  any 
rate,  to  proposing  an  increase. 

Sib  RICHARD  WEBSTER  (Isle  of 
Wight) :  I  think  there  is  a  very  general 
desire  for  a  reduction  in  the  number  of 
Revising  Barristers.  I  would  remind 
the  Committee  of  another  reason  why  a 
larger  number  than  usual  was  asked  for 
last  year,  and  that  is  because  the  new 
franchise  then  came  into  operation  for 
the  first  time.  In  the  future  we  shall 
only  have  to  deal  with  the  normal  in- 
crease in  the  number  of  electors  from 
year  to  year,  and  I  think  that  in  all 
probability  a  less  number  of  Revising 
Barristers  than  were  employed  last  year 
will  henceforward  be  sufficient.  Excep- 
tional industry  and  energy  were  shown 
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bj  the  Hetising  Barristers  last  year. 
They  sat  long  hours,  and  got  through 
their  work  with  remarkable  expedition. 
It  is  necessary  to  deal  with  the  question 
of  Bevising  Barristers,  and  deal  with  it 
soon,  because  last  year  we  were  obliged 
to  pass  an  Act  dealing  only  with  the  then 
coming  year.  I  hope  the  question  will 
be  defdt  with  speedily,  as  it  is  important 
that  it  should  Ibe  put  upon  a  sound  and 
substantial  basis.  The  matter  the  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
referred  to— of  utilizing  the  spare  time 
of  the  gentlemen  who  act  as  Bevising 
Barristers — must  be  carefully  considered. 
The  alteration  of  the  Circuits  has  ren- 
dered it  difficult  to  arrange  the  appoint- 
ments of  these  gentlemen  over  the  same 
area  as  of  old,  and  I  therefore  trust  the 
Oovemment  will  deal  with  that  matter. 
With  regard  to  the  salaries  of  these 
gentlemen,  I  think  no  one  can  fairly 
contend  that  they  are  too  highly  paid,  if 
they  do  their  work  in  the  future  as  well 
as  Uiey  have  done  it  in  the  past. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(16.)  £13,065,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Police  Courts,  London  and  Sheer- 
ness. 

(17.)  £409,730,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Metropolitan  Police. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
(Sussex,  North- West) :  I  think  that  now 
we  have  the  Vote  for  the  Metropolitan 
Police  before  us  we  ought  to  hear  from 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Secre- 
tary some  statement  with  regard  to  what 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  G-ovemment  to 
do  as  to  the  reorganization  of  the  Force. 
As  I  understood  from  the  statement  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  made  some  time 
ago,  there  were  to  be  certain  alterations 
made  with  regard  to  the  Metropolitan 
Police.  I  understood  from  him  that  in 
the  matter  of  officers  there  were  to  be 
certain  fresh  appointments  made,  and 
that  there  was  to  be  a  difiPerent  distribu- 
tion of  officers  to  that  which  at  present 
exists.  Of  course,  to  every  person  who 
may  happen  to  live  in  the  Metropolis 
the  efficiency  of  the  Police  Force  is  their 
very  first  concern.  The  Force,  taking 
it  individually  and  taking  it  collectively, 
has  done  its  duty  exceedingly  well  from 
the  time  of  its  organization  to  the  pre- 
sent day;  and  I  think  that  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
himself  stated,  with  regard  to  Sir  Ed- 
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mund  Henderson,  that  during  the  18 
years  that  that  gentleman  has  been  the 
Chief  Officer  of  the  Force  he  has  per- 
formed his  duty  admirably  and  to  the 
satisfaction  both  of  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman himself  and  those  who  have  had 
te  deal  with  the  police.  It  was  only  on 
one  unfortunate  occasion  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  thoiight  it  his  duty  to 
make  some  comments,  and  on  that  occa- 
sion the  Chief  Officer  thought  it  his  duty 
to  resign,  and  it  was,  perhaps,  best,  in  his 
own  interest  as  well  as  the  interests  of 
the  Force,  that  he  should  do  so.  There 
has  been  a  very  remarkable  statement 
made  as  to  what  are  believed,  I  may  say 
known,  to  be  the  services  of  Sir  Ed- 
mund Henderson;  and  I,  for  one,  believe 
that  we  cannot  too  highly  appreciate 
those  services,  or  state  in  too  strong 
terms  that  we  believe  that  during  the 
time  he  was  in  power  he  did  his  duty  to 
the  best  of  his  ability.  The  question  as 
to  whether  or  not  on  that  unfortunate 
8th  of  February  he  committed  an  error, 
I  am  not  going  to  enter  into;  but  I 
suppose  the  Treasury  know  what  they 
are  going  to  do  in  the  case  of  Sir  Ed- 
mund Henderson — namely,  as  to  what 
retiring  allowance  he  is  to  receive.  But, 
with  regard  to  the  Metropolitan  Police, 
taking  it  as  a  whole,  no  one,  I  think, 
will  deny  that  in  London  it  has  done 
its  duty  admirably.  The  Metropolitan 
Police  Force  has  been  considered  by 
people  cognizant  of  the  facts  and  well 
qualified  to  give  an  opinion  to  be  a  most 
efficient  body  of  men  for  the  discharge 
of  those  multifarious  duties  which  de- 
volve upon  them.  No  doubt,  some  im- 
provements may  be  effected  in  the  Force; 
and  I  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man whether  he  is  prepared  to  state  to 
the  Committee  the  alterations  he  pro- 
poses to  make  in  the  organization  of  the 
Force? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Chil- 
DFRs)  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  I  will  divide  the 
remarks  of  my  hon.  and  gaUant  Friend 
into  two  parts — those  in  which  he  re- 
ferred, to  the  personal  services  of  Sir 
Edmund  Henderson  and  the  efficiency 
of  the  Police,  and  those  in  which  he 
asks  me  what  we  propose  to  do  in  the 
way  of  bringing  about  changes  in  the 
organization  of  the  Force.  As  to  the 
first  part  of  his  observations,  I  adhere 
literally  to  what  I  said  some  weeks  ago, 
when  the  question  of  the  disturbance  on 
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Febroary  8  came  before  the  House.  I 
spoke  in  the  highest  terms  then  of  Sir 
Edmund  Henderson's  energy  and  effi- 
eiency  throughout  the  long  series  of 
years  during  which  he  had  been  at  the 
head  of  the  police,  and  I  stated  that  his 
services  fully  Justified  those  who  recom- 
mended him  /or  the  high  office  which  he 
held.  All  that  I  have  since  heard  con- 
firms me  in  that  impression.  I  cannot 
say  this  in  better  terms  than  I  used 
on  the  occasion  to  which  I  allude.  As 
to  the  efficiency  of  the  Force,  I  believe 
that  the  Metropolitan  Police  are  a  most 
efficient  Body.  They  have  had  very 
trying  times  to  go  through — ^I  am  not 
referring  to  the  present  year,  but  to 
past  years— and  I  doubt  whether  in 
any  capital  in  Europe  there  is  a  more 
efficient  or  better  Force.  So  much  for 
what  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
said  in  respect  to  the  character  of  the 
Force.  I  should  now  like  to  say  a  few 
words  as  to  what  is  proposed  to  be  done 
in  connection  with  the  organization  of 
the  Force.  My  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
did  not  quite  correctly  state  what  I  said 
some  time  ago  upon  this  question,  after 
having  made  inquiries  into  the  matter. 
What  I  said  was  this — ^That  the  in- 
quiry naturally  suggested  certain  re- 
forms which  might  be  made  in  the 
management  and  the  organization  of 
the  Police  Force,  and  I  undertook  to 
study  very  carefully  the  three  previous 
inquiries,  and  then,  with  the  assistance 
of  the  new  Chief  Commissioner  and 
certain  persons  whom  I  proposed  to 
associate  with  myself,  to  institute  a  very 
careful  inquiry  into  the  organization  of 
the  Police  Force,  and  see  what  reforms, 
if  any,  could  with  advantage  be  carried 
out,  having  before  me  not  only  the  evi- 
dence taken  in  the  early  part  of  this  year, 
but  also  previous  Beports,  and  evidence 
taken  by  previous  inquiries.  I  said  that 
we  should  not  undertake  this  inquiry 
until  after  the  appointment  of  the  new 
Chief  Commissioner,  and  when  Sir 
Charles  Warren  arrived  to  take  up  his 
appointment  I  consulted  him  as  to  the 
tune  at  which  the  inquiry  should  com- 
mence. Sir  Charles  Warren,  I  thought 
very  properly  and  naturally,  said  that  he 
should  like  a  short  time  to  elapse  before 
entering  upon  an  inquiry  of  that  kind, 
and  I  therefore  arranged  with  him  that 
h  should  take  place  as  soon  as  possible 
after  Easter,  and  the  inquiry  will  com- 
mence next  week.    I  am  thus  fulfilling 
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literally  the  promise  which  I  made.    I 
cannot  say  the  exact  day  on  which  the 
inquiry  wiU  commence,  but  it  will  com- 
mence next  week.     I  am  happy  to  in- 
form the  Committee  that  my  right  hon. 
and  learned  Fnend  and  late  Colleague 
the  Member  for  Bury  (Sir  Henry  James), 
who  occupied  the  position  of  Attorney 
General  for  many  years,  has  been  so 
good  as  to  offer  to  assist  me ;  and  I  do 
not  know  anyone  in  the  House  who  is 
capable  of  rendering,  or  who  is  likely  to 
render,  gpreater  service  in  this  respect 
than  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend. 
I  shaU  also  have  the  assistance  in  making 
the  inquiry  of  one  of  the  most  distin- 
guished Metropolitan  Police  Magistrates. 
We  shall,  therefore,  I  think,  have  a  body 
of  gentlemen  most  competent  to  imder- 
take  this  searching  inquiry.    I  do  not 
conceal  from  myself  that  our  labours 
will  be  of    a  very  serious   character, 
and  may  occupy  a  long   time  ;    but, 
as  I  said  before,  I  think  it  better  that 
an  inquiry  of  this  kind,  after  the  pre- 
vious inquiries  that  have  taken  place, 
should  be  conducted  under  the  direct 
responsibility  of  the  Head  of  the  De- 
partment. I  have,  therefore,  undertaken 
the  responsibility ;  and  I  hope  that  be- 
fore very  long  I  shall  be  able  to  com- 
municate to  the  House  what  recommen- 
dations may  be  made  as  to  the  better 
organization  of  the  Force,  or  as  to  any 
additional  appointments  that  may  be 
made,  or  any  economies  that  may  be 
effected.     My  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
was  quite  mistaken  as  to  what  I  said 
some  time  ago  upon  the  question  of  ap- 
pointments.   All  I  did  was  to  explain  to 
the  House  what  the  general  tenour  of 
the  evidence  upon  this  question  taken 
by  the  Committee  was.    That  evidence 
has  been  laid  on  the  Table,  and  beyond 
what  was  contained  in  the  Report  I  did 
not  commit  myself  to  anything.    I  am 
glad  to  repeat  that  now,  because  an  im- 
pression has  got  abroad  that  a  large 
number  of  appointments  are  about  to 
be  made,  and  I  am  almost  afraid  to  tell 
the  Committee  the  number  of  hundreds 
of  applications ;  but  there  etre  several 
hundreds,  which  I  have  received  from 
gentlemen  anxious  to  serve  Her  Majesty 
in    connection  with    the    Metropolitan 
Police  Force.    I  think,  now,  I  have  an- 
swered all  the  points  raised  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Qentleman. 

Sir  B.  ASSHETON  CROSS  (Lanca- 
shire, S.W.,  Newton) :  I  am  very  glad 
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indeed  to  hear  a  great  deal  that  has 
fallen  from  the  right  hon,  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down.  When  those 
unfortunate  occurrences  of  the  8  th  of 
February  took  place,  soon  after  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  came  into  Office, 
it  is  quite  true  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman stated  what  he  now  tells  the 
Committee  with  regard  to  Sir  Edmund 
Henderson,  and  as  to  the  conduct  of  the 
Metropolitan  Police  Force.  But  there 
is  no  doubt  that  at  that  moment  the 
public  mind  was  disturbed  in  conse- 
quence of  the  occurrences  which  had 
taken  place,  and  the  words  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  a  great  deal  to 
allay  the  apprehension  which,  undoubt- 
edly, arose  m  certain  quarters.  I  am 
very  glad  to  hear  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  now  able  to  confirm  what 
he  then  said,  because  since  that  time  he 
has  had  an  opportunity  of  investigating 
generally  the  conduct  and  genercd  ma- 
nagement of  the  Metropolitan  Police,  and 
has  become  better  acquainted  with  Sir 
Edmund  Henderson  and  the  sendees 
which  he  has  rendered.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  thus  able  to  speak  with 
greater  authority;  and  I,  for  one,  am 
extremely  glad  to  hear,  after  the  full 
investigation  and  after  the  careful  at- 
tention which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
I  am  sure,  paid  to  the  question  of  the 
Metropolitan  Police  since  he  has  been 
in  Office,  that  he  is  now  able  to  reassure 
the  Committee  and  the  country  as  to  the 
high  character  and  conduct  of  Sir  Ed- 
mund Henderson,  and  as  to  the  good 
which  he  has  done  in  the  Force  and  the 
services  he  has  rendered  to  the  country. 
And  I  am  equally  glad  to  hear  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  able  to  bear 
that  testimony  to  the  general  character 
of  the  Metropolitan  Police  Force  which 
we  have  just  heard,  because  I  entirely 
agree  wltn  him  that  there  is  no  Police 
Force  in  any  country  which  can  com- 
pare in  efficiency  with  the  Metropolitan 
Police  Force.  We  may  rest  assured, 
therefore,  that  the  general  public  get  a 
good  return  for  their  money,  and  have 
a  very  efficient  force  to  protect  them. 
No  one  is  better  aware  than  I  am  of  the 

freat  number  and  the  variety  of  the 
uties  which  the  police  have  to  perform. 
I  have  watched  the  enormous  gprowth  of 
the  Force  in  former  years,  and  I  have 
carefully  watched  its  progress  since  I 
have  been  out  of  Office.  I  have  seen  it 
develop  until  it  now  numbers  between 
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13,000  and  14,000  men.  You  can 
scarcely  expect  that  such  an  army  caa 
be  officered  by  a  similar  number  of  per- 
sons as  served  to  officer  it  when  it  was 
smaller;  and  I  can  well  believe  that  there 
are  a  great  number  of  questions  to  go  into 
and  to  examine  very  minutely  in  con- 
nection with  it.  I  am  glad  to  £nd  that 
the  Home  Secretary  will  have  the  assist- 
ance of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Bury  (Sir  Henry 
James)  in  the  investigation  which  he  is 
going  to  make.  No  doubt  the  country 
will  watch,  and  I  am  quite  sure  the 
Metropolis  will  watch,  with  great  inte- 
rest the  proceedings  of  the  inquiry,  the 
Report  of  which  will  be  looked  for 
with  great  interest.  I  am  pleased  to 
hear  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that,  so  far  as  the  new  Chief  Commis- 
sioner is  concerned,  he  has  not  been  in 
a  hurry  in  entering  upon  this  matter.  It 
was  certainly  wise  on  his  part  to  say- 
that  he  would  make  no  recommendation, 
and  enter  into  no  examination,  and  that 
he  would  not  go  upon  the  Committee 
until  he  had  had  time  to  see  what  the 
Force  was,  and  what  was  required.  I 
hope  the  Committee  itself  will  approach 
the  subject  in  the  same  spirit  of  caution 
as  the  Chief  Commissioner,  and  that 
they  will  not  think  there  is  occasion  for 
being  in  a  hurry  to  make  their  Report, 
or  for  making  the  arrangements  or 
alterations  in  the  Force  that  are  neces- 
sary. I  thought  it  only  right  to  make 
this  statement,  after  what  had  fallen 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  on  be- 
half of  the  Metropolitan  Police  Force 
and  Sir  Edmund  Henderson. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(18.)  £30,000,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Special  Police. 

(19.)  £852,311,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Police  —  Counties  and  Boroughs, 
Great  Britain. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
(Sussex,  North-West) :  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  when  it  is  likely  that  the  Bill 
for  the  superannuation  of  the  Police 
will  be  brought  in  ?  It  is  really  a  very 
important  question.  We  find  now  that 
the  expenses  are  becoming  extremely 
heavy  on  the  county  rates.  I  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say 
the  other  day  that  the  Government 
intend  to  bring  in  a  Bill  which  would 
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place  the  Saperannoation  Fund  as  to 
the  Police  Force  in  the  same  position  as 
the  money  now  granted  by  the  State.  I 
hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  do 
that.  That  was  what  I  understood  him 
to  say,  and  it  was  a  very  satisfactory 
statement,  if  I  am  correct.  If  I  am  not 
correct,  I  am  afraid  he  will  find  when 
he  brings  in  the  Superannuation  Bill 
that  there  will  be  the  same  opposition  to 
it  as  there  has  been  to  every  Superannua- 
tion Bill  before,  because  we  believe  that 
as  half  of  the  cost  of  pay  and  clothing 
and  maintaining  the  police  is  defrayed 
by  the  public,  so  when  the  men  have 
done  their  duty  to  the  county  and  to  the 
State,  only  one-half  the  superannuation 
payments  should  fall  upon  the  county, 
the  remainder  falling  upon  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund. 

The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Chtldebs)  (Edinburgh,  8.):  The  Bill 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  refers  to, 
and  about  which  I  said  something  in  a 
recent  discussion,  is  in  an  advanced  state 
of  preparation.  I  have,  in  fact,  been 
engaged  upon  it  to-day.  I  promised 
the  House  tbat  I  would  bring  it  in  as 
soon  after  Easter  as  possible,  and  I  will 
keep  my  word.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  is  mistaken  if  he  thinks  I 
said  a  word  as  to  how  the  expenses  of 
superannuation  would  be  met.  I  was 
very  careful  not  to  say  anything  of  the 
kind.  I  said  it  would  be  a  complete  Bill, 
and  one  which  I  hoped  the  House  would 
accept,  and  I  trust  that  that  promise  will 
be  adhered  to. 

SirWALTERB.BARTTELOT:  This 
is  an  important  question,  and  one  which 
has  taken  up  a  great  deal  of  the  time 
and  attention  of  the  country.  I  think 
we  should  have  some  statement  from  the 
liffht  hon.  Gentleman. 

Me.  OHILDERS:  When  I  bring  in 
the  Bill  I  will  state  what  the  details  are. 
At  the  present  moment  I  will  make  no 
statement  on  the  subject,  either  posi- 
tively or  negatively. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(20.)  £286,644,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Convict  Establishments  in  England 
and  the  Colonies. 

Qeneeal  Sxr  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
(Kincardine)  desired  to  understand  whe- 
ther the  Government  did  not  propose 
to  suspend  the  building  of  prisons 
under  this  Vote  until  the  House  had 


had  an  opportunity  of  discussing  the 
matter  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  foe 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Childers)  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  No,  Sir ;  we 
have  no  such  intention.  The  prison  at 
Dover  is  actually  in  course  of  bemg  biult, 
and  we  have  no  intention  of  interrupting 

Gebtbral  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
had  understood  the  Prime  Minister  to 
say  that  the  granting  of  this  money  in 
no  way  committed  the  House  to  the 
building  of  that  prison. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(21.)  £406,035,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Prisons,  England. 

Mr.  RYLANDS  {Burnley) :  I  would 
not  like  to  take  precedence  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  late  Home  Secretary 
(Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross)  on  such  a  sub- 
ject as  this;  but  I  shall  be  very  glad  if 
he  will  allow  me  to  make  a  few  remarks, 
because  I  am  going  to  make  an  appeal 
to  him.  The  Bill  under  which  the  ma- 
nagement of  the  prisons  was  trans- 
ferred from  the  county  magistrates  to 
the  Prisons  Board  was  brought  in  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  I  remem- 
ber that  on  that  occasion  I  took  the  op- 
portunity of  opposing  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  therefore  I  have  some 
claim  to  return  to  the  subject  now  that 
we  have  had  experience  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  measure.  Now,  the  right 
hon.  O^ntleman  himself,  who,  before  he 
took  the  more  distinguished  position  of 
Home  Secretary,  had  had  very  consider- 
able experience  as  a  county  magistrate 
in  the  county  with  which  we  both  have 
the  honour  of  being  connected,  knew 
as  well  as  anybody  mat  the  county  ma- 
gistrates were  administering  the  county 
prisons  with  great  ability  and  great 
economy ;  and  I  opposed  this  transfer  to 
the  State  because  i  believed  they  would 
not  be  more  economically  managed,  and 
that  the  burdens  on  the  taxpayers  would 
be  increased  ;  and,  in  the  second  place, 
because  I  thought  it  was  far  better  to 
leave  with  the  county  Justices  some  such 
real  real  public  duty  as  this  to  perform. 
Now.  I  want  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  say  whether  the  working  of  the  Act 
which  he  passed  has  fulfilled  his  expec- 
tations ?  [SirR.  Assheton  Cross  :  Yes.] 
Well,  I  mean  to  say  that  it  has  not  ful- 
filled the  optimist  views  which  he  ex- 
d  when  he  brought  in  the  Bill.    I 
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recollect  that  he  said  that  the  cost  of 
manaKingand  maiatainiDg  these  prisons 
woula  he  reduced ;  and  he  persuaded 
the  House  that  hy  the  transfer  we  should 
get  the  whole  thing  done  for  next  to 
nothing^  Well,  look  at  what  we  are 
doing.  It  is  quite  true  that  the  Vote 
shows  a  small  diminution  this  year,  but 
that  is  accounted  for  by  the  falling  off 
in  the  number  of  prisoners.  In  reality 
there  is  no  diminution  on  this  Vote. 
The  charge  for  prisoners  is  £27  a-year 
per  head ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  remember  that  at  Salf ord  and  one 
or  two  other  prisons  in  the  county  where 
he  was  a  county  magistrate  himself,  the 
cost  under  the  magistrates  was  only  £17 
a-year  per  head.  Here  we  are  asked 
to  pay  £27  per  head  where  we  only  had 
to  pay  £17  formerly ;  but  that  is  not  all. 
If  you  look  down  below  at  the  bottom 
of  the  Vote,  you  will  find  this  unfor- 
tunate item,  which  I  am  sorry  to  say  is 
creeping  into  all  our  Votes — **  non-effec- 
tive  charge."  The  non-effective  charges 
have  been  steadily  increasing,  and  have 
risen  from  £6,000 odd  to  £7,000  odd,  and 
they  will,  I  am  sure,  go  on  increasing  in 
a  still  greater  ratio  during  the  next  few 
years.  There  are  other  items  also  which 
are  not  included  in  this  Yote,  and  which 
must,  of  necessity,  be  increasing.  Such, 
for  instance,  as  pensions  which  are  be- 
coming payable.  Then  I  venture  to 
predict  that  the  cost  of  new  buildings 
and  works  of  all  kinds  which  will  be 
deemed  necessary  by  the  Government 
will  go  on  increasing,  for  I  regret  that  I 
have  no  confidence  in  the  Government 
administration  of  such  works.  What  I 
say  is  that  all  Governments  are  unre- 
liable in  xegard  to  the  expenditure  of 
public  money ;  and  I  say  with  regard  to 
public  prisons  that  Broadmoor  was  a 
proof  to  us  that  the  cost  under  the  Go- 
vernment would  be  greater  than  the 
cost  under  the  county  magistrates.  Now, 
there  again,  one  of  the  items  which  is 
increased  is  for  new  buildings,  altera- 
tions, and  repairs,  the  Estimate  this 
year  being  nearly  £4,000  more  than 
last  year.  Again,  the  purchase  of  land 
is  another  item  which  has  largely  in- 
creased. Now,  I  appeal  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  can  he  say,  on  these 
Estimates,  that  he  has  any  reason  to  be 
satisfied  with  the  alteration  which  he 
made  in  the  Act  he  passed,  and  have  the 
results  reached  his  expectation  ?  For  my 
-part,  I  doubt  the  diminution  of  expendi- 

Mr,  Ryhndi 


ture,  and  I  doubt  the  improvement  in 
the  administration,  and  therefore  I 
venture  to  protest  against  the  transfer 
which  has  taken  place,  although  I  do 
not  propose,  on  this  occasion,  to  move 
the  reduction  of  the  Vote. 

Sib  E.  ASSHETON  CROSS  (Lan- 
cashire,  S.W.,  Newton) :  In  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member,  Sir,  I  can  say  this, 
that  the  expectations  which  I  had  when 
I  brought  in  the  Bill  many  years  ago 
have  been  in  the  main  fulfilled  by  expe- 
rience of  the  change.  It  is  not  much 
use  talking  about  the  figures  now,  be- 
cause we  have  not  got  them  before  us, 
and  I  am  sorry  for  that  reason  that  this 
discussion  has  been  brought  on  so  early. 
I  thought,  however,  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman might  ask  some  questions  on  this 
subject,  and  therefore  I  asked  Sir  Ed- 
mund Du  Cane  to  prepare  some  figures 
on  the  matter,  and  he  kindly  undertook 
to  supply  me  with  the  necessary  statis- 
tics, but  they  have  not  yet  come  to  my 
hand.  But  still,  from  the  correspondence 
which  I  have  had  on  the  subject,  I  can 
assure  the  hon.  Member  that  the  reduc- 
tion of  charge  for  the  prisons  in  Eng- 
land is  very  great  indeed,  and  does  quite 
come  up  to  expectations.  I  alwajrs 
doubted  the  accuracy  of  the  accounts 
kept  by  the  local  magistrates,  and  for 
this  reason.  It  was  easy  to  know  how 
much  they  spent ;  but  in  different  coun- 
ties they  adopted  different  methods  of 
calculating  their  receipts,  and  in  a  great 
number  of  counties  the  magistrates 
credited  themselves  with  sums  and 
figures  for  which  there  was  little  founda- 
tion when  they  came  to  be  sifted,  and 
which  seemed  to  have  been  arrived  at 
on  no  kind  of  principle.  The  question 
of  the  cost  of  a  prison  is  different  from 
that  of  prison  earnings,  and  I  do  not 
think  that  I  am  quite  satisfied  as  to  the 
amount  of  prisoners'  earnings  apart 
from  their  cost ;  but  I  am  certain  that 
their  earnings  will  go  on  improving; 
and  of  one  thing  I  am  quite  certain, 
and  that  is  that  in  calculating  the  earn- 
ings of  prisoners  everything  is  done  in 
the  most  rigid  manner,  and  not  a  single 
thing  is  put  down  to  the  earnings  of  the 

?risoners  that  ought  not  to  be.  In  fact, 
can  say  that  the  accounts  of  prisoners' 
earnings  are  kept  In  a  far  more  rigid 
manner  than  they  were  when  the  pri- 
soners were  under  the  control  of  the 
county  magistrates.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Burnley  (Mr.  Bylands)  will«llow  me 
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to  saj  that  he  and  I  have  the  priyilege 
to  be  connected  with  a  county  which  is 
celebrated  for  its  finanoe,  and  I  admitted 
at  the  time  when  I  brought  in  the  Bill 
that  if  all  the  accounts  were  kept  and 
all  the  prisons  were  managed  as  those 
in  the  county  of  Lancaster,  there  would 
have  been  no  necessity  for  the  Bill  at 
all.  But  when  the  hon.  Member  points 
out  that  in  that  county  the  cost  of  pri- 
soners was  only  £17  per  head,  I  would 
point  out  to  him  that  there  were 
other  counties  in  which  the  cost  was 
as  much  as  £40  a- head,  and  others 
in  which  the  cost  was  £30  per  head. 
I  am  more  satisfied,  however,  that 
the  discipline  in  the  prisons  generally 
ia  much  improved,  and  even  though 
that  improvement  has  had  to  be  pur- 
chased at  an  increased  cost,  I  am  sure 
the  country  would  be  willing  to  incur 
the  charge  again.  The  last  time  this 
matter  was  discussed  several  authorities, 
including  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer (Sir  William  Harcourt)  and  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Oldham  (Mr.  Hib- 
bert),  admitted  that  they  were  agreeably 
disappointed  with  the  results  of  tbe 
measure,  and  there  could  not  have  been 
stronger  testimony  to  its  success  than 
was  then  volunteered.  But  I  was  rising, 
Sir,  for  a  totally  different  purpose  than 
the  discussion  of  these  matters.  I  was 
rising  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Childers) 
whether  he  does  not  think  that  the  time 
has  now  come  to  consider,  at  all  events, 
the  advisability  of  amalgamating  the 
Commissioners  of  Prisons  with  tbe  Di- 
rectors of  Convict  Prisons,  and  whether 
a  great  saving  might  not  be  effected  if 
those  two  Departments  were  amalga- 
mated? The  matter  came  before  me 
just  before  I  left  Office ;  but  I  decided 
that  I  required  more  information,  and 
that  the  matter  required  more  inquiry 
than  I  could  give  to  it.  I  am  not  at  all 
certain  whether  it  is  not  worth  while 
considering  whether  something  of  the 
kind  cannot  be  done,  although  I  should 
be  very  sorry  to  recommend  it  upon  the 
alight  amount  of  information  which  I 
have.  I  should,  therefore,  like  to  be 
allowed  to  suggest  the  matter  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
ta^,  and  to  ask  him  to  inquire  into  it. 
With  reference  to  the  observations  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Ey- 
lands),  I  am  satisfied  that  if  the  hon. 
Member  likes  to  mave  for  a  Betum  re- 


lating to  the  ^7Q  years  preceding  the 
Acts,  and  the  five  years  subsequent  to 
their  passing,  it  will  be  found  that  the 
results  are  most  gratifying,  and  bear  me 
out  in  what  I  have  said. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
(Sussex,  North- West) :  I  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  (Mr. 
Childers)  should  very  carefully  consider 
the  suggestion  which  has  been  made  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  R.  Assheton 
Cross),  because  I  think  he  will  find  that 
very  grave  doubts  may  arise  in  the 
matter,  and  legislation  of  such  import- 
ance as  that  should  not  be  passed  with- 
out very  careful  consideration.  I  op- 
posed the  Act  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
as  strongly  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Rylands);  but  aU  that 
has  gone  by  now,  and  it  appears  to  me 
that  it  is  no  use  referring  to  what  we 
did  years  ago.  What  we  have  to  do  is 
to  make  the  present  system  as  good  as 
possible.  When  my  right  hon.  Friend 
refers  to  the  cost  of  prisoners  per  head 
under  the  county  magistrates  being  £40 
and  £30,  of  course  that  was  so  in  some 
cases ;  but  it  was  only  in  the  case  of  very 
small  prisons  where  they  were  obliged 
to  keep  a  large  staff,  and  only  had  a  few 

?risoners.  With  regard  to  prison  labour, 
would  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
there  is  a  diminution  of  £1,000  in  the 
amount  put  down  in  the  Estimate  for 
this  year.  That  was  one  of  the  questions 
which  was  raised  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  late  Home  Secretary  (Sir  R. 
Assheton  Cross},  and,  for  my  part,  I 
think  the  earnings  of  the  prisoners  ap- 
pear to  be  small,  considering  what  the 
expenditure  is  upon  the  gaols.  I  trust 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  will  go  into  this  matter,  be- 
cause it  does  seem  to  be  a  most  import- 
ant one. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Childers)  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  I  will  not 
detain  the  Committee  by  entering  into 
the  question  which  has  been  raised 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr. 
Rylands).  It  appears  to  me  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  R.  Assheton 
Cross)  made  out  a  very  good  primd  facie 
case  in  support  of  his  Bill,  and  he  will 
not  find  me  amongst  the  opponents  of 
what  has  been  already  done.  I  do  not 
believe  that  any  figures  on  the  subject 
of  the  former  expenditure  upon  the 
gaols  are  in  any  way  reliablej^  but  I 
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have  tke  figures  since  they  have  been  in 
the  hands  of  the  Oovemment,  and  I  am 
glad  to  say  that  they  show  a  steady  di- 
minution in  the  charges.  I  am  afraid, 
however,  that  there  will  be  an  increase 
in  the  Superannuation  Charge,  and, 
perhaps,  there  will  be  an  increase  under 
a  few  other  heads.  With  respect  to  the 
question  of  the  amalgamation  of  the 
two  Prison  Departments,  I  took  some 
part  in  the  discussion  when  the  Bill  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  intro- 
duced ;  and  with  the  permission  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  I  was  in  com- 
munication on  the  subject  with  Sir  Ed- 
mund Du  Cane,  as  I  was  much  interested 
in  the  financial  and  administrative  effect 
of  the  measure.  Without  going  into 
details,  I  must  say  that  I  think  everyone 
must  feel  that  to  carry  on  two  branches 
of  the  same  Department  with  two  dif- 
ferent sets  of  ofi&cers,  is  scarcely  an  eco  • 
nomical  or  business-like  arrangement. 
One  of  the  first  questions  which  came 
before  me,  when  I  took  Office  a  few 
months  ago,  was  whether  the  time  had 
not  come  when  something  in  the  direc- 
tion of  amalgamation  should  be  done ; 
and  all  I  have  now  to  say  is  that  the 
matter  is  at  present  under  consideration, 
and  that  I  shall  study  it  with  the  very 
gravest  attention.  In  regard  to  the 
diminution  in  the  estimated  proceeds 
of  prison  labour  whicli  was  pointed  out 
by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  op- 
posite (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot),  the  sub- 
ject is  a  very  important  one,  and  I 
thank  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  for 
having  mentioned  it.  It  is  true  that 
there  is  a  diminution  of  £1,000;  but 
then  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the 
number  of  prisoners  has  been  reduced 
in  a  still  larger  proportion.  It  is  im- 
portant that  we  should  reasonably  utilize 
prison  labour  in  the  manner  best  suited 
for  the  public  advantage,  interfering  as 
little  as  possible  with  outside  trade ;  and 
all  I  have  to  say  is  that  the  matter  shall 
have  our  very  best  attention. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(22.)  £210,852,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Eeformatory  and  Industrial  Schools 
in  Great  Britain. 

Me.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan) :  No 
doubt,  the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  been  drawn  to  the  mat- 
ter to  which  I  am  about  to  refer.  I 
mean  the  small  amount  of  contribution 
Ifhich    has    been    received    from    the 
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parents.  In  1885-6  the  amount  re- 
ceived in  England  and  Wales  was 
£17,500,  whereas  the  Estimate  for 
1886-7  is  only  £15,000.  Now,  when 
we  come  to  remember  that  the  reason 
of  the  presence  of  the  children  in  these 
schools  is  owing,  in  the  majority  of 
cases,  to  the  neglect  of  the  parents,  be- 
cause they  have  not  taken  care  of  their 
children,  I  think  the  Government  should 
take  care  that  such  neglect  is  not  made 
a  source  of  emolument  to  the  parents, 
and  that  they  should  be  made  to  pay  as 
much  as  possible.  I  do  not  think  that 
sufficient  care  has  been  taken  to  collect 
the  contribution  due  from  the  parents ; 
and  I  do  hope  that  some  trouble  will  be 
taken  to  prevent  this  decrease  falling  off 
further.  I  will  not  say  any  more  on  this 
point  now,  but  I  earnestly  trust  that  it 
will  occupy  the  attention  of  the  Qt)vem- 
ment.  In  their  Report  of  last  year,  the 
Boyal  Commission,  dealing  with  these 
8cho(^,  made  suggestions  with  regard 
to  this  matter ;  but  I  believe  the  question 
is  still  in  abeyance.  I  hope,  however, 
that  the  attention  of  the  Gt)vernment  will 
be  directed  to  the  subject,  and  that  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  will  no  longer 
be  allowed  to  remain  ineffective.  It  is 
satisfactory  to  find  from  the  Inspectors* 
Report  of  last  year  that  the  schools  are 
well  conducted  and  their  progress  satis- 
factory ;  but  there  was  one  most  im- 
portant suggestion  made  by  them,  io 
which  I  think  they  followed  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Royal  Commission, 
and  that  was  that  the  managers  of  these 
schools  should  have  certain  powers  of 
guardianship,  and  should  be  allowed 
to  apprentice  children,  or  place  them  in 
homes  at  the  expiration  of  their  time, 
where  they  can  receive  a  careful  training, 
instead  of  being  returned  in  all  cases, 
and  of  necessity,  to  their  parents.  The 
parents  are  sometimes  very  unsafe  people 
to  send  the  children  back  to ;  and, 
therefore,  these  managers  should  have 
some  powers  of  guardianship.  Then,  I 
think,  there  is  great  force  in  the  recom- 
mendation that  a  change  should  be  made 
in  the  system  of  classification — ^thatthere 
should  be  a  distinction  between  refor- 
matory schools  on  the  one  hand,  and 
industrial  and  truant  schools  on  the 
other.  It  seems  to  me,  as  it  does  to  tho 
Inspectors,  that  school  boards  should 
have  nothing  to  do  with  industrial 
schools.  Their  business  is  to  deal 
with  truant  children,  and  not  to  mix 
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themselves  up  in  industrial  schools; 
and  I  trust  tnat  the  superintendence 
of  school  boards  will  be  confined  to 
truant  children.  It  is  satisfactory  to 
find  that  the  growth  of  the  cost  of  in- 
dustrial schools  has  been  arrested,  and 
that  there  has  been  a  very  considerable 
decrease  in  the  committals  of  juyenile 
offenders  under  16  years  of  age.  I  find 
that  the  number  committed  in  1861  was 
8,801,  while  in  1884  the  number  had 
fallen  to  4,879.  This  appears  to  prove 
that  we  are  proceeding  on  right  lines, 
and  that  the  endeavours  whi^  have 
been  made  to  train  up  these  children  by 
wholesome  discipline  have  been  satisfac- 
tory, and  that  recruits  to  the  miserable 
army  of  crime  have  greatly  and  most 
satisfactorily  diminished  in  number.  It 
is  quite  necessary  that  these  points 
should  be  brought  before  the  Commit- 
tee, because  the  grants  to  these  schools 
are,  after  all,  very  considerable.  I  see 
the  total  cost  of  industrial  schools,  ac- 
cording to  the  last  Beport  was  £370,000, 
the  grant  made  from  the  Treasury  being 
£183,000.  With  reference  to  reforma- 
tory schools,  the  total  cost  was  £127,000, 
and  the  amount  paid  by  the  country 
£85,000.  Therefore,  seeing  that  the 
country  is  paying  so  large  a  sum  in  aid 
of  these  schools,  it  does  appear  to  me, 
even  on  financial  grounds,  to  be  of  great 
importance  that  larger  sums  should  be 
collected  from  the  parents.  It  is,  how- 
ever, on  the  educational  and  moral  side 
of  tliis  question  that  I  would  impress 
upon  the  Committee  the  great  import- 
ance of  exacting  from  parents  a  fair  pro- 
portion of  the  cost  of  the  maintenance  of 
their  children  in  these  schools. 

Babow  piMSDALE  (Herts,  Hitchin)  : 
Up>n  this  matter  I  am  desirous  of 
bringing  under  consideration  another 
point — ^namely,  whether  it  would  not  be 
possible  to  throw  all  the  expenses  of 
reformatories  entirely  upon  the  Imperial 
Exchequer,  and  whether  it  is  not  a 
charge  which  could  be  made  consistently 
with  the  Prisons  Act  of,  I  think,  1876  ? 
Now  that  we  are  suffering  from  such 
general  distress,  it  is  important  that 
every  charge  of  which  the  localities  can 
be  relieved  should  be  imposed  upon  the 
National  Exchequer.  No  charge  which 
can  be  defrayed  out  of  Imperial  re- 
sources ought  to  be  put  upon  the  rates. 
I  say  this  because  in  the  Prisons  Act  I 
remember  a  clause  especially  exempting 
reformatories,    and    stating   that  they 


ought  to  be  thrown  as  a  charge  upon 
the  rates,  and  that  they  are  not  to  be 
placed  in  the  same  position  as  prisons. 
On  the  ground  that  these  places  partake 
of  that  character,  I  think  it  is  time  that 
this  measure  of  relief  should  be  afforded 
by  the  Government.  When  I  ask  this, 
I  ask  it,  I  say,  on  the  ground  that  it  is 
in  accordance  with  the  Prisons  Act 
passed  some  years  ago. 

Geneeal  Sib  GEOEGE  BALFOUR 
(Kincardine) :  I  should  like  to  know  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Se- 
cretary can  inform  me  why  this  charge, 
so  far  as  it  relates  to  Scotland,  is  con- 
tinued under  the  Home  Office  ?  I  thought 
it  was  decided  when  the  Office  of  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  was  established  that 
all  Home  Office  duties  should  be  re- 
ferred to  him,  and  necessarily  that  the 
charges  should  be  administered  by  him. 
I  still,  however,  find  some  of  these 
charges  under  the  Home  Office.  With 
regard  to  the  merits  of  this  Yote,  I  would 
caU  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  sum 
paid  by  the  parents  of  the  children  in 
Scotland  is  higher  than  the  sum  paid  by 
parents  in  England.  That  appears  to 
me  to  be  very  anomalous.  I  merely  draw 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate  to  it  to 
know  whether  or  not  I  am  right. 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Chil- 
bees)  (Edinburgh,  S.)  :  The  question 
raised  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Hertfordshire  (Baron  Dimsdale)  is 
one  I  am  not  competent  to  deal  with.  It 
has  never  come  before  me,  either  as 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  or  as  Home 
Secretary,  and  I  do  not  think  I  could 
deal  with  it  in  any  way.  As  to  the 
point  raised  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite (Mr.  F.  S.  Powell),  I  wiU,  in  the 
first  place,  say  that  I  cannot  absolutely 
undertake  to  bring  in  a  Bill  this  year  for 
dealing  either  wholly  or  partly  with  the 
question  discussed  by  the  Royal  Com- 
mission. The  whole  of  the  evidence  has 
not  been  very  long  in  our  hands,  and 
though  I  have  read  the  Report,  I  can- 
not say  that  I  am  in  possession  of  suffi- 
cient information  to  enable  me  to  draft 
a  Bill  to  recommend  to  the  House  of 
Commons.  Several  of  the  recommenda- 
tions made  by  the  Royal  Commission  of 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  was  so 
valuable  a  Member,  and  upon  which  we 
had  the  assistance  of  other  high  authori- 


215 


•  Supplif —  CfVil 


{COMMONS} 


Service  EtUmatei. 


216 


ties,  ought  to  become  law.  My  impres- 
sion is  tiiat  the  whole  subject  ought  to 
be  dealt  with  by  the  Qovernment  when 
it  brings  in  a  Bill  on  the  subject,  and 
though,  as  I  have  said,  I  am  prepared 
at  some  period  to  bring  in  a  Bill,  I  do 
not  think  it  can  be  introduced  this  Ses- 
sion. I  think  I  used  the  same  words 
in  answering  a  Question  upon  this 
subject  some  days  ago.  Then  my 
hon.  Friend  referred  to  the  general 
aspect  of  the  Yote  and  the  amount 
recovered  from  parents,  and  he  pointed 
out  that  that  amount  is  not  sufficient. 
This  year,  I  think,  the  amount  so  re- 
covered is  less  than  last  year.  Well, 
it  must  be  remembered  that  the  class 
from  which  these  children  come  is 
an  extremely  poor  class.  They  come 
from  the  dangerous  classes,  who  are  not 
such  as  it  is  possible  to  hope  can  contri- 
bute largely  towards  the  support  of  their 
children,  whom  it  is  clear  that,  in  a 
great  majority  of  cases,  they  have  not 
kept.  This  is  not  a  class  from  which 
we  can  expect  to  receive  large  sums, 
particularly  at  the  present  time,  when  a 

f:eat  fall  in  wages  nas  taken  place;  but 
think  the  Committee  ought  to  be  satis- 
fied that  we  are  moving  in  the  right 
direction.  The  children  who  are  now 
the  subjects  of  treatment  in  reformatory 
schools  are,  as  a  rule,  the  children  of 
parents  brought  up  in  ignorance.  But 
we  are  shaping  very  rapidly  into  an- 
other state  of  things,  and  parents  of  the 
same  class  from  whom  we  receive  many 
of  these  children  in  10  or  15  years  from 
now,  or  even  in  much  less  time,  will  be 
much  better  instructed,  and  will  be  of  a 
class  containing  a  much  smaller  per- 
centage of  criminals  than  are  found  in 
it  at  present.  Therefore,  my  own  per- 
sonal opinion  is  that,  with  the  improve- 
ments in  the  management  of  the  schools, 
and  considering  the  class  from  which  the 
children  come,  we  shall  have,  before 
very  long,  not  only  a  very  considerable 
economy  brought  about,  but  a  smaller 
proportion  of  children  to  send  to  these 
schools.  That  is  my  own  individual 
opinion,  and  I  know  it  is  the  opinion  of 
others  who  have  looked  more  deeply  into 
the  subject  than  I  have  been  able  to  do. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  that,  at  the 
present  moment,  children  are  sent  to 
these  schools  in  large  numbers;  but  I 
think  the  number  will  fall  off  in  years 
to  come,  and  that  it  will  be  very  much 
owing  to  measures  for  the  improvement 
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in  the  condition  of  the  people  passed  by 
this  House.  The  question  of  the  con- 
tributions of  parents  is  an  important  one ; 
but  I  do  not  think  that  at  the  present 
moment  we  can  expect  to  increase  them. 
As  time  goes  on  we  may  expect  to 
do  so. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  In  reply 
to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  (Sir 
George  Balfour),  I  have  to  say  that  it 
will  be,  perhaps,  in  his  recollection  that, 
when  the  Bill  for  the  appointment  of 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  was  before 
this  House,  it  was  explained  that  it  had 
been  considered  by  the  Government,  as, 
indeed,  it  was  again  considered  by  the 
House,  what  would  be  the  proper  place 
at  which  to  draw  the  line  between  mat- 
ters of  lay  administration  transferred  to 
the  Secretary  and  matters  of  criminal 
concernment  that  were  to  remain  with 
the  Office  of  Lord  Advocate.  It  was  ex- 
plained at  that  time  to  the  House—I 
think  it  was  made  a  matter  for  con- 
sideration, at  any  rate — whether  refor- 
matory and  industrial  schools  fell  under 
the  one  category  or  the  other ;  and  the 
view  taken  by  the  Government  was  that, 
as  the  Secretary  of  State  had  a  groat 
deal  to  do  with  these  children — very 
similar  to  what  he  has  to  do  with  cri- 
minals in  the  matter  of  remitting  sen- 
tences, and  so  on — ^it  would  be  better, 
on  the  whole,  that  the  reformatory  and 
industrial  schools  should  remain  with 
him  as  before.  Economy  of  administra- 
tion may  have  had  something  to  do  with 
it ;  but  the  real  reason  why  these  insti- 
tutions remained  with  the  Secretary  of 
State  is  what  I  have  described. 

Geneeal  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR : 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
has  not  answered  the  question  I  ad- 
dressed to  him  as  to  why  it  is  that  the 
parents  of  these  children  in  Scotland 
pay  more  than  the  parents  in  Eng- 
land? 

Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUR:  I  do  not 
know  whether  what  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  states  is  the  fact ;  but,  even  if 
it  is,  I  am  afraid  that  this  question  does 
not  come  within  my  province.  I  am  not 
aware  that  the  Scotch  parents  pay  more 
than  the  Euglish. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(23.)  £24,282,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic 
Asylum. 
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(24.)  £54,356,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Lord  Advocate  and  Criminal 
Proceedings,  Scotland. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BAKOLAY  (Forfarshire) : 
Before  making  a  few  remarks  upon  this 
Yote,  I  would  say  that  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers have  some  reason  to  complain  that 
these  important  Scotch  Yotes  should  be 
brought  up  the  first  night  after  the  Ee- 
C688.  It  was  not  expected  that  they 
would  be  brought  forward  at  this  time ; 
and  the  consequence  is  that  yerj  few 
Scotch  Members  are  present.  There  is  a 
yery  marked  contrast  between  the  con- 
sideration that  is  given  to  Insh  Members 
with  respect  to  Yotes  relating  to  Ireland 
and  that  given  to  Scotch  Members  in 
regard  to  Scotch  Yotes.  I  should  be  very 
glad  if  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
or  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Lord  Advocate  could  still  see 
his  way  to  postpone  these  Yotes.  There 
are  certain  questions  arising  under  some 
of  them  in  which  some  of  the  Scotch 
Members  are  very  much  interested. 
One  important  matter  to  which  I  wish 
to  call  attention  is  that  with  respect  to 
Procurators  Fiscal.  There  has  often 
been  a  desire  expressed  by  Scotch  Mem- 
bers that  Procurators  Fiscal  should  be 
confined  to  the  discharge  of  the  duties 
of  their  office.  It  is  considered,  and 
must  be  felt  as  an  anomaly,  that  Public 
Prosecutors  in  Scotland  should  be  en- 
gaged in  general  law  business,  in  the 
course  of  which  occasions  might  arise 
when  their  interest  to  their  clients  and 
their  duty  to  the  Grown  might  to  some 
extent  be  at  variance.  That  has  been, 
I  believe,  to  a  very  large  extent,  or,  at 
least,  to  some  extent,  the  cause  of  diffi- 
eulties  which  have  arisen  in  the  Western 
Highlands  with  respect  to  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  law.  I  can  only  say  that, 
from  information  I  have  received,  very 
great  dissatisfaction  is  felt  in  the  West- 
em  Highlands  with  the  administration 
of  the  law  by  the  officials  of  the  Crown. 
In  some  cases,  at  least,  the  Public 
Prosecutor  representing  the  Grown  is 
also  the  factor  or  law  agent  for  the  pro- 
prietors of  the  district.  Now,  when 
agrarian  questions  are  coming  very 
much  to  the  front,  there  is  very  great 
reason  to  fear  that  Procurators  Fiscal  so 
placed  may  not  be  able  to  act  with  per- 
fect impartiality  in  the  questions  coming 
before  them.  At  all  events,  the  position 
is  one  whicli  np  one  should  be  called 


upon  to  occupy.  I  am,  therefore,  very 
anxious  to  hear  from  the  Lord  Advocate 
what  has  been  the  result  of  his  endea- 
vour to  get  Procurators  Fiscal  in  those 
districts  to  confine  themselves  exclusively 
to  the  representation  of  the  CIrown,  and 
not  to  engage  in  other  business.  In  the 
earlier  p^art  of  the  Session  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate, in  reply  to  a  Question  put  to 
him,  informed  me  that  negotiatioDS 
were  in  progress,  and  I  now  wish  to 
know  if  these  negotiations  have  been 
completed,  or  whether  there  is  a  pros- 
pect of  their  being  completed,  and  whe- 
ther, if  he  does  not  expect  soon  a 
reasonable  settlement  of  any  difficulty 
which  may  have  arisen,  he  will  under- 
take, on  behalf  of  the  Government,  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  so  as  to  give  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day  greater  control  over 
Procurators  Fiscal  than  they  have  at 
present?  The  condition  of  matters  at 
present  is  certainly  unsatisfactory ;  and 
when  there  is  every  prospect — I  am 
sorry  to  say  it — of  agrarian  disturbances 
extending  throughout  Scotland,  it  is 
most  important  that  the  administration 
of  law,  particularly  in  respect  of  agra- 
rian questions,  should  be  with  someone 
who  is  in  an  independent  position,  and 
not  connected  with  the  landlords  of  the 
district  where  he  acts.  I  shall  be  pre- 
pared to  move  the  reduction  of  some  of 
the  salaries  of  Procurators  Fiscal,  un- 
less I  get  a  satisfactory  explanation 
from  the  Lord  Advocate  as  to  the 
progress  that  is  being  made  with  the 
negotiations  that  have  been  commenced 
with  the  view  of  restricting  certain  Pro- 
curators Fiscal  in  the  Western  Districts 
to  represent  the  Grown  only.  I  think 
we  ought  also  to  have  an  assurance  from 
Her  Majesty's  Government  that,  in  fill- 
ing up  new  appointments,  they  should 
endeavour  as  much  as  possible  to  have 
it  stipulated — to  lay  it  down  as  a  con- 
dition to  taking  office — that  Procurators 
Fiscal  should  confine  themselves  strictly 
to  the  representation  of  the  Grown,  and 
not  engage  in  private  business. 

The  LOED  ADYOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoue)  (Glackmannan,  &c.)  :  My  hon. 
Friend  said  something  at  the  outset  with 
respect  to  these  particular  Yotes  for 
Scotland  being  taken  this  evening ;  but 
I  am  not  aware  that  the  slightest  indi- 
cation was  given,  either  to  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  or  to  anyone  else,  that 
there  was  any  desire  that  they  should 
not  be  taken,    I  would  point  out  th^t 
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thej  belong  exactly  to  the  same  cate- 
gory as  the  Votes  that  have  just  been 
gone  through  for  England,  and  I  am 
quite  sure  that  the  taking  of  the  Scotch 
Votes  is  not  in  the  least  meant  as  any 
discourtesy  to  my  hon.  Friends  from 
North  of  the  Tweed.  In  regard  to  the 
matter  raised  by  my  hon.  Friend  in  de- 
bate, it  has  been  yery  often  my  duty  to 
say  something  on  that  point,  so  that  I 
shall  not  feel  it  necessary  to  do  so  again. 
I  have  more  than  once  stated  during 
our  tenure  of  Office  that  the  Gbyemment 
have  gone  a  great  deal  in  the  direction 
my  hon.  Friend  pointed  out — more,  I 
think,  than  has  ever  been  done  by  any 
previous  Government;  and  wherever  it 
has  been  possible  to  get  a  good  man  to 
undertake  the  duties,  and  to  limit  him- 
self to  those  duties  where  there  is  ade- 
quate employment  and  adequate  salary, 
we  have  always  followed  that  course, 
though  the  appointment  is  not  with  the 
Crown,  but  with  the  Sheriff,  subject  to 
the  confirmation  of  the  Secretary  of 
State.  I  do  not  think  we  have  ever 
found  any  difficulty  in  that  respect, 
where  there  was  adequate  work  and 
where  adequate  salary  could  be  obtained. 
In  regard  to  those  particular  cases  in 
the  Western  Highlands  that  have  been 
referred  to,  it  is  the  fact  that  in  the  case 
of  three— Stornoway,  Portree,  and  Loch 
Bay,  which,  I  think,  cover  the  whole  of 
the  ground  referred  to  by  my  hon. 
Friend — we  did  make  proposals  and  had 
communications  with  those  gentlemen 
as  to  whether  arrangements  could  be 
made  by  which  they  would  confine  them- 
selves to  their  public  duties  alone  ;  and 
although  these  arrangements  are  notcom- 
pleted,  I  think  I  may  say  that  there  is 
every  prospect  of  their  being  so.  At  all 
events,  with  regard  to  one  of  these  gen- 
tlemen with  whom  I  had  communication, 
his  son  came  up  to  London  a  few  days 
ago  to  have  an  interview  on  the  subject, 
and  we  received  a  letter  dated  the  24th 
of  April  explaining  the  terms  on  which 
this  gentleman  would  be  prepared  to 
give  up  certain  private  practice.  I  do 
not  think  it  would  be  practicable  to  state 
the  terms  suggested  in  that  letter ;  but 
when  I  have  said  this  much  I  have  in- 
dicated that  the  matter  has  been  taken 
up,  and  I  hope  that  these  negotiations 
may  be  carried  to  a  satisfactory  conclu- 
sion. As  to  what  has  been  said  about 
a  Bill,  I  have,  in  answer  to  a  Question, 
stated  that  in  the  event  of  those  nego- 
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I  tiations  failing  the  Qovemment,  I  think, 
may  consider  whether  it  would  not  be 
'  proper  to  introduce  a  Bill  giving  power 
to  have  a  settlement  effected,  even  if 
there  should  be  an  unwillingness  on  the 
part  of  those  gentlemen  to  agree.  I 
hope  that  will  not  be  necessary.  It  is 
very  desirable  that  in  those  particular 
localities  there  should  be  a  severance  of 
private  and  public  business.  Without 
giving  a  pledge  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment that  they  will  introduce  such 
a  Bill,  I  say  that  if  the  negotiations  fail 
I  will  certainly  recommend  to  the  very 
serious  consideration  of  the  Gt)vemment 
whether  such  a  Bill  should  not  be  pre- 
pared. With  respect  to  the  prospect  of 
agrarian  disturbances  spreading  over 
Scotland  generally,  I  hope  there  is  no 
such  prospect.  I  have  no  reason  to 
believe  that  there  is.  I  have  more  faith 
in  the  qualities  of  the  great  bulk  of  my 
countrymen  than  to  believe  that  there  is 
any  such  fear. 

General  Sir  GEOEGE  BALFOUR 
(Kincardine) :  I  would  suggest  that  the 
Estimate  should  show  the  number  of 
Procurators  Fiscal  paid  by  fees,  and  the 
number  paid  by  salary.  If  that  were 
done  year  by  year,  we  should  see  whether 
there  is  a  decrease  in  the  number  con* 
tinning  private  practice  as  well  as  their 
public  duties.  

Me.  J.  B.  BALFOUR:  I  am  under 
the  impression  that  there  is  a  Return  on 
that  subject— that  the  information  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  asks  for 
really  exists  in  the  form  of  a  document 
laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House.  I  would 
point  out  that  where  you  are  making  an 
estimate  of  fees  you  necessarily  cannot 
predict  what  they  will  amount  to.  They 
vary  from  year  to  year  with  the  amount 
of  work  done,  so  that  while  it  is  right 
that  there  should  be  a  Return  contain- 
ing the  information  asked  for,  it  will 
never  be  possible  to  state  what  the  sum 
will  be ;  but,  averaging  one  year  with 
another,  the  Treasury  may  fairly  esti- 
mate an  amount. 

General  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR : 
In  order  to  meet  the  Lord  Advocate's 
plea  as  to  the  difficulty  of  entering  in 
the  Estimates  a  detailed  statement  of 
the  fees  paid  to  the  several  officers,  that 
the  sums  received  by  each  be  shown  in 
the  credited  accounts. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire,  W.) :  I  only  rise  to  state  in  a 
single  word  the  great  satisfaction  I  feet 
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at  the  statement  made  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Lo:i3  Advo- 
cate to  the  effect  that  there  is  a  chance 
of  a  Bill  being  brought  in  to  settle  this 
question  once  for  all»  and  to  preyent 
Procurators  Fiscal  from  taking  private 
practice  in  the  future.  I  have  always 
snpported  the  hon.  Member  for  Forfar- 
slure  (Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay)  on  this  ques- 
tion on  previous  occasions,  and  I  shall 
be  glad  to  do  so  again.  I  am  glad  to 
hear  that  a  Bill  is  likely  to  be  brought 
in  to  effect  this  important  alteration  in 
the  law. 
Vote  agreed  to. 

(25.)  £58,921,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Courts  of  Law  and  Justice,  Scot- 
land. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BAEOLAY  (Forfarshire): 
This  is  the  only  opportunity  we  shall 
have  of  calling  attention  to  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice  in  the  Western  High- 
lands of  Scotland,  and  I  am  sure  if  some 
of  my  Friends  who  represent  that  dis- 
trict had  been  present  to-night  they 
would  have  been  able  to  bring  the 
matter  more  strongly  before  the  Oom- 
mittee  than  I  am  in  a  position  to  do.  I 
wish  specially  to  direct  the  attention  of 
the  Committee  to  a  complaint  made 
against  Sheriff  Ivory  last  year.  Formal 
complaints  were  made— detailed  state- 
ments— with  respect  to  his  conduct  at 
the  Post  Office  in  Portree,  and  his  de- 
mand to  the  officials  for  the  dis- 
closure of  the  contents  of  telegrams. 
Scotch  Members  who  have  taken  a  par- 
ticular interest  in  this  matter  have  never 
heen  satisfied  that  there  has  been  any 
real  investigation  into  the  complaints 
made.  Those  complaints  were  made  on 
affidavits,  sworn  by  respectable  house- 
holders— by  persons  who  were,  to  some 
extent  at  least,  witnesses  of  the  conduct 
of  the  Sheriff.  Great  indignation  was 
expressed  in  the  district  and  in  other 
parts  of  Scotland  at  the  conduct  of  the 
Sheriff  in  having  endeavoured,  as  it 
was  alleged  he  had  endeavoured,  to  in- 
timidate the  Post  Office  officials  into 
giving  him  the  information  he  desired. 
The  Crown  has  dealt,  I  believe,  with 
one  official  in  Portree  in  a  very  summary 
manner.  I  am  not  going,  at  present, 
to  find  fault  with  the  authorities  for  the 
dismissal  of  that  person.  His  dismissal 
may  or  may  not  have  been  justified;  but 
I  think  we  are  entitled  to  ask  that 
jostioe  should  be  meted  out  to  the  supe- 


rior as  to  the  inferior  officials,  and  I 
ask  the  Lord  Advocate  to  be  informed, 
as  we  have  a  right  to  be  informed,  whe- 
ther there  was  a  special  investigation 
into  the  allegations  made  against  Sheriff 
Ivory,  and  if  so  to  state  to  the  Com- 
mittee the  result  of  that  investigation  ? 
If  otherwise,  I  shall  feel  it  my  duty  to 
move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  the 
amount  of  the  salary  of  Sheriff  Ivory. 
The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  (Clackmannan,  &c.):  This 
matter  was  mentioned  on  a  previous 
occasion.  It  so  happened  the  occasion 
was  one  of  the  very  few  occasions,  after 
I  left  Office  last  year,  on  which  I  was 
not  in  the  House.  I  was,  however,  in 
the  House  when  the  Tote  for  Law  and 
Justice  was  taken,  so  as  to  be  ready  to 
make  any  answer  that  might  be  required 
of  me  in  regard  to  any  matter  affecting 
the  administration  of  law  during  the 
time  that  we  held  Office.  On  that  occa- 
sion— I  think  in  the  end  of  June  or  in 
the  beginning  of  August  of  last  year — 
the  Vote  passed  without  any  observation 
whatever  or  without  any  question  what- 
ever being  raised  in  regard  to  the  con- 
duct of  Sheriff  Ivory.  This  question  is 
a  somewhat  old  one,  though  I  do  not 
complain  of  that ;  I  only  wish  to  im- 
press upon  hon.  Members  that  when  the 
Vote  for  Law  and  Justice  was  brought 
forward  last  year  I  was  sitting  in  my 
place  ready  to  give  any  explanation  in 
regard  to  it,  although  we  had  then  left 
Office.  Now,  if  I  were  to  go  into  the 
entire  history  of  what  has  taken  place  in 
the  Island  of  Skye  during  the  last  two 
or  three  years,  I  am  afraid  I  should 
take  up  far  too  much  of  the  time  of 
the  Committee.  I  understand  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Forfarshire  (Mr. 
J.  W.  Barclay)  confines  his  inquiry  to 
what  occurred  in  connection  with  the 
Post  Office.  In  order  to  make  the  mat- 
ter thoroughly  intelligible,  it  would  be 
necessary,  if  I  were  to  go  fully  into  the 
matter,  to  make  reference  to  the  condi- 
tion of  the  Island  at  the  time,  and  to 
the  many  very  difficult  and  delicate 
duties  it  fell  to  the  lot  of  the  Sheriff  to 
discharge— duties  more  difficult  and  more 
delicate,  I  think,  than  it  has  ever  be- 
come the  duty  of  a  Sheriff  in  our  time 
to  discharge,  and  to  which  Sheriff  Ivory 
devoted  a  great  deal  of  time  and  anxious 
attention  and  consideration.  But  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  limited  his  com- 
plaint to  the  proceedings  at  the  Post 
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Office,  I  may,  perhaps,  be  allowed  to 
say  that  Sheriff  I?ory  gave  at  the  time 
a  very  f  uU  statement  as  to  what  occurred, 
and,  without  wearying  the  Committee,  I 
may  simply  say  that  he  had  been  down 
in  the  Island  of  Skye  completing  an  in- 
yestigation  of  a  very  delicate  character, 
having  relation  chiefly,  although  not  ex- 
clusively, to  the  case  of  the  gentleman  to 
whom  my  hon.  Friend  referred,  who 
had  been  the  SherifiTs  clerk  of  the  place. 
In  the  course  of  the  investigation.  Sheriff 
Ivory  found  that  one  of  the  servants  of 
a  Public  Department  had  been  made  use 
of  to  convey  telegrams  and  communica> 
tions  to  persons  in  various  parts  of  the 
Island,  advising  them  to  resist  the 
officers  of  the  law.  On  the  Monday 
morning,  before  coming  away,  the  Sheriff 
did  go  into  the  Post  Office,  and  asked 
the  Postmaster  there  whether  he  had 
received  any  communication  directing 
him  not  to  take  part  in  the  kind  of  pro- 
ceedings it  was  alleged  he  had  taken 
part  in.  There  had  already  been  a 
good  deal  of  previous  investigation  into 
the  conduct  of  that  particular  Post- 
master, and,  under  these  circumstances, 
the  Sheriff  did  go  to  the  Post  Office  to 
inquire  whether  any  communication  had 
been  received  by  the  Postmaster  from 
his  immediate  and  direct  superiors  in 
respect  to  matters  which  had  been  pre- 
viously the  subject  of  investigation.  So 
far  as  my  information  goes,  there  was 
nothing  in  the  actions  of  the  Sheriff 
which  could  be  characterized  as  intimi- 
dation. Certainly,  the  Sheriff  did  feel 
it  his  duty  to  point  out  to  the  Post- 
master that  the  conduct  of  which  he  was 
charged  with  being  guilty  might  lead  to 
investigation.  It  was  said  that  there 
had  been  a  violation  of  the  Post  Office 
Segulations,  and  in  respect  to  that  I 
ought  to  explain  that  the  state  of  the 
Post  Office  at  that  place  had  been  such 
that  the  Surveyor  General  supplied  the 
Sheriff  with  a  private  telegraphic  clerk. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  the  Sheriff  did 
go  into  what  is  called  the  instrument 
room.  Had  he  not  done  so  he  would 
have  been  obliged  to  make  his  inquiry 
in  the  open  shop — a  small  shop  which 
served  as  the  Post  Office — wluch  was 
hardly  the  kind  of  place  to  conduct  the 
investigation  with  whiuh  he  was  charged. 
It  certainly  did  not  appear  to  me  ori- 
ginally, and  it  does  not  appear  to  me 
now,  that  there  is  any  gpx>und  whatever 
for  the  complaint  made  with  regard  to 

The  Lord  Advocate 


the  action  of  the  Sheriff  upon  the  occa- 
sion in  question. 

Gbneral  Sib  GEOEGB  BALFOUR 
(Kincardine) :  I  hope  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Forfarshire  (Mr.  J.  W. 
Barclay)  will  not  think  it  necessary  to 
go  to  a  division.  What  has  taken  place 
will,  it  is  to  be  tnisted,  serve  as  a  lesson 
to  all  public  servants  not  to  meddle  with 
the  Post  Office.  I  rose,  however,  to  call 
attention,  as  I  have  done  on  previous 
occasions,  to  the  largeness  of  the  judicial 
establishment  which  is  kept  up,  not  only 
in  Scotland,  but  in  England  and  Ireland. 
It  has  always  appeared  to  me  that  the 
establishments  are  much  larger  than  the 
population  or  the  work  justifies,  and  I 
am  sure  the  country  would  be  pleased  to 
hear  from  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  that  steps  would 
be  taken  to  insure  economy  in  this  direc- 
tion. Then,  again,  there  is  an  item 
here  to  defray  the  expenses  incurred  by 
the  Commissioners  of  Woods  and  Forests. 
Why  do  not  they  bear  their  own  ex- 
penses; surely  they  are  quite  capable  of 
doing  so  ?  There  is,  too,  another  charge 
in  this  Vote  which  I  have  often  men- 
tioned ;  it  is  that  of  £900  for  the  draft- 
ing of  Bills  to  be  introduced  in  Parlia- 
ment. I  never  could  make  out  how  this 
£900  was  made  up.  Perhaps  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Lord 
Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  will  be 
able  to  afford  us  some  information  upon 
the  point  ? 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire): 
I  should  like  to  know  whether  any  inde- 
pendent investigation  was  made  into  the 
ti'uth  of  the  charges  preferred  against 
Sheriff  Ivory,  or  whether  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate simply  asked  the  Sheriff  for  an 
explanation  of  the  action  he  took  ?  I 
think  the  public  are  entitled  to  have 
some  independent  examination,  alto- 
gether apart  from  Sheriff  Ivory's 
own  statement.  I  wish  to  know  whe- 
ther the  Sheriff  denied  absolutely 
that  he  had  asked  the  telegraph  clerk 
and  the  postmaster  for  information  re- 
specting the  telegrams  which  had  been 
sent  out  of  the  office  ?  That  is  the  point 
in  respect  to  which  I  wish  to  have  defi- 
nite information  from  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate. I  do  not  desire  to  press  the  case 
unduly  against  Sheriff  Ivory.  I  am 
aware  he  was  placed  in  a  very  difficult 
and  trying  position;  but  the  public 
ought  to  be   satisfied  that  the  same 
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sapetriflion  is  exercised  oyer  SherifBs  in 
the  discharge  of  their  duties  as  is  exer- 
ciaed  over  minor  officials. 

Mb,  J.  B.  BALFOUR:  Certainly 
there  was  no  separate  inyestigation,  and 
I  do  not  think  the  cironmstances  of  the 
ease  called  for  one.  Some  of  the  per- 
sons who  were  interested  were  subjected 
to  investigation  and  inquiry ;  but  I  cer- 
tainly think  there  was  nothing  whatever 
to  justify  Sheriff  Ivory,  a  judicial  officer, 
being,  so  to  speak,  put  on  his  trial.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Kincardineshire  (Sir  George  Balfour) 
has  asked  for  an  explanation  in  regard 
to  an  item  of  £900  which  appears  in 
this  Yote.  It  is  a  sum  which  may  or 
may  not  be  used,  but  which  is  put  annu- 
ally at  the  disposal  of  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate in  the  matter  of  drafting  Bills. 
Most  of  the  Scottish  Bills  are  drafted 
by  the  Lord  Advocate's  legal  secretary. 
Sometimes,  however,  the  assistance  of 
other  persons  is  obtained.  I  do  not 
think  that  while  I  have  been  in  Office  the 
sum  has  ever  been  exhausted.  I  recol- 
lect that  once,  when,  in  regard  to  very 
important  measures,  there  was  a  very 
great  deal  of  labour  by  persons  not  con- 
nected with  the  official  staff,  andallawards 
were  made  out  of  this  sum.  As  far  as  I 
recollect,  about  500  guineas  of  this  sum 
has  been  appropriated  by  my  Depart- 
ment. But  that  has  not  been  for  the 
drafting  of  Bills  only,  but  for  goin; 
over  a  very  large  number  of  Bills  whicl 
may  or  may  not  affect  Scotland,  for 
making  amendments  in  a  great  many 
Bills,  and  for  reporting  upon  a  larjge 
number  of  others.  But,  as  I  have  said, 
although  the  sum  appears  in  the  Vote, 
it  does  not  necessarily  foUow  that  it  is 
enended.  I  believe  the  sum  appro- 
priated towards  the  drafting  of  Scottish 
Bills  is  relatively  very  much  less  than  the 
turn  appropriated  for  drafting  either 
English  or  Irish  Bills.  Instead  of  having 
a  r^ular  staff  of  draftsmen  it  has  been 
the  custom  for  the  Lord  Advocate's  pri- 
vate secretary  to  do  whatever  drafting 
is  required.  With  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion of  ihQ  hon.  and  pliant  Gentleman 
(Sir  George  Balfour)  concerning  the  ex- 
penses incurred  by  the  Commissioners 
of  Woods  and  Forests,  I  may  say  that 
the  system  observed  is  that  the  Oommis- 
sioners  pay  into  the  Treasury  the  gross 
sums  they  receive  from  the  Eoyal  do- 
mains, and  that  then  the  Treasury  pay 
out  the  expenses  inooxred.  It  is  thought 
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that  this  is  preferable  to  allowing  the 
Oommissioners  to  deduct  their  expenses, 
and  to  pay  into  the  Treasury  only  the 
net  sum.  There  was  a  time  when  it  was 
thought — I  do  not  say  without  some 
ground — ^that  there  was  something  very 
like  meddlesomeness  in  tiie  administra- 
tion of  the  Department;  but  I  think 
those  familiar  with  the  details  of  the 
Department  will  know  that  it  is  not  so 
now,  and  that  there  has  been  an  endea- 
vour for  some  time  to  compound  some 
of  the  claims  made,  and  to  reduce  the 
cost  of  management. 

Generaii  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUR : 
As  the  ri^ht  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Lord  Advocate  has  said  that 
the  sum  paid  into  the  Treasury  by  the 
Oommissioners  of  Woods  and  Forests  is 
the  gross  and  not  the  net  sum,  I  will 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  if  he 
can  state  what  the  net  sum  is  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton,  E.):  My  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Lord  Advocate  has 
correctly  stated  the  case.  It  is  most  un- 
sound to  allow  any  Department  to  deduct 
their  expenses  from  the  receipts.  The 
rule  of  the  Treasury  is  that  the  gross 
receipts  shall  come  in.  If  the  Oommis- 
sioners were  allowed  to  deduct  their  ex- 
penses we  should  have  no  control  over 
them. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire) : 
It  is  well  the  Committee  should  be  able 
to  exercise  some  control  over  the  expen- 
diture by  the  Commissioners  of  Woods 
and  Forests.  Perhaps  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate will  inform  the  Committee  in  what 
kind  of  prosecutions  this  money  has 
been  expended.  I  know  that  several 
very  poor  but  deserving  men  in  my  own 
constituency  have  been  treated  very 
hardly  by  the  Commissioners  of  Woods 
and  Forests  in  respect  to  unexhausted 
teinds.  These  men  had  taken  up  pieces  of 
moor  land,  and  had  reclaimed  them.  The 
Crown  allowed  their  claim  to  remain 
dormant  for  200  years,  or  nearly  so, 
and  then  came  down  upon  these  feuars, 
claiming  one-fifth  of  the  annual  value  of 
the  land  for  teinds.  The  action  of  the 
Crown  was  manifestly  absurd  and  un- 
just. The  men  were  labouring  men 
with  very  scanty  means ;  but,  neverthe- 
less, the  Commissioners  of  Woods  and 
Forests  prosecuted  them  for  the  payment 
of  teinds — not  only  for  existing  teinds, 
but  for  teinds  in  arrear.    I  should  like 
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to  know  whether  any  part  of  this  ex- 
penditure was  inourred  in  carrying  on 
those  prosecutions  ?  Moreover,  the  Com- 
missioners of  Woods  and  Forests  re- 
fused to  compound  these  cases  for  any 
smaller  number  of  years'  purchase  than 
the  oases  in  which  the  claim  of  the 
Grown  had  been  known  all  along.  These 
were  felt  to  be  very  hard  cases ;  and 
perhaps  the  Lord  Advocate  will  be  able 
to  say  whether  any  of  this  money  has 
been  spent  in  respect  of  them. 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  (Clackmannan,  &o.):  I  am 
unable  to  say  whether  any  part  of  this 
money  was  applied  to  the  particular 
oases  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  J.  W.  Bar- 
clay) referred  to,  for  I  did  not  hear  the 
hon.  Gentleman  mention  the  name  of 
the  place  in  which  the  cases  occurred. 
[Mb.  J.  W.  Barclay  :  Little  Brechin.] 
Hardship  is,  no  doubt,  sometimes  done 
in  the  prosecution  of  these  claims.  It 
is  a  very  painful  duty  on  the  part  of 
those  who  represent  the  Crown  to  prefer 
such  claims ;  but  it  is  obvious  to  the 
Committee  that  it  would  not  do  to  allow 
the  Crown,  which  in  this  matter  means 
the  public,  to  suffer  by  any  oversight  of 
its  officers.  The  Department  has  every 
disposition  to  settle  the  claims.  [Mr. 
J.  W.  Barclay:  I  hold  the  contrary.] 
I  must  repeat  that  at  the  present  time 
there  is  every  disposition  to  settle  matters 
as  well  as  they  can  be  reasonably  settled, 
with  due  and  fair  regard  to  the  interests 
of  the  Crown,  which  are,  as  I  have  said, 
the  interests  of  the  public. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(26.)  £80,862,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Eegister  House  Department,  Edin- 
burgh. 

(27.)  £147,037,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Police— Counties  and  Burghs,  Scot- 
land. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire): 
Before  this  Vote  is  passed  I  should  like 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Home  Secre- 
tary (Mr.  Childers)  or  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  to  the  increase  in  the  cost  of 
the  Scotch  Constabulary.  The  increase 
in  the  cost  this  year  is  £4,000,  and  the 
increase  in  the  number  of  constables  52. 
It  is  very  disappointing  to  find  that  not- 
withstanding the  improvement  in  the 
morals  and  habits  of  the  people  of  Scot- 
land the  number  of  constables  is  being 
continually  increased.   I  should  Uke  the 
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Home  Secretary,  or  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland,  if  the  matter  is  within  his 
control,  to  exercise  a  strict  supervision 
over  the  number  of  constables  employed 
and  the  cost  of  the  Police  Force.  I  had 
occasion  recently  to  inquire  into  the 
circumstances  of  my  own  county,  and  I 
found  that  the  expenditure  had  increased 
so  much  that  the  county  benefited  very 
little  from  the  proportion  which  was  paid 
by  the  Government.  I  have  not  the 
figures  at  command  at  the  present  mo- 
ment; but,  speaking  from  memory,  I  say 
that  although  the  contribution  by  the 
Imperial  Parliament  has  been  increased 
within  the  last  10  years  from  one- 
quarter  to  one-half,  the  county  I  have 
the  honour  to  represent  has  benefited 
extremely  little,  if  any,  by  the  increased 
subsidy.  Now,  I  wish  to  press  upon 
whoever  is  responsible  the  necessity  for 
the  exercise  of  very  great  vigilance  and 
control  over  the  increased  cost  of  the  police 
and  over  the  increase  of  the  number  of 
men  employed.  The  system  which  is  in 
force  requires  an  Inspector  to  go  round 
and  report  upon  the  efficiency  of  the  police. 
This  system  leads  to  increased  expendi- 
ture. The  Inspector  naturally  wishes 
to  have  the  police  in  the  highest  state  of 
efficiency;  and  he  feels  that  the  increased 
efficiency  of  the  force,  as  he  regards  it, 
cannot  be  obtained  without  increased 
expenditure.  An  excuse  for  the  in- 
creased expenditure  is  found  in  the  fact 
that  the  Government  pay  one-half.  This 
increased  subsidy  for  the  police  is  an 
alarming  feature  of  our  expenditure.  It 
has  increased  not  only  the  Imperial  ex- 
penditure, but  the  local  expenditure. 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoitr)  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  It  may 
be  taken  for  granted  that  the  very  im- 
portant matter  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay)  has  referred  to 
was  by  no  means  left  out  of  view.  Al- 
though the  sum  of  £4,000,  being  the 
increase  from  £143,000,  to  £147,000,  is 
not  proportionately  a  very  large  increase, 
it  must  be  kept  in  mind  that  the  popula- 
tion and  the  wealth  of  Scotland  are 
rapidly  increasing.  Even  if  there  had 
been  no  particular  reason  for  this  in- 
crease, the  fact  that  every  year  there 
are  so  many  more  persons  to  watch  over 
might  account  for  it.  But  I  understand 
that  this  particular  increase  is  due  in 
part  to  the  additional  police  of  last  year 
and  this— the  charges  for  these  addi- 
tions have  only  now  become  fully  de- 
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yeloped — and  in  part  to  the  adoption  of 
a  higher  scale  of  pay,  but  particularly 
to  a  certain  heavy  charge,  £1,861,  not 
of  an  annual  character,  in  the  cost  of 
cloiMng  of  the  City  of  Glasgow  Police. 
Therefore,  very  nearly  one-half  of  the 
whole  figure  is  of  a  very  exceptional  cha- 
racter. I  dare  say  not  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers vrill  dispute  what  my  hon.  Friend 
said  with  regard  to  the  efiPect  of  the 
subsidies  from  the  Public  Exchequer. 
It  is  a  matter  of  familiar  knowledge  to 
the  Oomndttee  that  the  Prime  Minister 
has,  more  than  once,  pointed  out  that 
the  system  of  grants  m  aid  from  the 
central  funds  to  local  funds  leads  to  ex- 
trayagance  of  cost.  The  locality  thought 
it  had  got  so  much  to  spend,  and  pro- 
ceeded to  spend  it  lightly,  with  the 
result  that  to  the  locality  there  is  very 
little  saving  in  the  end.  Accordingly  it 
has  been  matter  for  consideration,  and, 
no  doubt,  will  become  matter  for  con- 
sideration under  any  local  government 
scheme,  whether  something  else  should 
not  be  substituted  for  a  system  which, 
according  to  experience,  has  proved  to 
be  rather  delusive,  and  which  has  added 
to  the  general  burdens. 

Generai.  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
(Kincardine)  asked  whether  the  sums 
BO  voted  for  certain  branches  of  admi- 
nistrative details  ought  not  to  be  placed 
in  the  hands  of  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land? 

The  secretary  to  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Heney  H.  Fowlee)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  Personally,  I  am  of 
opinion  that  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
should  have  entire  control  of  all  matters 
relating  to  Scotland.  At  the  present 
moment  that  is  not  so,  in  consequence 
of  the  manner  in  which  the  Act  creating 
the  Office  of  Secretary  for  Scotland  was 
drawn  up.  There  is  a  little  friction  be- 
tween the  Home  Office  and  the  Seere- 
tary  for  Scotland  at  the  present  moment; 
but  that  is  just  what  might  have  been  ex- 
pected. Perhaps  the  best  course  for  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Sir  George 
Balfour)  to  adopt  would  be  to  put  a 
Question  on  the  subject  to  the  Home 
Secretary  or  to  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(28.)  £93,876,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Pnsons,  Scotland. 

(29.)  £8,559,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
tfie  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  Ireland. 


(30.)  £1,085,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Admiralty  Court,  Registry,  Ireland. 

(31.)  £83,057,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools, 
Ireland. 

(32.)  £5,255,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Dundrum  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum, 
Ireland. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow, 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  WedneU' 
day, 

CUSTOMS  AND  INLAND   REVENUE 

BILL. 

{Mr,  Courtney t  Mr,  Chaneellor  of  the  Exchequer ^ 

Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler.) 

[bill  190.]      SBCOND  BSADINa. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*^  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Sir  William  MarcourL) 

Mr.  hartley  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
he  wished  to  draw  attention  to  the  un- 
equal manner  in  which  the  Income  Tax 
was  levied  under  the  existing  system. 
If  some  persons  successfully  evaded  the 
tax,  that  was  no  reason  why  others 
should  be  called  upon  to  pay  in  excees. 
There  were  many  cases  m  which  the 
Income  Tax  was  not  clearly  defined, 
and  on  which  Income  Tax  was  paid  to  a 
higher  amount  than  the  income  actually 
received.  The  Bill  provided  that  the 
tax  should  be  levied  on  profit  or  gain  ; 
but  he  knew  an  instance  where  a  trades- 
man, having  made  for  two  years  a  loss 
and  for  three  years  a  profit  of  only  £8 
a-year,  had  had  during  that  time  to  pay 
Income  Tax  at  the  rate  of  about  £50 
a-year.  Another  tradesman,  who  had 
become  bankrupt  owing  to  bad  trade, 
had  been  charged  Income  Tax  up  to  the 
very  last  year  on  £3,000  per  annum. 
Cases  of  this  sort  were  very  numerous, 
and  he  thought  something  ought  to 
be  done  to  prevent  their  recurrence  in 
future.  One  institution  with  which  he 
was  connected  afforded  a  typical  in- 
stance. A  Company  had  been  started 
to  establish  an  institution  for  the  educa- 
tion of  women,  and  it  had  succeeded. 
They  had  set  sums  aside  for  depreciation 
of  property — such  as  leases  and  of  fur- 
niture— and  these  were  treated  as  income 
by  the  collector.  But  in  this  particular 
instance  the  first  collector  for  the  first  five 
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▼ears  had  made  an  abatement  for  these 
items ;  tlie  second  collector,  in  the  suc- 
ceeding five  years,  would  not  allow  any 
abatement  on  either  item;  while  the 
third  collector,  in  the  third  five  years, 
permitted  an  abatement  on  only  one 
item — namely,  the  depreciation  of  fur- 
niture. An  insurance  Office  with  which 
he  was  connected  always  made  an  an- 
nual Betum  of  their  income,  coupled 
with  the  statement  that  the  bulk  of  their 
income  was  derived  from  investments 
which  already  paid  too  high  a  rate  of 
Income  Tax.  If  an  Insurance  Company 
or  a  savings  bank  made  no  profit  at  all, 
the  case  was  harder  still  when  it  was 
called  upon  to  pay  Income  Tax.  A  North 
Country  savings  bank  which  held  about 
£400,000  in  small  deposits  paid  in 
Income  Tax  about  £500  a-year,  al- 
though it  made  no  profits  at  all.  Up  to 
1878  the  Inland  Bevenue  returned  to 
this  Company  the  Income  Tax  on  its 
investments. .  The  National  Penny  Bank 
was  established  about  1 1  years  ago  with 
philanthropic  objects.  It  had  never 
yet  paid  its  way  or  paid  a  dividend,  and 
the  shareholders  had  spent  £13,000 ; 
and  yet  they  had  in  the  1 1  years  paid 
nearly  £2,000  in  Income  Tax,  which 
was  the  amount  that  would  have  been 
levied  on  a  flourishing  business  that 
had  earned  £72,000.  This  year  the 
bank  would  pay  £600,  although  it 
had  not  made  1^.  of  profit.  This  was 
not  taxing  income  for  profits,  but 
it  was  taxing  philanthropic  institu- 
tions. With  regard  to  house  property, 
he  ventured  to  assert  that  in  London 
and  other  large  towns  a  great  niun- 
ber  of  houses  were  assessed  at  the 
present  time  a  good  deal  above  what 
could  be  absolutely  got  for  them.  One 
in  Blackfriars  Boad,  which  was  unlet 
for  years,  and  for  which,  therefore,  no 
premium  was  paid,  was  hired  for  one  of 
the  institutions  he  had  referred  to  at 
£140,  and  was  assessed  at  £154;  another 
was  hired  at  £45,  and  was  assessed  at 
£54.  The  right  of  appeal  in  such  a  case 
was  practically  useless.  Bating  could 
not  be  taken  altogether  as  indicative  of 
value  when  it  was  in  excess  of  what  pro- 
pertv  would  bring  in.  If  by  combination 
all  London  were  reduced  one-tenth  on 
its  assessment,  that  would  not  damage 
local  rating;  but  it  would  enormously 
reduce  the  amount  Londou  would  pay 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
he  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 
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would  not  be  satisfied  with  such  an 
arrangement.  Neither  had  he  the  right 
to  claim  taxes  upon  a  larger  than  the 
real  value,  even  although  the  house 
might  be  rated  in  excess  of  that  value. 
There  was  much  property  that  was  only 
partially  let.  If  it  was  let  for  a  part  of 
the  year  the  Income  Tax  was  reduced  ; 
but  if  only  a  part  of  a  house  could  be 
let  there  was  no  reduction.  A  house 
which  broueht  in  £53  was  assessed  at 
£100,  and  the  tax  upon  that  value  was 
claimed.  In  another  case  property 
brought  in  £33,  and  yet  paid  Income 
Tax  on  £100,  which  was  at  the  rate 
of  2«.  in  the  pound.  This  plan  of  charg- 
ing necessitated  the  closing  of  houses 
that  otherwise  might  be  partially  let  for 
working-class  tenants.  Some  said  that 
all  unlet  property  ought  to  be  taxed,  and 
he  did  not  say  he  objected  to  that  in 
theory.  That,  however,  was  a  question 
of  itself,  and  until  it  was  law  it  was  no 
argument  in  favour  of  the  present  system 
by  which,  when  property  was  only  par- 
tially let,  it  should  be  assessed  for  In- 
come Tax  at  its  whole  value.  No  doubt, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  in 
great  pecuniary  difficulties;  but  a  system 
which  made  people  pay  more  than  they 
were  entitled  to  was  not  a  system  which 
should  be  encouraged  by  the  Gk»- 
vernment.  The  reason  why  these  ex- 
cessive demands  were  made  was,  to  a 
great  extent,  that  collectors  and  offi- 
cials associated  with  the  work  of  assess- 
ment were  paid  by  poundage.  This 
Bill  provided  for  the  payment  of  col- 
lectors by  a  poundage  of  \^d.  He  hoped 
that  clause  would  be  amended  in  Com- 
mittee. All  associations  for  Income  Tax 
reform  objected  to  the  poundage  sys- 
tem, as  based  upon  an  immoral  prin- 
ciple. It  admitted  personal  interest 
into  the  determination  of  the  amount  of 
assessment.  Men  were  tempted  un- 
warrantably to  increase  assessments  for 
their  own  pocket,  and  thus  taxpayers 
were  individually  subjected  to  unjust 
charges.  Poundage  was  not  payment 
for  efficient  services,  but  for  the  raising 
of  assessments.  The  pressure  upon  offi- 
cials and  collectors  was  greater  with  a 
high  tax  than  with  a  low  one;  the 
poundage  produced  more  when  a  tax 
was  %d,  than  when  it  was  3(^.,  and  yet  it 
involved  no  more  work  or  trouble.  He 
trusted  the  Government  would  consent  to 
do  away  with  this  poundage  system.  The 
right  of  appeal  was  in  most  cases  a  delu- 
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sion,  for  the  Commissionerfl  were  led  by 
the  collectors,  who  understood  the  rules, 
and  worked  them  hardly  against  com- 
plaining taxpayers.  He  had  to  appeal 
himself  to  Somerset  House;  but  al- 
though he  met  with  every  courtesy 
nothing  came  of  it.  His  conviction  and 
that  of  others  concerned  was  that  the 
whole  system  of  poundage  ought  to  be 
done  away  with;  that  the  system  by 
which  Local  Oommissioners  were  elected 
should  be  altered ;  that  the  means  of 
appeal  should  be  revised ;  and  also  that 
it  should  be  made  clear  that  the  pay- 
ments of  the  tax  on  incomes  did  not  ex- 
ceed the  real  amount  which  the  person 
paying  it  had  earned.  The  tax  was  now 
a  permanent  one ;  and,  seeing  that  in  a 
time  of  peace  it  was  8e?.  in  the  pound,  it 
was  more  than  ever  necessary  that  it 
should  be  levied  in  a  fair  manner. 

Mb.  GREGORY  (Sussex,  East  Grin- 
stead)  considered  the  appeal  made  by 
his  hon.  Friend  deserved  the  earnest 
consideration  of  the  Government.  He 
(Mr.  Gregory)  had  also  to  remind  the 
Chancellor  of   the  Exchequer  of    the 

Eromises  he  received  when  he  brought 
is  Motion  forward  on  the  1 9th  of  March. 
Until  this  BiU  was  read  a  second  time 
he  could  not  place  his  proposals  on  the 
Paper.  He  believed  he  could  have  car- 
ried his  Motion  ;  but  he  did  not  wish  to 
take  any  step  that  was  hostile  to  the 
Qoyemment.  He  trusted  that  sufficient 
time  would  be  given  between  the  second 
reading  and  the  Committee  stage  to  con- 
sider his  proposals,  and  fairly  and  fully 
discuss  them. 

TheOHANOELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  Wtlmam  Haecotot)  (Derby) 
said,  the  appeal  which  had  been  made 
to  him  by  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Gregory) 
was  a  fair  one,  and  the  House  certainly 
ought  to  have  an  opportunity  of  seeing 
his  clauses  before  this  Bill  passed 
through  Committee.  He  undertook  that 
that  should  be  so.  So  long  as  there 
was  practical  protection  in  the  case  of 
reversions  and  remote  contingencies, 
which  did  not  naturally  reveal  them- 
selves to  the  collectors  of  the  taxes,  he 
admitted  the  principle  for  which  his 
hon.  Friend  contended  was  a  perfectly 
fsLiT  one.  With  reference  to  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Islington  (Mr. 
Bartley),  he  would  not  go  into  the  de- 
tails of  all  the  oases  alleged ;  but  he 
could  undertake  that,  if  they  were  laid 
belore  him,  he  would  have  them  care- 


fully examined.  He  entirely  agreed 
that,  onerous  as  the  burden  of  the  In- 
come Tax  must  be,  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  Government  to  see  that  it  was  levied 
without  a  sense  of  injustice.  It  was  the 
interest  of  the  Government,  above  all,  to 
see  that  that  was  done.  With  regard 
to  the  class  of  cases  where  it  was  said  a 
man  paid  Income  Tax  where  he  derived 
no  profits,  if  a  man  made  high  profits 
the  first  year,  considerable  profits  the 
second  year,  and  none  the  third  year, 
the  principle  was  to  take  the  average. 
Therefore,  in  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  he  would  gain  the  adyantage ;  for, 
suppose  it  happened  that  there  was  a 
small  profit  the  first  year,  large  profits 
the  second  year,  and  high  profits  the 
third  year,  the  averaffe  would  still  be 
taken  on  an  average  of  the  three  years. 
Though  it  was  considered  an  apparent 
injustice,  it  was  fairer  to  take  an  ave- 
rage. Then,  as  to  houses,  the  fair 
criterion  was  the  actual  value  of  the 
house.  As  to  the  case  of  the  Insurance 
Offices,  he  was  really  not  prepared  to 
enter  into  that  until  he  knew  the  circum- 
stances. On  getting  the  facts  he  would 
carefully  examine  into  them  in  connec- 
tion with  the  officers  of  the  Inland  Re- 
venue. In  all  these  cases  the  principle 
had  been  tried  out  in  the  Courts,  and 
the  officers  acted  on  the  principles  laid 
down.  As  to  the  question  of  poundage, 
the  Government  officers  and  collectors 
were  not  paid  by  poundage.  The  sys- 
tem of  poundage  only  applied  to  local 
collectors.  There  was  no  desire  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  to  exact  a 
higher  rate  through  that  system.  When 
a  proposal  was  made  some  years  ago  by 
the  Government  to  alter  the  system 
Members  came  down,  under  the  pres- 
sure of  the  persons  interested  in  the 
poundage  system  in  the  various  locali- 
ties, and  mobbed  the  Government  out 
of  their  proposals.  If,  however,  the 
hon.  Member  would  privately  give  him 
a  guarantee  that  they  should  have  a 
majority  in  any  attempt  they  might 
make  to  alter  the  system,  he  would  pro- 
mise him  that  he  woidd  at  once  set  to 
work  to  make  the  endeavour. 

Mk.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  said, 
there  was  one  class  of  property  which 
was  felt  to  be  very  hardly  treated  in 
the  matter  of  Income  Tax,  and  that  was 
mining  property.  Collieries,  in  assess- 
ing their  profits,  were  not  allowed  to 
d^uct  anything  for  depreciation,  and 
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that  was  felt  to  be  a  great  hardship. 
That  class  of  property  was  peculiar,  be- 
cause, in  many  cases,  they  had  minerals 
which  lasted  for,  perhaps,  20  years,  and 
then  were  worked  out ;  and,  therefore, 
it  was  necessary  that  the  whole  of  the 
money  expended  for  the  purpose  of  ex- 
tracting those  minerals  from  the  soil 
should  be  recouped  with  interest  during 
those  20  years,  and  there  were  really  no 
profits  till  allowance  was  made  for  de- 
preciation of  the  capital  expenditure. 
He  hoped  the  Ooyemment  would  take 
that  point  into  their  consideration.  As 
the  Income  Tax  was  now  permanent,  it 
ou^ht  to  be  assessed  as  fairly  as  possible. 
This  consideration  applied  also  to  the 
House  Tax.  At  present,  where  a  house 
was  occupied  partly  for  business  and 
partly  for  residence,  the  assessment  was 
laid  upon  the  whole  house.  That  was 
not  fair.  

Mr.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  said, 
there  was  another  point  which  pressed 
hardly  on  the  owners  and  lessors  of 
mines.  This  was  that  these  persons 
had  to  pay  Income  Tax  in  exactly  the 
same  way,  and  to  just  the  same  extent, 
as  if  the  rent  and  the  property  would 
last  for  ever,  whereas  the  contrary  was 
the  case.  That  was  a  point  which  had 
been  brought  before  him  on  many  occa- 
sions, and  it  was  one  that  was  felt  to  be 
a  great  hardship  by  many  mine  owners. 
He  trusted  that  when  any  changes  was 
made  in  the  incidence  of  the  Income 
Tax  some  relief  would  be  afforded  in 
that  matter. 

Mb.  EOUND  (Essex,  N.E.,  Harwich) 
said,  that  he  was  desirous  of  calling  the 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  the 
injustice  which  attended  the  collection 
of  the  Income  Tax  under  Schedule  B. 
He  belieyed  that  a  considerable  sum  was 
taken  from  the  pockets  of  landholders 
unfairly,  upon  supposed  profits,  which 
had  not  been  made.  It  was  difficult  for 
many  occupiers  to  produce  accounts, 
though  he  was  aware  the  exemptions 
were  considerable  in  the  case  of  small 
occupiers.  He  should  like  to  ask  a 
question  which  he  had  often  heard 
raised,  but  never  answered — namely,  on 
what  principle  of  justice  or  equity  Scotch 
occupiers  of  land  were  assessed,  under 
this  Schedule,  at  a  less  amount  than 
English  occupiers  ?  It  was  the  fact  that 
EDglishmen  were  assessed  upon  half 
their  rent,  where  Scotch  farmers  were 
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only  assessed  upon  one-third.  These 
last  few  years  were  times  of  unexampled 
depression  in  the  agricultural  districts ; 
and  he  appealed  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  remedy  this  inequality,  by  as- 
similating the  assessments  in  England  to 
those  in  Scotland. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  said, 
that,  no  doubt,  the  assessments  under 
Schedule  B  appeared  at  first  sight  ex- 
tremely anomalous  in  England,  Scotland, 
and  Ireland,  the  charge  being  made  not 
on  the  annual  profit,  but  on  a  certain 
proportion  of  the  rental.  If  the  hon. 
Member  would  look  at  the  28th  Beport 
of  the  Inland  Eevenue  Department  of 
last  year  he  would  find  the  whole  history 
of  the  circumstances  under  which  the 
assessments  were  made,  and  would  see 
that  the  method  was  introduced  at  the 
time  when  the  assessment  was  first 
adopted,  because  it  was  supposed  that 
farmers  at  that  time  did  not  £eep  books. 
Therefore,  there  was  a  sort  of  arbitrary 
assessment,  on  the  assumption  that  the 
profits  of  the  farm  bore  a  certain  pro- 
portion to  the  rent.  A  fraction  was 
taken  in  England,  a  different  fraction  in 
Scotland,  and,  he  believed,  a  different 
fraction  in  Ireland.  But  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  aware  that  a  person  was  not 
bound  by  that  system.  If  he  elected  to 
pay  on  profits  he  might  do  so. 

Mr.  WAEMINGTON  (Monmouth, 
W.)  remarked  that  though  all  the 
capital  employed  in  mining  operations 
might  be  lost,  the  owner  went  on  re- 
ceiving his  royalty  all  the  same,  whether 
the  mine  succeeded  or  not. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 

MEDICAL  ACTS  AMENDMENT 

BILL.— [Bill  163.] 

(Sir  Lyon  Flayfair,  Mr,  MundeUa,  The  Lord 

AdvoeaU,) 

SECOND  READma. 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read. 

The  VICE  PEESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  Lton  Playfair)  (Leeds, 
S.),  in  moving  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time,  said,  he  was  sorry  to  remind 
the  House  that,  since  the  year  1870,  21 
or  22  Bills  upon  the  same  subject  had 
been  brought  before  the  House;  but, 
owing  to  the  interests  affected  and  the 
jealousies  of  different  Medical  Bodies 
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the  measures  liad  all  failed.  He  trusted 
that  the  Bill  which  he  now  asked  the 
House  to  consider  had  remoyed  many,  if 
not  all,  of  the  difficulties  which  previous 
Bills  had  met  with,  and  that  the  House 
on  this  occasion  might  feel  itself  justified 
in  carrying  it  through  and  settling  a 
long  and  harassing  controversy  amouff 
medical  men,  who  were  much  disturbed 
by  these  Bills  being  constantly  brought 
forward.  There  were  about  16,000  medi- 
cal men  throughout  the  country.  These 
medical  men  came  upon  the  Begister 
and  practised  through  19  Licensing 
Bodies.  These^odies  were  partly  made 
up  of  the  Universities  in  different  parts 
of  the  Kingdom,  and  some  of  them  were 
Lieensing  Corporations,  such  as  the 
College  of  Surgeons,  and  the  College  of 
Physicians  in  the  three  sections  of  the 
Kingdom,  and  the  Apothecaries  Com- 
pany. Through  any  one  of  these  19 
Bodies  a  medical  man  could  come  upon 
the  Begister  and  might  practise,  and  he 
might  receive  50  or  60  titles  and  licences 
to  practise  from  these  Bodies  ;  and  the 
bewildered  public  had  no  idea  of  what 
was  the  value  of  these — whether  they 
signified  a  sufficient  qualification — which 
were  good  and  which  were  bad.  Al- 
though the  public  had  very  little  means 
of  judging  of  the  efficiency  of  these 
tiUea,  he  ought  to  state  at  the  outset  that 
from  the  very  fact  of  21  or  22  Bills  hav- 
ing preceded  this  one  in  the  attempt  to 
reform  the  Medical  Profession  very  great 
improvements  had  taken  place  in  the 
examinations  of  the  different  Licensing 
Bodies  throughout  the  Eangdom.  Still, 
the  law  remained  in  exactly  the  same 
state,  and  a  man  might — he  did  not  say 
that  it  was  so — ^pass  a  College  of  Sur- 
geons, and  go  down  to  the  country  and 
attend  medicinal  cases — such  as  measles 
or  scarlet  fever — without  even  having 
passed  a  medical  examination  at  all ;  or 
he  might  take  a  licence  by  a  College  of 
Physicians,  and  cut  a  man's  leg  off 
witiiout  having  passed  an  examination 
in  surgery.  Therefore  the  state  of  the 
law — and  he  was  not  speaking  now  of 
the  improved  practice— was  that,  with 
any  single  qualification,  a  surgeon  might 
practise  medicine  and  a  physician  might 
practise  surgery,  and  both  might  go 
down  to  the  country  and,  without  know- 
ing anything  about  i^,  practise  in  a 
tiiickly  -  populated  district  midwifery. 
Since  the  attempt  to  reform  the  Medical 
Profession  the  different  Medical  Corpo* 


rations  had  shown  a  tendency  to  com- 
bine. In  England  the  College  of  Sur- 
geons and  the  College  of  Physicians  had 
combined  to  have  one  qualifying  exami- 
nation both  in  medicine  and  in  surgery ; 
and  the  House  would  recollect  that  Her 
Majesty,  a  few  days  ago,  laid  the  founda- 
tion stone  of  a  great  Examination  Hall, 
which  was  to  be  the  conjoint  Examina- 
tion Hall  of  the  two  leading  Corpora- 
tions. This  was  a  voluntary  combination, 
and  not  a  statutory  one.  In  Scotland  they 
had  done  the  same  thing ;  but  in  Ireland 
they  had  not  yet  combined.  The  College 
of  Surgeons,  the  College  of  Physicians, 
and  the  Apothecaries'  Company  in  Ire- 
land, all  had  their  separate  examina- 
tions, without  any  conjoint  examination, 
so  as  to  cover  the  whole  area  of  medical 
knowledge  necessary  for  practice.  The 
leading  principle  of  this  Bill  was  that 
no  man  in  future  could  get  into  the  Pro- 
fession without  what  he  termed  a  quali- 
fying examination.  That  examination 
consisted  of  this — that  a  man  must  pass 
a  thorough  examination  in  medicine, 
surgery,  and  midwifery ;  and  with  that 
view  the  Bill  promoted  the  desire  that 
had  been  shown  by  the  Profession  itself 
for  the  Corporations  to  combine.  The 
Universities,  and  especially  the  Scotch 
Universities,  examined  both  in  medicine 
and  surgery.  The  Bill  said  that  they 
-^should  continue  to  give  the  degrees 
which  they  now  gave,  and  which 
they  were  enabled  by  Charter  to 
give.  It  also  said  that  the  Medical 
Corporations,  if  they  desired  to  form 
a  qualifying  examination,  must  com- 
bine together  to  give  a  qualifying  exa- 
mination over  the  whole  area  which 
was  considered  necessary  for  the  Medical 
Profession.  But  there  might  be  injus- 
tioe  arising  from  this.  In  London,  for 
instance,  there  was  a  Body  called  the 
Apothecaries'  Company,  which  gave  a 
very  useful  class  of  medical  practitioners ; 
and  it  might  be  shut  out  by  the  two 
Colleges  refusing  to  take  it  into  their 
combination.  In  that  case  the  Medical 
Council,  which  was  established  in  1858 
to  rule  the  Profession,  would,  under  the 
Bill,  have  power  to  add  a  sufficient  num- 
ber of  examiners,  in  order  by  these  ad- 
ditional examiners  to  secure  a  qualifying 
examination  to  the  Apothecaries'  Com- 
pany. The  next  part  of  the  Bill  dealt 
with  the  constitution  of  the  Medical 
Council.  That  Council  was  established 
to  regulate  the  Professioui  and  see  that 
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the  examinations  were  improyed.  There 
had  been  great  discontent  that  while  its 
nominees  were  appointed  by  the  Crown 
to  that  Council,  and  the  Universities 
and  Corporations  sent  members,  there 
was  no  popular  representation  of  the 
large  bodj  of  practitioners  throughout 
the  country.  By  this  Bill  they  gave 
four  popular  representatiyes  to  be  added 
to  the  Council,  which  representatives 
would  be  elected  by  the  whole  of  the 
practitioners  in  the  Kingdom — two  for 
England,  one  for  Scotland,  and  one  for 
Ireland.  These  representatives  would 
add  to  the  strength  of  the  Medical 
Council.  But  they  might  make  all  these 
rules,  and-  the  Medical  Corporation 
might  not  do  their  duty  and  secure  effi- 
cient examinations.  The  Bill,  therefore, 
would  give  the  Medical  Council  power 
to  send  Inspectors  to  see  that  the  exa- 
minations were  sufficient  and  efficient, 
and  if  they  found  any  Body  not  doing 
its  duty  they  might  disqualify  that  Body 
from  giving  qualifying  examinations; 
but  the  consent  of  the  Privy  Council 
must  be  obtained,  so  that  the  Body  to  be 
disqualified  should  have  full  opportunity 
of  showing  that  they  were  giving,  or  were 
about  to  give,  these  examinations  in  a 
fit  and  proper  manner.  These  were  the 
main  features  of  the  Bill.  It  had  per- 
plexed medical  men  that  Colonial  and 
foreign  practitioners  practising  in  this 
country  were  not  recognized  on  the  Re- 
gister. The  Bill  provided  that  if  they 
were  properly  qualified  they  would  be  ad- 
mitted on  the  Register,  provided  there 
were  full  reciprocity  between  the  Colonies 
and  this  country  in  this  respect.  Part  III. 
of  the  Bill  contained  miscellaneous  pro- 
visions, some  of  them  being  of  great 
importance.  One  of  these  provisions 
was  to  the  effect  that  in  the  event  of  the 
Medical  Council  not  doing  its  duty,  and 
not  keeping  the  Corporation  and  Uni- 
versities up  to  the  mark,  it  might  be 
put  in  default.  In  that  case  the  Privy 
Council  would  step  in  and  establish  the 
necessary  rules  to  secure  efficiency.  As 
yet  he  had  heard  of  no  opposition  to  this 
Bill  from  any  part  of  the  Kingdom, 
either  from  the  Universities  or  the  Medi- 
cal Corporations.  Formerly  there  was 
great  opposition  to  these  Bills ;  but  in 
1884,  when  the  last  came  forward,  he 
moved  an  Amendment  which  received 
the  approbation  of  every  Corporation 
throughout  the  Kingdom  and  of  all  the 
Universities.    It  was  upon  the  basis  of 
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that  Amendment — that  was  to  say,  trust- 
ing to  the  Licensing  Bodies  in  combina- 
tion to  do  what  they  wished,  and 
giving  the  Medical  Council  full  power 
to  enforce  efficient  examinations — that 
this  Bill  had  been  brought  forward,  and 
he  believed  that  the  second  reading 
would  meet  with  no  opposition  from 
them.  He  now  recommended  the  Bill 
to  the  House  in  the  hope  that  it  might 
be  a  settlement  of  a  long- vexed  ques- 
tion, and  that  they  might  at  last  obtain 
the  means  of  getting  upon  the  Register 
qualified  practitioners  who  were  skilled, 
by  their  education  and  by  their  exami- 
nations, in  the  great  branches  of  the 
Medical  Profession. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (2%d  Vice  President  of  the  Coun- 
cil^ Sir  Lyon  Play  fair,) 

Sir  henry  HOLLAND  (Hamp- 
stead)  said,  he  did  not  rise  to  oppose 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  as,  ftrom 
inquiries  whioh  he  had  made,  he  believed 
the  principle  involved  in  it  met  with  the 
general  approval  of  all  branches  of  the 
Profession.  Indeed,  he  ventured  to  con- 
gratulate his  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Lyon 
Playfair)  upon  having  surmounted  the 
difficulties  which  had  hitherto  prevented 
any  advance  in  reform  of  the  Acts. 
This  he  had  effected,  not  by  work  just 
done  by  him  since  he  took  Office,  but, 
as  they  all  knew,  by  work  carried  on 
very  ably  for  many  years.  He  (Sir 
Henry  Holland)  would  only  make  a  few 
remarks  upon  that  occasion,  as  he  did 
not  wish  to  stand  between  the  House 
and  others— two  of  whom  he  saw  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House — who  were 
more  competent  to  discuss  this  question. 
But  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  admitted 
that  some  Amendments  would  have  to 
be  made  in  Committee;  and  he  (Sir 
Henry  Holland),  therefore,  ventured  to 
bring  one  or  two  points  under  consi- 
deration. He  could  not  but  express  his 
regret  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
not  seen  his  wa^  to  consolidate  the  law 
upon  this  question.  He  was,  of  course^ 
aware  that  a  Consolidation  Bill  was 
somewhat  more  difficult  to  pass ;  but  in 
the  present  case  there  was,  in  truth, 
only  one  important  Act,  the  Act  of  1858, 
to  be  dealt  with ;  and  he  would  still  urge 
on  his  right  hon.  Friend  to  consider  if 
he  could  not  in  Committee  introduce,  if 
not  all,  at  all  events  a  large  part  of  the 
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Act  of  1858  into  the  Bill,  and  thus  make 
a  larger  repeal  of  that  Act  than  was  now 
proposed.  For  instance,  a  person  fullj 
acquainted  with  the  subject  would  know 
that  the  General  Council  only  held  office 
for  a  term  of  five  years  under  the  Act  of 
1858;  but  an  outsider  would  suppose, 
^m  this  Bill,  that  the  great  majority  of 
the  General  Council  held  for  life,  and 
that  an  iuTidious  distinction  was  drawn 
between  them,  and  the  members  of  the 
Council  who  are  termed  "representa- 
tives of  the  Medical  Profession,'*  but 
who  are  only  to  hold  office  for  five  years. 
As  the  whole  constitution  of  the  General 
Council  was  changed  by  the  Bill,  why 
should  not  the  more  convenient  course 
be  adopted  of  stating  in  the  Bill  the  term 
of  the  office  of  all  the  members  ?  Again, 
his  right  hon.  Friend  would  find  other  sec- 
tions of  the  Act  practically  incompatible 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  or  ren- 
dered unnecessary,  and  those  should  be 
repealed.  Thus  Sections  20  to  23  of 
the  Act,  which  dealt  with  the  represen- 
tation of  defects  in  the  examinations 
and  to  the  remedies  for  such  defects, 
would,  at  all  events,  if  they  were  not  al- 
together incompatible  with  the  Bill,  be 
rendered  unnecessary  by  slightly  adding 
to  the  provisions  of  Clause  4  of  the  Bill. 
And,  again.  Section  24  of  the  Act  was 
materially  altered,  so  far  as  regarded  the 
quorum  of  the  Privy  Council,  by  Clause 
19  of  the  Bill.  Why  should  not  the  rest 
of  Section  24  of  the  Act  be  embodied  in 
Clause  19;  and  then  the  section  could 
be  repealed.  There  were  other  cases  of 
that  kind  ;  but  he  did  not  desire  to  de- 
tain the  House  by  enumerating  them. 
Feeling,  however,  as  he  did,  very  strongly 
the  advantage  of  consolidation,  he  begged 
his  right  hon.  Friend  to  see  if  he  could 
not  in  Committee  embody  in  the  Bill 
more  of  the  Act  of  1858,  and  thus  make 
a  larger  repeal  of  it.  There  was  one 
point  of  more  importance  to  which  he 
desired  to  call  attention  with  reference 
to  the  Colonial  part  of  the  Bill.  He  en- 
tirely approved  of  the  provisions  in 
Part  n.,  and  thought  they  would  be 
acceptable  to  the  Colonies;  but  there 
was  one  provision  the  justice  of  which 
he  cfidled  in  question.  By  the  Act  of 
31  &  32  VicLy  c.  29,  with  which  he  had 
to  deal  when  in  the  Colonial  Office, 
Colonial  Legislatures  were  given,  and 
rightly  g^ven,  full  power  to  enforce  re- 
gistration in  the  Colonies  of  persona 
eomhig  there,  but  who  were   already 


registered  here  under  the  Medical  Act 
of  1858 ;  the  only  Proviso  being  that 
such  persons  were  not  to  be  subject  to 
examination,  but  were  entitled  to  be 
registered  on  payment  of  fees.  That 
Act  it  is  proposed  to  repeal  by  Clause  25 
of  this  Bill  on  and  after  the  ''  appointed 
day,"  and  the  **  appointed  day"  is  fixed 
by  Clause  24  to  be  in  June,  1887.  Now, 
that  repeal  was  quite  reasonable  when 
applied  to  Colonies  that  came  in  under 
the  Bill,  and  availed  themselves  of  the 
advantages  of  Clause  11,  but  unreason- 
able when  applied  to  Colonies  that  had 
not  done  so,  and  did  not  desire  to  do  so. 
The  repeal,  therefore,  should  be  limited, 
and  confined  to  the  former  class  of  Colo- 
nies. With  these  observations  he  sup- 
ported the  second  reading. 

Db.  FOSTER  (Chester)  said,  he  would 
support  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  in 
the  mterests  of  a  body  of  12,000  medical 
practitioners,  who  did  not,  however,  sup- 

Sort  it  so  cordially  as  they  would  have 
one  a  larger  measure  of  medical  reform, 
neither  could  he  himself  agree  that  it 
was  in  all  respects  perfectly  satisfactory. 
The  Medical  Profession,  for  the  last  20 
years,  had  continuously,  but  so  far  in- 
effectually, struggled  for  the  amendment 
of  the  Medical  Act  of  1858;  and  they 
naturally  felt  disappointed  to  find  that, 
although  during  that  period  no  less  than 
20  Bills  had  been  introduced  for  the 
purpose  of  amending  that  Act,  this  mea- 
sure was  not  wider  in  its  provisions  and 
more  sweeping  in  its  reforms.  Never* 
theless,  they  could  not  but  recognize 
that  it  met  two  of  the  main  objects  for 
which  the  Medical  Profession  had  so 
long  stru^led.  The  first  was  that 
every  medical  practitioner  in  the  coun- 
try should  be  completely  qualified  in  all 
the  branches  of  his  Profession  before 
being  admitted  to  the  legal  status ;  and 
the  other  was  that  the  Medical  Profession 
should  have  a  direct  representation  in 
the  Gbveming  Body.  Hitherto  they  had 
been  taxed  to  keep  up  a  Medical  Council, 
which  had  most  consistently  thwarted 
their  desires,  without  having  been  re- 
presented in  it.  When  the  Act  of  1858 
was  passed,  it  was  said,  as  a  reason  for 
not  granting  the  Profession  direct  re- 
presentation, that  there  was  no  oppor- 
tunity of  doing  so,  because  there  was 
no  register  of  electors  to  elect  represen- 
tatives. For  more  than  a  quarter  of  a 
century  the  Begister  had  been  com- 
plete ;  but  the  ]nof  etsion  BtiU  remained 
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without  representation.  There  had  been 
a  good  deal  said  during  the  last  few  weeks 
about  taxation  without  representation ; 
but,  although  he  could  not  go  quite  so 
far  as  some  in  what  had  been  said  about 
that  principle,  he  could,  nevertheless,  as 
a  member  of  the  Medical  Profession, 
heartily  sympathize  with  the  views  ex- 
pressed by  many  of  his  hon.  Friends  as 
to  the  injustice  and  impolicy,  generally, 
of  any  portion  of  the  community  being 
taxed  without  being  represented.  The 
Medical  Profession  had  for  28  years  been 
taxed  to  keep  up  a  Council  in  which  it 
had  been  systematically  denied  any  repre- 
sentation. He  was,  however,  bound  to 
recognize  that  the  Bill  under  considera- 
tion made  a  considerable  concession  in 
that  respect ;  although,  when  they  came 
to  consider  the  manner  in  which  it  was 
proposed  to  carry  the  concession  into 
effect,  they  would  probably  be  of  opi- 
nion that  its  provisions  were  very  in- 
adequate. It  was  proposed  that  the 
Medical  Council  should  consist  of  28 
members,  of  whom  13  would  represent 
England,  8  Scotland,  and  7  Ireland; 
but  it  would  be  found,  on  further  con- 
sideration, that  of  those  28  members  no 
less  than  1 8  would  be  the  representatives 
of  Universities  and  Corporations — that 
was  to  say,  of  the  very  Bodies  which  it 
would  be  the  duty  of  the  Council  to  look 
after.  He  could  not,  therefore,  consider 
that  it  was  very  fair  to  the  members  of 
the  Profession,  who  would  have  to  find  the 
money  to  keep  up  the  Medical  Council, 
that  they  should  only  have  four  repre- 
sentatives out  of  the  whole  number  of 
28  members.  In  his  opinion,  that 
number  might  be  very  fairly  increased 
at  the  expense  of  the  Crown  nominees, 
who  were  originally  appointed  in  place 
of  the  direct  representation  of  the  Pro- 
fession. He  also  thought  the  three  parts 
of  the  United  Eangdom  were  dispro- 
portionately represented  in  the  proposed 
Council,  having  regard  to  the  medical 
constituency  of  each  part.  England, 
with  16,978  practitioners,  was  to  have 
only  two  directly- elected  representa- 
tives; Scotland,  with  2,372,  one  repre- 
sentative ;  and  Ireland,  with  2,501,  also 
one  representative.  In  Committee  he 
should  propose  to  alter  that,  as  he 
thought,  in  the  case  of  England,  it  was 
unfair  and  inadequate.  England  ought 
to  have  four,  and  the  other  countries 
one  each.  Altogether,  including  the 
Corporate  Bodies,  as  the  Bill  stood.  Ire- 
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land  would  have  seven  and  Scotland 
eight  representatives  out  of  the  28.  But, 
after  all,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir 
Lyon  Playfair)  was  to  be  congratulated 
for  having  produced  a  measure  which 
had  in  its  simplicity  and  modesty  its  best 
recommendations,  and  he  (Dr.  Foster) 
had  much  pleasure  in  supporting  it. 

Dr.  E.  FAEQUHAESON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.)  said,  he  had  ^eat  pleasure  in 
congratulating  his  ri^t  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  Lyon  Playfair).  The  Bill  would  be 
a  memorable  feature  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend's  tenure  of  Office  if,  after  the  22 
unsuccessful  attempts  made  by  other 
people,  he  succeeded  at  last  in  placing 
this  difficult  and  perplexing  question  on 
a  sound  legislative  basis.  A  good  deal 
of  exaggeration  had  been  brought  for- 
ward in  support  of  this  class  of  legislation, 
and  imputations  had  been  made  against 
many  Medical  Corporations — and  more 
especially  those  of  Scotland — which  were 
not  borne  out  by  the  fact,  and  certainly 
not  by  the  Blue  Book  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee ;  but  it  was  certainly  an  anoma- 
lous state  of  things  that  19  Examining 
Bodies  should  be  allowed  to  compete  for 
the  right  of  conferring  a  qualification  on 
a  practitioner.  It  was  quite  plain  that 
something  was  needed  in  the  direction 
of  consolidating  those  Examining  Bodies, 
and  giving  the  public  that  protection 
which  they  desired.  This  was,  in  his 
opinion,  a  very  much  better  Bill  than 
last  year's.  It  was  a  much  milder  Bill. 
It  did  all  that  was  wanted,  and  would 
not  injure  the  Corporations  much,  if  at 
all.  There  were,  however,  one  or  two 
points  in  the  Bill  to  which  he  would 
refer,  in  order  to  call  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  attention  to  them — for  in- 
stance. Clause  3,  dealing  with  a  dual 
qualification;  and  he  wished  to  know 
whether  it  could  not  be  made  a  little 
more  elastic,  and  whether  a  medical 
practitioner  who  had  already  taken  one 
qualification  elsewhere — say,  his  surgical 
education  in  Edinburgh — might  not  be 
allowed  to  take  another  qualification 
from  one  of  those  Examining  Bodies 
which  formed  the  Conjoint  l^ard,  say 
his  medical  qualification  in  London  ?  If 
there  was  no  arrangement  for  that,  it 
would  be  an  injustice  not  only  to  the 
Corporations,  but  to  the  students  and 
younger  men.  Again,  he  did  not  know 
if  it  was  absolutely  necessary  to  give,  by 
this  statute,  the  power  to  the  Medical 
Council  of  sending  Inspectors  to  exa- 
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minations,  seeing  that  that  was  a  power 
which  they  had  already,  and  frequently 
exercised.  He  agreed  that  it  had  been 
a  ffi^at  grievance  that  the  Profession 
had  had  no  direct  representation  on  the 
Council.  The  Crown  members  were  men 
of  the  highest  distinction ;  but  they  had 
always  been  appointed  from  the  leading 
members  of  the  Profession,  and  what 
was  wanted  was  that  some  men  should 
be  appointed  from  the  rank  and  file,  who 
knew  what  were  the  general  wants  and 
wishes.  It  might  be  well  if  the  members 
appointed  by  the  Privy  Council  were 
given  up,  and  the  direct  representatives 
were  increased  from  four  to  six  or  eight. 
The  Medical  Council  was  already  too 
cumbrous  and  expensive.  It  talked  too 
much  and  did  too  little.  It  would  be 
well  if  it  could  be  cut  down  to  one-hatf 
or  one- third. 

Sm  HENRY  ROSCOE  (Manchester, 
8.),  in  rising  to  support  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill,  said  he,  also,  felt  great 
pleasure  in  giving  vent  to  expressions  of 
congratulation  to  his  right  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  Lyon  Playfair)  on  the  success  he 
seemed  likely  to  attain  in  securing  the 
passing  of  a  measure  which  would  settle 
difficulties  of  long  standing,  affectiog 
not  only  the  Medical  Profession,  but  also 
the  public.  In  one  respect  it  appeared 
to  have  a  distinct  advantage  over  the 
Bills  which  had  been  proposed  before ; 
because  it  did  not  suggest  any  one  cut- 
and-dried  State  examination,  but,  by  the 
influence  of  the  Medical  Council,  endea- 
voured to. bring  all  the  various  Medical 
Examining  Boards  into  harmony,  and  to 
raise  and  establish  the  standard  of  know- 
ledge. He  was  extremely  pleased  to 
find  that  the  Universities  were  to  have  a 
fair  share  of  representation ;  for  it  was 
important  to  bear  in  mind  that  it  was 
teaching  and  not  examination  which 
created  medical  men,  and  every  legiti- 
mate power  and  advantage  ought  to  be 
given  to  the  Universities  in  which  these 
subjects  were  taught  to  the  highest 
point  of  excellence  of  modem  science. 
The  modem  medical  student  was  a  very 
different  man  from  the  students  of  pre- 
vious generations,  as  the  amount  of 
scientific  knowledge  absolutely  necessary 
now  was  very  great  indeed ;  and  he  was 
glad,  therefore,  to  perceive  that  the  Uni- 
versities were  to  be  properly  represented. 
He  hoped,  however,  that  in  Committee 
his  right  hon.  Friend  would  consider  the 
question  of  the   representation  of  the 


newest  University  in  the  Kingdom— the 
Victoria  University,  with  which  he  (Sir 
Henry  Boscoe)  had  himself  the  honour 
to  be  connected,  and  in  the  foundation 
of  which  he  had  had  a  hand.  The  pro- 
posal  at  present  in  the  Bill  was  that  the 
Victoria  University  should  bo  repre- 
sented conjointly  with  the  University  of 
Durham.  Without  saying  a  word  in 
disparagement  of  Durham,  he  would 
like  to  point  out  that  the  Victoria 
University  was  not  only  the  University 
of  Manchester,  where  they  had  one  of 
the  most  flourishing  medical  schools  in 
the  Kingdom,  but  that  other  Colleges 
were  connected  with  it,  such  as  the 
University  College  of  Liverpool,  and  it 
would  probably,  in  a  short  time,  have 
the  Yorkshire  College,  Leeds;  so  that 
the  Victoria  University  represented  a 
very  large  population — as  la^^,  he  be- 
lieved, as  the  Metropolis.  He  trusted, 
therefore,  that  his  right  hon.  Friend 
might  see  his  way  clear  to  give  that 
most  important,  rising,  and  very  active 
University  a  representative  on  the 
Council,  and  not  tie  it  down  to  the 
University  of  Durham.  He  had  no 
other  remark  to  make,  save  that,  while 
he  was  sure  that  the  Bill  would  be  re- 
ceived with  great  satisfaction,  he  hoped, 
at  the  same  time,  that  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  hon.  Member  for  Chester 
(Dr.  Foster)  would  receive  due  con- 
sideration, because  he  (Sir  Henry  Boscoe) 
felt  that  the  Medical  Profession  was  not 
so  fully  represented  as  it  deserved  to  be ; 
and,  moreover,  it  was  in  England  some- 
what outweighed  in  regard  to  propor- 
tionate representation  by  the  number  of 
members  from  Scotland  and  Ireland. 

Mb.  ADDISON  (Ashton-under-Lyne) 
said,  he  felt  bound  to  express  his  sur- 
prise and  astonishment  that  the  previous 
speakers,  who  represented  the  interests 
of  the  Medical  Profession  in  a  far 
greater  degree  than  himself,  had  not 
referred  to  what  he  considered  to  be  a 
serious  defect  in  the  Bill,  and  in  the  law 
of  England.  It  had  been  stated  that 
this  Bill  was  for  the  protection  of  the 
public ;  but  he  desired  to  point  out  that, 
at  the  present  time,  there  was  no  pro- 
tection for  the  public  whatever  in  any 
of  these  Bills.  It  was  true  that  the  Bill 
permitted  one  general  qualification  for 
the  Medical  Profession,  so  that  a  medi- 
cal man  might  not  cut  off  a  leg,  or 
attempt  to  cure  the  measles  without  it ; 
but  there  was  no  law  at  present  to  pre- 
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vent  the  most  ignorant  and  unqualified 
person  from  practising  medicine  as  he 
pleased,  or  from  attempting  to  cure  the 
measles  without  any  qualification  what- 
ever. He  was  aware  of  the  offences 
created  by  the  Medical  Acts,  and  also  of 
the  offence  in  the  eye  of  the  law,  if  a 
person  implied  that  he  was  a  medical 
practitioner,  when  in  reality  he  was  not. 
At  the  same  time,  it  was  well  known 
that  persons  might  really  practise  sur- 
gery and  medicine  without  oeing  guilty 
of  an  offence,  provided  that  they  did  not 
say  they  were  licensed  practitioners. 
That  was  a  peculiarity  of  the  law  of 
England,  and  was  not  the  case  in  any 
other  civilized  country.  "When  they 
were  so  particular  about  the  qualifica- 
tions of  medical  men,  and  were  dealing 
so  admirably  with  the  question  as  was 
done  in  this  Bill,  he  hoped,  if  this  was 
to  be  the  final  legislation  upon  the  mat- 
ter, the  right  hon.  Oentlemcui  opposite 
(Sir  Lyon  Playfair)  would  attempt  to 
introduce  some  protection  to  the  Medical 
Profession  and  to  the  public  against 
those  who  were  not  only  not  duly  quali- 
fied, but  were  not  qualified  at  all. 

The  under  SEOEBTART  of 
STATE  POR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Mr.  Bryce)  (Aberdeen,  S.)  said,  that 
he  had  been  a  Member  of  the  Royal 
Commission  which  had  considered  this 
question  some  years  ago,  and  he  was 
fflad  to  say  that  he  could  assure  hon. 
Members  that  this  was  a  Bill  which 
would  probably  have  received  the  una- 
nimous support  of  that_  Commission, 
because  it  entirely  avoided  the  objec- 
tions and  difficulties  which  had  caused 
so  much  difference  of  feeling  among  that 
Royal  Commission,  which  had  made  no 
less  than  four  separate  Reports.  The 
Bill  was  practically  in  full  accord  with 
the  opinions  of  the  Commission  on  those 
points  on  which  they  were  in  full  agree- 
ment, and  did  not  propose  to  increase 
the  number  of  examinations,  but  merely 
to  secure  greater  efficiency  by  providing 
that  the  qualification  should,  in  all  cases, 
be  a  quaUfioation  based  upon  examina- 
tion in  the  three  leading  subjects.  It 
was,  therefore,  in  accord  with  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Commission ;  and, 
on  account  of  its  avoidance  of  the  objec- 
tions found  by  the  Commission,  he  had 
no  doubt  that  it  would  commend  itself 
to  the  approval  of  the  House.  With 
regard  to  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
G^ntlemaii  the  Member  for  South  Man- 
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Chester  (Sir  Henry  Roscoe),  whose  scien- 
tific eminence  increased,  if  possible,  the 
weight  which  his  opinion  would  other- 
wise have  as  a  Member  of  that  House, 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council  would 
give  full  attention  to  his  suggestion, 
but  was  unable  at  present  to  express  a 
positive  opinion.  They  knew  how  much 
the  Victoria  University  had  done  for 
education  in  the  North  of  England,  and 
believed  that  it  had  a  great  future  be- 
fore it ;  and  they  would  wish,  if  possible, 
to  find  a  place  for  it  in  the  arrangements 
to  be  made  by  this  Bill ;  but  no  promise 
could  be  given  at  the  present  moment, 
for  it  must  be  remembered  that  repre- 
sentation given  to  it  would  be  at  the  ex- 
pense of  some  other  institution.  "With 
regard  to  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Ashton-under- 
Lyne  (Mr.  Addison),  as  to  unqualified 
men  practising  medicine,  while  &lly  ad- 
mitting the  importance  of  the  question, 
he  thought  that  it  was  one  which  did 
not  arise  in  that  Bill,  but  was  one 
which,  if  necessary,  ought  to  be  treated 
in  a  special  Bill.  This  Bill  was  one  for 
the  better  securing  of  those  persons  who 
had  qualifications';  and  he  would  suggest 
that  it  would  be  better  not  to  load  it 
with  anynew  subject  of  controversy  such 
as  that  suggested  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitUd 
for  Monday  17th  May. 

INFANTS  BILL —[Bill  189.] 

{A£r.  Attorney  General,  The  Lord  Advoeate,  Mr. 

Secretary  Childere,  Mr,  Bryce.) 

CONSIDERATION. 

Bill,  as  amended,  gonsidered. 

Clause  2  (On  death  of  father,  mother 
to  be  guardian  alone,  or  jointly  with 
others). 

Mb.  INCE  (Islington,  E.),  in  moving 
an  Amendment  to  leave  out  in  the 
clause  certain  words,  in  order  to  in- 
sert— 

"And  in  such  case  any  appointment  by 
the  father,  by  will  or  otherwise,  under  the  Act 
12th  Charles  II.,  cap.  24,  or,  in  Ireland,  under 
the  Act  of  the  Irish  Parliament,  I4th  and  16th 
Charles  II.,  cap.  19,  or  otherwise,  shall  be  of 
no  effect,'* 

said,  the  object  of  the  Amendment  was 
that  the  mother  of  a  child  should  be  in 
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respeot  to  euardianfihip  in   tbo    same 
poeition  as  me  father. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  1,  line  10,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
•*  infant."  to  the  end  of  the  Clause,  in  order  to 
inaert  the  -words  "  and  in  such  case  any  appoint- 
ment by  the  father,  by  will  or  otherwise,  under 
the  Act  twelfth  Charles  the  Second,  chapter 
twenty-four,  or  in  Ireland  under  the  Act  of 
the  Irish  Parliament  fourteenth  and  fifteenth 
Charles  the  Second,  chapter  nineteen,  or  other- 
wise, shall  be  of  no  effect,"— (ifr.  Ince,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
'  either  alone  when  no  guardian '  stand 
part  of  the  Bill." 

Mb.  GBEOOEY  (Sussex,  East  Grin- 
stead)  said,  he  would  oppose  the  Amend- 
ment. 

The  [JNDEE  SECEETART  of 
STATE  FOR  FOEEIGN  AFFAIES 
(Mr.  Bbyox)  (Aberdeen,  S.)  said,  that 
the  Amendment  had  been  put  and  nega- 
tived before,  receiving  very  little  sup- 
port. The  scheme  of  the  Bill,  as  settled 
in  that  House  in  1884,  was  that,  on  the 
death  of  the  father,  the  mother  should 
be  guardian ;  but  that  the  father  should 
have  power  to  appoint  a  person  to  act 
with  her  after  his  death  as  joint  guar- 
dian. Oases  might  occur — and  fre- 
quently did  occur — in  which  a  father 
died,  leaving  a  wife  surviving  from 
whom  he  had  not  been  divorced,  but 
whom,  nevertheless,  he  knew  to  be  an 
unfit  person  to  have  the  custody  of  the 
children ;  and  it  would  be  a  great  hard- 
ship if  he  was  not  to  be  able  to  secure 
better  protection  for  his  children  by  ap- 
pointing someone  to  act  conjointly  with 
her.  He  knew  nothing  which  would 
more  embitter  the  last  moments  of  a 
father  than  to  feel  that  he  was  unable 
to  do  this.  This  Amendment  was  really 
against  the  interest  of  the  mother;  be- 
cause it  was  more  important  for  her  to 
have  the  right  of  appointing  a  guardian 
to  act  conjointly  with  the  husband  after 
her  death,  subject  to  ratification  by  the 
Court,  than  to  be  the  sole  guardian, 
if  she  survived  her  husband.  They 
could  not,  therefore,  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendments  made. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  To- 
tmorrow. 


ULSTER  CANAL  AND   TYRONE  NAVI- 
GATION  BILL.— [Bill  141.] 
(Mr,  John  MorUy,  Mr,  Henry  JST.  Fowler.) 
SECOm)   BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time. — {Mr,  Henry  H,  Fowler,) 

Mb.  BIQOAE,  in  moving  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate,  said,  he  hoped  the 
measure  would  not  be  proceeded  with 
that  evening,  on  the  ground  that  several 
Irish  Eepresentatives  who  took  an  in- 
terest in  the  Bill,  especially  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  W. 
O'Brien)  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  South  Londonderry  (Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy),  were  absent  from  the 
House.  The  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell),  who  led  the 
Party  to  which  he  (Mr.  Biggar)  had  the 
honour  to  belong,  had  told  the  rank  and 
file  of  the  Party  that  they  need  not  put 
in  an  appearance  at  Westminster  till 
the  9th  of  May,  which  was  Sunday  next, 
the  consequence  being  that  the  Irish 
Party  now  in  the  House  was  only  a 
mere  skeleton. 

Me.  AETHUE  O'OONNOE  (Donegal, 
E.),  in  seconding  the  Motion  for  the  Ad- 
journment, said,  the  Ulster  Members 
were  strongly  against  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned.*' 
—{Mr,  Biggar,) 

Mb.  sexton  (Sligo,  S.)  said,  he 
hoped  his  hon.  Friends  would  not  go  to 
a  division  on  the  Question.  He  was 
not  an  Ulster  Member,  but  he  was  an 
Ulster  candidate;  and  he  found  that 
there  was  a  very  strong  feeling  in 
favour  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and 
against  delay.  He  thought  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Biggar)  had  scored  quite 
enough  already  against  the  Bill,  by  pre- 
venting its  passage  for  several  years. 

Sir  JAMES  COEEY  (Armagh,  Mid) 
said,  he  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Sligo  that  there  was  a  very 
strong  feeling  in  Ulster  in  favour  of  the 
Bill.  He  therefore  thought  the  debate 
ought  to  go  on. 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  Henrt  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  said,  that,  as  three 
weeks'  or  a  month's  notice  had  been 
given  that  the  Bill  would  be  taken  to- 
night, he  should  not  be  acting  fairly  to 
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the  House  if  lie  consented  to  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate.  In  saying 
that  he  had  no  desire  to  steal  a  march 
on  the  Irish  Members ;  and  he  had  al- 
ready postponed  the  Bill  several  times 
for  their  convenience.  He  should  press 
for  its  second  reading  now.  This  Bill 
was  a  Treasury  **  annual."  It  was  be- 
fore the  House  for  four  or  five  years ; 
but  the  very  eflfective  block  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  had 
hitherto  prevented  its  passage. 

Question  put. 

The  House  dwidsd : — Ayes  6  ;  Noes 
127:  Majority  121.— (Div.  List,  No.  87.) 

Original  Question  put. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  oommitted 
for  Monday  I7th  May. 

BURIAL  GROUNDS  BILL.-[Bill  131.] 

{Mr,  Osborne  Morgan,   Mr.  Secretary  Childert, 

Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler,  Mr,  Broadhurtt,) 

SECOND    BEADmO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

The  UNDEE  SEOEETAEY  of 
STATE  FOE  THE  COLONIES  (Mr. 
Osborne  Mobgan)  (Denbighshire,  E.), 
in  rising  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  now 
read  a  second  time,  said,  with  a  single 
exception,  it  was  the  same  as  the  Bill  he 
introduced  last  year,  which  never  reached 
a  second  reading  in  consequence  of  the 
resignation  of  the  Government.  It  was 
drawn  on  the  lines  of  the  Bill  which 
was  introduced  in  1884  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Merthyr  Tydvil  (Mr. 
Bichard),  the  second  reading  of  which 
was  carried  by  a  substantial  majority, 
so  that  the  principle  of  the  Bill  had 
been  affirmed  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. The  Burials  Act  of  1880  had 
completely  falsified  the  predictions  of 
its  opponents.  It  was  said  when  the 
Act  was  under  discussion  that  outrages 
would  be  committed  in  churchyards  by 
those  for  whose  bene6t  the  measure  was 
passed ;  but  though  six  years  had  now 
elapsed,  and  thousands  of  burials  had 
taken  place  under  it,  no  such  scandals  as 
were  predicted  could  be  charged  against 
Nonconformists,  and  the  burials  which 
had  taken  place  under  the  Act  had  been 
as  orderly  and  solemn  as  those  of  mem- 
bers of  the  Church  of  England.  Scan- 
dals, indeed,  there  had  been  ;  but  those 
who  were  responsible  for  them  were 
clergymen  of  the  Church  of  England, 

Mr.  Henry  H,  Fowler 


He  freely  admitted  that  the  great  ma- 
jority of  the  clergy  had  accepted  the 
inevitable  with  a  good  grace,  and  had 
obeyed  the  law.  There  had,  however, 
been  exceptions,  and  the  spirit  of  the 
law,  if  not  the  letter,  had  occasionally 
been  violated.  This  Bill  dealt  almost 
exclusively  with  the  law  of  public  ceme- 
teries, which  the  Bill  of  1880,  as  origi- 
nally drawn,  did  not  touch.  "Witii  regard 
to  those  cemeteries  the  law  was  this.  Un- 
like parish  churchyards,  the  cemeteries 
had  in  general  been  purchased  with  the 
money  of  the  ratepayers,  and  were  vested 
in  Burial  Boards.  These  Boards  were 
required  to  divide  the  ground  into  con- 
secrated and  unconsecrated  parts,  and  to 
erect  a  chapel  on  the  consecrated  por- 
tion, which,  as  the  law  originally  stood, 
was  reserved  exclusively  for  Church  of 
England  Services.  It  occurred  to  Lord 
Selbome,  who  had  charge  of  the  measure 
of  1880  in  the  House  of  Lords,  and  to 
himself  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan),  that  it 
mifi^ht  be  well  to  deal  with  cemeteries  as 
well  as  with  churchyards;  and  accordingly 
clauses  were  inserted  in  it,  legalizing 
the  performance  in  the  unconsecrated 
part,  or  in  any  chapel  erected  therein, 
of  the  Church  of  England  Service,  while 
the  Nonconformist  minister  was  allowed 
to  offer  up  prayers  in  the  consecrated 
portion  of  the  cemetery,  but  only  by  the 
grave  side.  This  somewhat  one-sided 
settlement  of  the  problem  has  not  been 
a  very  happy  one.  The  division  of  a 
cemetery  into  consecrated  and  unconse- 
crated parts,  and  sometimes  into  a  third 
part  exclusively  appropriated  to  Boman 
Catholics,  was,  it  must  be  admitted,  not 
in  accordance  with  the  spirit  of  the  times, 
and  it  was  regarded  by  Nonconformists 
and  Churchmen  alike  as  a  scandal  and  an 
outrage.  It  was  this  anomaly  that  the 
Bill  sought  to  remove.  Severfd  Ftelates 
of  the  Church  of  England  had  in  their 
charges  expressed  approval  of  this  course. 
The  way  in  which  the  Bill  proposed  to 
effect  its  object  was  to  permit  consecra- 
tion of  the  whole  or  any  part  of  the 
cemetery,  or  of  any  number  of  graves, 
by  the  Bishops  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, or  of  any  other  denomination. 
While  the  Bill  permitted  consecration 
as  a  religious  rite  it  deprived  it  of 
any  legal  operation,  so  that  in  future 
it  would  be  quite  unnecessary  to  pro- 
vide separate  burying  places  for  dif- 
ferent denominations.  The  clause  would 
be  retrospective  in  its  operation  as  well 
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aa  prospeotiTO,  and  in  that  it  differed 
from  the  Bill  of  last  year.  The  Bill 
would  also  get  rid  of  the  necessity  of 
haying  in  every  cemetery  a  Church 
of  England  chapel.  Some  objection, 
he  understood,  had  been  raised  to 
the  Bill  on  behalf  of  Boman  Catholics. 
All  he  could  say  was  that  if  any  Amend- 
ment not  antagonistic  to  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  could  be  suggested  to  meet  that 
objection  he  would  give  it  his  most 
careful  attention.  He  hoped  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  BUI,  supported  as  it  was  by 
the  high  authorities  to  whom  he  referred, 
would  be  sanctioned  by  the  House.  He 
moved  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
•'That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Osborne  Morgan.) 

SiE  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  (Lanoa- 
ehire,  S.W.,  Newton) :  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
am  not  going  to  say  very  much  about 
itiB  Bill ;  but  I  do  not  quite  like  the 
way  it  is  recommended  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Oentleman  (Mr.  Osborne 
Morgan).  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
GenUeman  says  it  is  to  be  passed  in 
order  to  save  the  Church  of  England, 
or,  rather,  to  help  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land. [Mr.  OsBORNB  MoRGAK  :  To  pro- 
tect.] but  we  know  that  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  wishes  to  de- 
stroy the  Church.  [**  Oh !  "]  I  can 
only  judge  by  his  speeches  to  his  con- 
stituents which  I  have  read.  It  is  of 
no  use  for  him  to  say  this  Bill  is  brought 
in  in  the  interest  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, when  to-morrow  he  may  be  found 
telling  his  constituents  he  wishes  the 
Church  of  England  to  be  disestablished 
and  disendowed.  I,  therefore,  repu- 
diate any  argument  of  that  kind  coming 
ibrom  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman. I  am  sorry  that  at  the  com- 
mencement of  his  observations  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  alluded  to 
the  isolated  instances  of  questionable 
action  on  the  part  of  certain  Church 
people  which  had  been  brought  before 
the  House.  I  have  listen^  Session 
after  Session  to  the  questions  which  have 
been  asked,  and  I  have  been  gratified 
more  than  once  by  hearing  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  say 
he  has  inquired  into  the  case,  and  found 
that  there  is  no  truth  in  the  allegation, 
so  far  as  the  clergyman  is  concerned. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(Mr,  Osborne  Morgan)  woxild  find,  if  he 


inquired  f^m  his  own  Colleagues,  that 
there  was  no  truth  in  the  charges  made. 
I  admit  that,  taken  as  a  whole,  the  Act 
has  been  thoroughly  well  accepted  by 
the  clergymen  of  the  Church  of  England, 
and  I  only  want  to  make  one  or  two  re- 
marks about  this  particular  Bill.  I 
think  there  are  certain  inconsistencies 
in  the  Bill.  I  see  that  by  the  1st  clause 
there  is  to  be  no  distinguishing  mark 
between  the  consecrated  and  the  uncon- 
secrated  parts  of  the  burial  ground.  I 
do  not  see  the  object  of  that.  If  a  part 
of  the  ground  is  to  be  consecrated,  it  is 
just  as  well  everybody  should  know 
which  part  is  consecrated  and  which  is 
not.    The  words  of  the  clause  are — 

"The  burial  authority  having  jurifldiction 
over  suoh  burial  ground  shall  not  permit  any 
division  to  be  made,  or  other  means  to  be  taken, 
of  marking  the  boundaries  of  or  distinguishing 
the  oonseorated  and  unconsecrated  parts  of  such 
ground." 

I  really  cannot  see  the  use  of  such  a 
provision,  especially  when  by  Clause  3 
it  is  expressly  stated  that  part  of  the 
ground  may  be  consecrated.  If  part  of 
the  groimd  is  to  be  consecrated,  it 
surely  is  to  the  advantage  of  everybody 
that  the  part  consecrated,  whether  ac- 
cording to  the  rites  of  the  Church  of 
England  or  of  the  Church  of  Eome,  or 
of  any  other  Eeligious  Body,  should  be 
marked  out.  Therefore,  I  hope  that  in 
Committee,  if  we  get  there,  that  part  of 
the  1st  clause  may  be  struck  out,  or 
materially  modified.  I  presume  that 
what  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man really  means  to  say  is  that  the 
whole  of  the  ground,  whether  conse- 
crated or  unconsecrated,  is  to  be  one  and 
the  same  parochial  ground,  and  any 
parishioner  may  be  buried  in  any  part 
of  it.  I  have  no  doubt  he  will  alter  the 
words.  Now,  when  we  come  to  Clause  3, 
we  find  it  is  provided  that  any  part  of 
the  ground  may  be  consecrated  accord- 
ing to' the  rules  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, or  of  any  other  Church  or  denomi- 
nation, but  '<  with  the  consent  of  the 
burial  authority."  I  presume  it  is  not 
meant  to  say  by  those  words  that  the 
burial  authority  shall  have  the  power  to 
say  that  no  part  of  the  ground  shall  be 
consecrated  at  all.  As  the  clause  now 
stands,  that  would  clearly  be  the  effect  of 
it.  No  doubt,  what  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  means  is  this —that 
the  Church  of  England,  or  the  Church 
of  Bome,  or  any  other  denomination. 
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shall  have  the  right  to  consecrate  some 
part  of  the  ground.  Of  course,  the 
burial  authority  ought  to  have  the  power 
of  regulating,  in  some  shape  or  form, 
where  the  consecrated  part  ought  to  be ; 
but  I  do  not  think  the  burial  authority 
ought  to  have  the  power  to  withhold 
their  consent  to  Ohurch  people,  or  to 
Boman  Catholics,  to  have  any  part  of 
the  ground  consecrated.  I  should  like 
to  know  whether  that  is  so  or  not,  be- 
cause it  makes  a  considerable  difference. 
I  am  sure  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  will  see  it  is  an  important 
point.  Now  we  come  to  the  question 
of  buildings.  The  law  of  cemeteries  at 
the  present  time  is  that  there  must  be  a 
Church  of  England  chapel.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  wishes  to 
do  away  with  this  chapel,  and  to  provide 
that— 

"  The  burial  authority  may,  if  they  think  it 
necessary,  provide  a  building  for  the  perform- 
ance of  burial  services  on  the  occasion  of 
funerals  in  an^  public  burial  ground  provided 
by  such  authority." 

I  am  no  more  in  love  with  the  three  or 
four  chapels  in  cemeteries  than  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  is.  I  think 
it  makes  one  very  uncomfortable  to  see 
them.  All  that  is  wanted  in  a  cemetery 
is  a  covered  place,  under  which  a  certain 
service  may  take  place.  I  think  it  is 
very  much  better  that  the  religious  ser- 
vice should  take  place,  as  in  the  case  of 
Boman  Catholic  interments,  in  the 
Boman  Catholic  church,  and  that  then 
all  that  would  be  required  at  the  ceme- 
tery  would  be  a  covered  place  to  shelter 
the  mourners  from  the  weather.  Now 
it  is  to  rest  entirely  with  the  burial  au- 
thority to  say  whether  there  shall  be 
any  covered  place  at  all  in  the  ground. 
Some  alteration  in  this  respect  is  clearly 
necessary.  I  come  to  Clause  8,  to  which 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Ghdntleman 
has  alluded.  By  the  12th  section  of  the 
Burials  Act  of  1880,  liberty  to  use  the 
Burial  Service  of  the  Church  of  England 
in  unconsecrated  ground  is  given  to  the 
clergy  of  the  Church  of  England — that 
is  to  say,  if  part  of  a  cemetery  was  im- 
consecrated,  and  a  clergyman  of  the 
Church  of  England  chose  to  perform  the 
Burial  Service  in  such  ground,  he 
should  not  be  subject  to  any  ecclesiastical 
or  civil  penalty  for  so  doing ;  but  this 
Bill  goes  a  great  deal  further  than  that, 
because  by  the  8th  section  it  provides 
that— 

Sir  R,  Auh$tQn  Cross 


"  When  the  burial  of  any  person  belimging 
to  any  parish  comprised  in  a  burial  district  for 
which  a  public  burial  ground  has  been  provided 
either  before  or  after  the  commencement  of 
this  Act*  takes  place  in  such  public  burial 
ground,  the  incunH>ent  of  such  parish  shall,  if 
required  so  to  do  in  writing  by  the  person 
having  the  conduct  of  the  bunal  of  such  person, 
be  under  the  same  obligation  to  perform  the 
funeral  service  over  such  person  as  he  would 
be  under  if  such  person  were  buried  in  the 
churchyard  of  the  parish." 

Now,  there  you  are  imposing  an  actual 
duty  upon  the  clergy  of  the  Church  of 
England  which  they  are  not  bound  to 
perform  at  the  present  time.  You  may 
say,  if  you  like,  that  if  there  is  a 
part  of  the  burial  ground  consecrated 
according  to  the  rites  of  the  Church  of 
England,  and  a  clergyman  is  required 
to  bury  in  that  particular  part,  he  shall 
be  compelled  to  do  so.  To  that  I  have 
no  objection;  but  to  say  that  a  clergy- 
man  shall  be  compelled  to  bury  in  un- 
consecrated ground  when  it  is  against 
his  conscientious  convictions,  although 
relieved  of  ecclesiastical  penalties,  is  to 
go  a  great  deal  further  than  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
wishes  to  go.  I  trust  that  in  this  re- 
spect, also,  some  alteration  will  be  made. 
Then  we  come  to  the  question  of  fees. 
I  am  not  going  to  argue  with  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  upon  the 
question.  It  seems  to  me  that,  although 
you  preserve  what  are  called  existing 
rights,  you  are,  step  by  step  and  little 
by  little,  taking  away  the  property  of 
the  clergy,  who,  in  the  long  run,  must 
lose.  Now,  Sir,  if  this  Burials  Bill 
passes,  we  must  bury  for  ever  this 
Burials  Question.  I  trust  that  if  the  Bill 
passes  with  the  alterations  which,  I 
think,  are  absolutely  necessary,  we  shall 
not  hear  of  the  question  any  more ;  that 
it  will  not  be  made  a  stepping-stone  to 
advance  some  other  attack  upon  the 
Church  of  England.  There  is  one 
matter  which  I  am  afraid  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  has  still  left 
improvided  for ;  it  was  provided  for  in 
the  Bill  which  was  brought  forward  by 
Lord  Beaconsfield's  Gt)vernment  many 
years  ago,  and  it  was  most  unfortunate 
the  provision  did  not  pass  into  law. 
By  the  law  of  England  at  the  present 
time,  although  a  person  has  a  right  to 
be  buried,  there  is  no  legal  liability  upon 
any  body  or  bodies  of  persons  to  provide 
a  burial  ground.  That  was  the  starting- 
point  of  the  Bill  which  Lord  Beacons- 
field's  Government  brought  forward.    I 
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do  not  tbink  it  is  generally  known,  but 
undoubtedly  it  is  tbe  case,  that  tbere  is 
no  law  to  compel  any  parish  or  anyone 
to  provide  a  bunal  ground,  boweyer 
much  it  is  wanted.  It  is  quite  true 
that  tbe  law  compels  you  to  provide  a 
Burial  Board,  or,  rather,  inyites  you  to 

Srovide  a  Burial  Board ;  but  there  is  no 
iw  which  compels  that  body  of  persons, 
or  any  Sanitary  Authority,  or  anyone 
else,  to  provide  a  burial  ground.   When 
I  was  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  one  or  two  cases  happened 
in  which  the   parish   churchyard  had 
been  dosed,  and  then  it  was  discovered 
that  there  was  no  power  to  compel  any- 
one to  provide  another  burial  place.     I 
know  one  place  where  there   was   no 
ground  in  which  a  person  had  a  right 
to  be  buried,  and  we  had  a  great  deal 
of  trouble  in  getting  over  the  point.     I 
am  sorry  that,  as  the  right  hon.    and 
learned  Gentleman  has  undertaken   to 
deal  with  the  Burial  Question,  he  has 
not  dealt   with   it   in  all  its  bearing. 
There  remains  this  great  blot  on  the 
law  of  England — that  the  duty  is  im- 
posed upon  no  one  of  providing  a  burial 
ground.     Surely  such  a  blot  ought  to 
be  removed  without  any  delay.     Per- 
haps I  may  be  allowed  to  go  back  to 
one  of  the  earlier  clauses  of  the  Bill  in 
order  to  ask  a  question  which  I  forgot  to 
put  at  the  commencement  of   my   re- 
marks. I  see  the  Burial  Authority  is  not 
to  be  bound  to  put  up  any  buildings  for 
the  performance  of  the  burial  services 
if  it  thinks  they  are  not  necessary.     I 
suppose  that  if  buildings  were  erected, 
they  would  be  intended  for  general  use; 
and  what  I  desire  to  ask  is  whether  the 
different  religious  bodies  may   put  up 
buildings  if  they  choose  ?    At  the  pre- 
sent time,  although  you  are  bound  to 
have  a  Ohurch  of  England  chapel  in  a 
cemetery,  you  can  have  other  chapels  as 
well,  and  they  may  be  charged  upon 
the  rates.     What  I  want  to  know  is 
whether  private  persons  may  be  allowed 
to  put  up  buildings  at  their  own  ex- 
pense, because,  if  they  are  not  to  be  so 
permitted,  you  will  make  a  very  great 
change  in  i^e  law  ?    Some  of  the  ceme- 
teries may  be  in  out-of-the-way  places, 
so  far  as  some  of  the  inhabitants  are 
concerned  ;  and  if  people  are  to  be  de- 
prived of  tiie  privilege  of  putting  up,  at 
their  own  expense,  chapels  which  may 
be  neoesscury  for  their  own  religious  ser- 
vicesy  I  maintain  you  impose  a  disability 
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upon  religious  bodies  which  I  do  not 
think  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man wishes  to  see  imposed. 

Mb.  TOMLINSON  (Preston):  After 
the  remarks  which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross)  has  made,  I  do 
not  propose  to  occupy  very  much  time 
by  any  observations  of  mine.     I  may 
say,  at  the  outset,  that  I  do  not  intend 
to  press  the  Motion  of  which  I   have 
eiven  Notice,   but  will  content  myself 
by  assisting  my  right  hon.  Friend  to 
obtain    in   Committee    the    alterations 
which    he    has  just  described    to   the 
House.    I  quite  agree  with  my  right 
hon.  Friend  that  the  provision  that  there 
shall  be  no  boundary  mark  between  the 
consecrated  and  unconsecrated  parts  of 
the  ground  may  lead  to  very  serious 
hardship.     I  may  illustrate  what  I  mean 
by  mentioning  what  is  the  practice  in 
some  cases.     In  Scotland,  for  instance, 
there  are  burial  grounds  which  are  un- 
consecrated, or  parts  of  which  are  un- 
consecrated.    It  often  happens  that  an 
Episcopalian,     desiring    to    be    buried 
there,  acquires  the  right  to  some  por- 
tion of  the  ground  as  a  family  grave, 
and  before  or  after  a  burial  takes  place 
a  form  of  consecration  is  gone  through. 
Graves  of  this  kind  frequently  have  a 
boundary  rail  round  them ;  and  I  take 
it  this  Bill  would  go  so  far  as  to  even 
prohibit  the  consecration  of  a  family 
grave,  because  it  happens  to  have  a 
boundary  round  it.     n  a  Burial  Board 
wants  to  have  a  burial  ground  which  is 
partly  consecrated  and  partly  unconse- 
crated, I  cannot  see  why  there  should 
be  any  objection  to  having  such  boun- 
daries as  would  distinguish  the  conse- 
crated from  the  unconsecrated  parts.  We 
hear  from  time  to  time  about  the  feel- 
ings of  Nonconformists  on  the  subject, 
and  I  do  not  say  that  these   feehnffs 
ought  not  to  be  respected.   But  Church- 
men have  a  very  strong  feeling  that 
their  relations  should  be  buried  in  con- 
secrated ground,  and  I  do  not  see  why 
we  should  be  left,  as  we  may  be  left  by 
this  Bill,  in  a  state  of  uncertainty  as  to 
whether  the  portion  of  ground  idlotted 
to  Uie  burial  of  our  dead  is  consecrated 
or  unconsecrated.   I  therefore  hope  that 
in  Committee  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  will 
allow  such  Amendments  of  this  clause 
as  will  give  more   freedom  of  action, 
especially  when  that  freedom  of  action  is 
controlled  by  that  which  is  the  legal 
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authority — namely,  the  Burial  Board. 
To  the  retrospective  character  of  two 
or  three  of  the  clauses  I  strongly  ob- 
ject. Clause  3,  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  E.  Assheton  Cross)  has 
dealt  with,  states  at  the  end — 

"  Provided  always,  that  the  conBecration  of 
raoh  burial  ground  or  part  thereof ,  whether  the 
same  has  taken  place  hefore  or  after  the  com- 
mencement of  this  Act  shaU  not  (saye  as  by 
this  Act  provided)  confer  any  right,  or  impose 
any  disability.*' 

I  do  not  know  why  existing  burial 
grounds  should  not  remain  under  exist- 
ing Burial  Acts.  It  may  be  yery  well 
to  make  different  regulations  for  new 
burial  grounds ;  but  I  am  unable  to  see 
any  just  reason  for  this  retrospective 
action  with  reference  to  existing  burial 
grounds,  especially  when,  as  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  said, 
the  existing  Act  has,  on  the  whole, 
worked  satisfactorily  and  well  in  re- 
spect to  the  present  burial  grounds. 
Again,  the  clause  dealing  with  build- 
ings is  retrospective  in  its  provisions. 
There  are  many  burial  grounds  in 
which  there  is  a  chapel  for  Church 
people,  another  chapel  for  Boman  Ca- 
tholics, and  a  third  cnapel  for  such  Non- 
conformists as  require  services.  Each 
of  these  chapels  is,  I  suppose,  fitted  and 
furnished  to  suit  the  services  of  the  par- 
ticular denomination  to  which  it  is  as- 
signed, and  I  do  not  see  why,  where 
these  buildings  already  exist,  you  should 
do  away  with  them.  I  hope,  therefore, 
that  we  may  strike  out  the  retrospective 
words,  especially  as  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  said  that  they 
were  not  in  the  original  draft  of  the 
Bill.  In  regard  to  what  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  said  as  to  Clause 
8,  it  appears  to  me  that  you  may  be 
putting  a  very  onerous  and  difficult  duty 
on  the  clergyman  of  the  parish,  because 
you  might  be  calling  him  away  from 
some  very  important  duty  in  connection 
with  his  own  church,  to  perform  the 
burial  service  in  a  cemetery  where  there 
is  already  a  chaplain  to  perform.  I 
think  that  these  are  conditions  which 
certainly  do  require  consideration ;  but, 
as  I  said,  I  do  not  propose  to  oppose 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  although 
I  hope  that  due  consideration  will  be 
given  to  these  points  in  Committee. 

Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester):  Previous 
Acts,  doubtless,  have  done  much  to- 
wards conciliation  in  this  matter ;  but  I 
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there  are  felt  to  be  some  imperfections 
which  this  Bill  is  intended  to  do  away 
with,  and  I  would  point  out  that,  if  the 
objections  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross)  are 
accepted  by  the  Government,  they  will 
do  very  much  to  mar  the  good  effect  of 
the  Bill.  Take,  for  instance,  the  very 
first  point  which  he  raises.  He  thinks 
it  would  be  wrong  to  provide  that  there 
should  be  no  division  between  the  con- 
secrated and  unconsecrated  ground. 
Now,  Sir,  I  do  not  wish  to  say  a  single 
word  of  disrespect  of  the  views  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  may  hold  in  regard 
to  the  value  of  being  buried  in  conse- 
crated ground.  I  can  quite  understand 
that  view,  if  I  do  not  agree  with  it ;  but 
the  hon.  Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Tom- 
linson),  as  well  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, will  agree  that  the  consecration  is 
intended  to  soothe  and  gratify  the  feel- 
ings or  sentiments  of  the  religious  com- 
munion who  value  it.  Surely  they  do 
not  wish  to  set  up  an  obvious  and  osten- 
tatious distinction  and  outward  sign  be- 
tween the  members  of  their  commu- 
nion and  other  Christians.  Surely  that 
cannot  be  a  gratification  to  Christian 
feeling.  They  desire  that  their  rela- 
tions and  themselves,  when  they  come 
to  die,  shall  be  buried  in  consecrated 
ground.  Well,  this  Bill  will  not  pre- 
vent them  being  so  buried.  All  the 
Bill  says  is,  that  there  shall  not  any 
longer  be  such  an  outward  mark  be- 
tween the  burial  places  of  the  different 
Christians  as  now  prevail  in  most  of  our 
cemeteries.  With  regard  to  the  3rd 
clause,  I  should  certainly  myself  agree 
that  it  is  very  undesirable  that  any 
Burial  Authority  should  have  the  power 
to  prevent  all  consecration.  But  I  do 
not  read  the  clause  in  that  sense.  It 
appears  to  me  that  what  is  provided  is, 
that  the  consent  of  the  Burial  Authority 
is  required  for  the  consecration  of  a 
particular  portion  of  the  ground  which 
it  is  desired  to  consecrate.  In  regard 
to  the  8th  clause,  against  which  con- 
siderable opposition  has  been  raised 
also,  I  cannot  personally  see  the  force 
of  the  objections.  I  find  that  it  merely 
requires  the  parson  of  the  parish  to  per- 
form a  service  in  unconsecrated  ground, 
when  called  upon  to  do  so  by  law. 
Well,  this  is  a  public  burial  ground, 
and  I  consider  that  the  public  clergy- 
man ought  to  be  called  upon  to  peHbrm 
the  service.    But  it  is  said  he  might  be 
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oalled  upon  to  do  so  against  his  oon- 
soienoe ;  but  I  have  never  heard  that  a 
clergyman  should  have  any  oonscience 
m  such  a  case  of  necessity.  If  a 
clergymen  accompanies  an  expedition  to 
some  foreign  country  and  one  of  the 
party  dies,  he  has  no  conscientious  ob- 
jection to  reading  the  burial  service  oyer 
the  deceased  when  interred  in  uncon- 
secrated  ground.  "Well,  if  the  law  im- 
poses such  a  necessity  in  England,  I 
cannot  see  what  objection  a  clergyman 
could  raise.  I  think  that  the  tone  of  the 
discussion  which  has  taken  place  shows 
how  far  the  bigotry  which  formerly 
existed  on  the  subject  has  been  done 
away  with,  and  wbat  a  vast  improve- 
ment in  public  feeling  has  taken  place. 
I  only  hope  that  the  measure  will  be 
passed,  and  accepted  as  a  finishing 
stroke  to  the  great  work  of  conciliation 
which  has  been  going  on  for  years. 

Mb.  BERE8F0RD  HOPE  (Cam- 
bridge University) :  In  considering  the 
very  smooth  speech  of  my  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Denbighshire  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  I 
own  I  cannot  clear  my  mind  of  a  great 
many  things  which  have  been  done  and 
said  during  the  last  year  or  so.  We  all 
of  us  know  that  a  heavier  attack  has 
been  made  during  the  autumn  upon  the 
Church  of  England  than  has  been  at- 
tempted for  many  years  past.  That 
being  the  case,  all  of  those  who  wish 
well  to  the  Church,  all  who  wish  to 
save  the  Church  and  shield  it  from  any 
further  depredation,  must  look  a  little 
more  specially — must  examine  a  little 
more  closely — than  they  would  other- 
wise have  done  at  these  ingenious  offers 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Church,  by  taking 
away  successive  privileges  of  the  Church, 
which  certain  candid  friends  of  the 
Church  are  always  willing  to  offer.  I 
own,  therefore,  that  I  could  not  accept 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend's  gift 
without  considering  it  all  round.  He 
seemed  to  think  that  sufficient  reason 
for  this  legislation  could  be  found  in  the 
fact,  announced  with  much  solemnity, 
that  six  years  have  elapsed  since  the 
last  Act  dealing  with  this  snbjeot  was 
passed;  and  so,  because  this  enormous 
period  of  six  years  has  gone  by,  the 
Church  is  again  to  be  harassed,  and  the 
Burial  Question,  which  we  thought  we 
had  seen  the  last  of,  and  which  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  him- 
self admits  we  have  tried  to  make  the 


best  of,  willy  because  six  years  only 
have  elapsed,  again  be  raised  in  its  en- 
tirety about  our  ears.  You  may  say 
that  the  question  which  this  Bill  raises 
is  a  small  one ;  but  if  it  is  a  small  one, 
the  grievance  with  which  it  deals  must 
be  small,  and  so  it  constitutes  an  un- 
necessary interference  and  produces  an 
uneasy  feeling  which  prevents  the  pos- 
sibility of  our  being  satisfied  with  any- 
thing as  a  final  settlement.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  spoke  last  took  excep- 
tion to  a  wall  being  placed  between 
the  consecrated  and  the  unoonsecrated 
ground,  and  did  not  seem  to  understand 
what  it  meant,  and  he  was  even  more 
disturbed  at  the  double  chapels.  Well, 
the  answer  is  that  the  arrangement 
which  does  not  content  him  is  a  record 
of  the  facts  of  the  case,  without  neces- 
sarily bringing  in  feelings  in  any  way. 
It  shows  which  is  the  consecrated  and 
which  is  the  unoonsecrated  ground. 
With  regard  to  the  chapels  in  ceme- 
teries, as  well  as  elsewhere,  they  are 
practical  buildings  for  performing  prac- 
tical rites.  The  rites  connected  with 
burial  in  the  Church  of  England  are 
one  thing,  and  the  rites  of  burial  out  of 
the  Church  of  England  are  another,  and 
that  is  the  reason  why  it  is  expedient 
that  there  should  be  different  buildings 
differently  arranged  for  each.  I  am  not 
going  to  enlarge  on  that  fact,  nor  to  de- 
fend the  frame  of  mind  which  sees  value 
in  it ;  but  I  am  simply  dealing  with  the 
statement  as  conclusive  evidence  that 
the  existence  of  two  chapels  in  no  way 
indicates  religious  hatred.  No  doubt, 
this  Bill  will  be  accepted  by  the  House  ; 
but  I  say,  and  I  say  it  very  strongly, 
that  it  is  an  altogether  unnecessary  in- 
terference. It  does  no  good  that  I  can 
see,  and  it  is  calculated  to  raise  an  un- 
pleasant feeling  on  the  part  of  those  who 
have  most  loyally,  and  at  the  cost  of 
their  own  feelings,  made  the  best  of  the 
Aot  of  1880.  That  being  so,  I  must  pro- 
test against  its  introduction. 

Mb.  AETHUR  0'CONNOR(Donegal, 
E.) :  I  was  glad  to  hear  from  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Osborne 
Morgan)  that  he  would  be  glad  to  con- 
sider any  proposal  or  Amendment  which 
may  be  brought  forward  in  the  Boman 
Catholic  interest  at  the  Committee  stage, 
and  it  is  on  that  understanding  that  we 
will  not  oppose  its  second  reading.  It  is 
clear,  that  if  the  Bill  were  to  pass  in  its 
present  form,  the  Catholics  of  England 
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and  Scotland  would  8a£Per,  perhaps,  in  a 
way  which  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  not  appreoiate,  but 
still  in  a  way  which  we  should  consider 
Tory  injurious.  I  hope,  therefore,  that 
Amendments  will  be  introduced  in  Com- 
mittee. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  24th  May. 

RETURNINO    OFFICERS'   CHARGES 

(SCOTLAND)   BILL.-[BiLL  188.] 

(Th$  Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  Solicitor  General  for 

Scotland,) 

SEOOm)  KEADINQ. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {The  Lord  Advocate,) 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire): 
I  do  not  rise  to  oppose  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill.  On  the  contrary,  I  think 
that  I  am  expressing  the  feelings  of  all 
the  Scotch  Members,  when  I  say  that 
we  are  very  much  indebted  to  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  for  intro- 
ducing a  measure  of  this  kind.  I 
merely  wish  to  call  attention  to  the 
charges  in  the  Schedule  of  the  Bill, 
which  are  altogether  too  high,  and  will 
require  to  be  very  much  modified  in 
Committee.  My  election  agent  informs 
me  that  the  rates  in  the  Schedule  of  this 
Bill  will  Tery  largely  increase  the  ex- 
penses, and  to  a  county  Member,  even  an 
non.  Member  informs  me  that  in  his  case 
if  only  two  candidates  contest  the  seat, 
the  scheduled  rates  will  nearly  double 
the  Eetuming  Officer's  expenses.  More- 
oyer,  I  would  point  out  that  the  Betum- 
ing  Officer  in  Scotland  is  an  official  of 
the  Crown,  and,  as  such,  is  very  well 
paid,  and  I  do  not  see  why  the  candi- 
date should  be  called  upon  to  pay  him 
for  disohareing  a  puluic  duty.  The 
Heturning  Officer  is  the  Sheriff  of  the 
county;  but  Ihe  Sheriff  of  the  county 
usually  resides  in  Edinburgh,  and  may 
either  perform  the  duty  himself,  or  leaye 
it  to  a  substitute.  Now,  according  to 
the  Bill,  the  candidates  are  expect^  to 
pay  for  the  Beturning  Officer  making 
the  joujmey  from  Edinburgh  to  the  oon- 
8tituen<^  ajid  back  again,  when  he 
thinks  proper.  At  this  moment,  how- 
eyeiy  I  will  not  enter  into  details.  I 
am  not  going   to  oppose    the  second 

J£r,  Arthwr  O*  Connor 


reading  of  the  Bill;  I  only  rise  to 
say  that  we  hope  to  cut  down  and  con- 
solidate the  expenses  in  Committee.  I 
understand  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B.  Bal- 
four) does  not  wish  to  increase  the  ex- 
penses of  elections,  and  I  can  assure  him 
that  in  that  he  will  be  yery  warmly 
supported  by  Members  from  Scotland. 
On  the  other  hand,  I  can  assure  him 
that  unless  something  is  done  to  cut 
down  the  expenses  as  they  appear  in 
the  Schedule,  it  will'  be  the  duty  of  the 
Scotch  Members  to  oppose  the  Bill 
altogether. 

The  LOBD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  (Clackmannan,  &c.):  I  am 
afraid  the  hon.  Member  for  Forfarshire 
is  under  some  slight  misapprehension, 
because  it  will  be  noticed  that  the 
charges  in  the  Schedule  are  not  charges 
authorized  to  be  made  unless  they  are 
absolutely  and  necessarily  incurred. 
They  are  the  maximum  charges  to  be 
made  by  the  Beturning  Officer;  but  they 
are  in  no  case  to  exceed  the  sums  ac- 
tually necessary  to  be  paid  or  payable. 
We  have  a  very  great  difficulty  in  Scot- 
land in  regard  to  a  hard  and-fast  line, 
because  the  conditions  vary,  and  the 
distances  vary  so  enormously ;  but,  not- 
withstanding that,  the  charges  in  the 
Schedule  are  not  higher  than  those  in 
England — even  the  maximum.  I  shall 
be  very  glad  to  have  the  advantage  of 
the  assistance  of  Scottish  Members  in 
cutting  down  the  charges  still  farther. 
One  great  difficulty  is  in  regard  to  tax- 
ing ;  but  in  this  measure,  I  think,  we 
have  introduced  something  where  the 
corresponding  English  measure  is  defec- 
tive, and  I  think  it  will  furnish  us  with 
a  very  effective  method  of  taxation.  It 
provides  that  the  power  of  taxing  shall 
be  with  the  Election  Judges — ^in  Scotland 
the  Central  Body — and  that  they  shall 
submit  the  charges  to  the  Court  of 
,  Quarter  Session,  who  will  require  strict 
evidence  of  the  necessity  of  every  charge 
made.  The  result  will  be  that,  most 
probably,  a  uniform  and  greatly  dimi- 
!  nished  and  very  moderate  scale  will  be 
established.  Yes,  I  say,  I  shall  be 
only  too  glad  to  have  the  assistance  of 
any  hon.  Friends  from  Scotland  in  this 
matter.  With  regard  to  what  has  been 
said  about  the  Sheriff,  it  is  quite  true 
that  he  is  a  '*  public  officer,"  and,  being 
so,  it  is  not  intended  he  should  receive 

payment  for  his  own  services.    On  look- 
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ing  at  the  Bill,  the  payment  will  be 
foand  to  be  a  neceesaiy  outlay  and  die- 
bnrsement.  On  all  matters  of  detail  I 
shall  be  yery  glad  to  meet  my  hon. 
Friends  where  it  is  possible. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 

MOTION. 


TIER  AlTD  HAnBOTTB  PROYISIOKAL  OKDEBS 
BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Aoland,  Bill  to  confirm 
certain  Proyisional  Orders  made  by  the  Board 
of  Trade,  under  ''The  General  Pier  and  Har- 
bour Act,    1861,"  relating   to  Ballyahannon, 
Bookie,  Coldingham,  Oullen,  Doverooart,  Dun- 
bar, Loch  Banza,  Ljnmouth,  Mevagissey,  New- 
lyn,  Penuth,  Saint  Ives,  Shanklin,  and  Wex- 
ford, ortkred  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Charles 
AclEuid  and  Mr.  Mundella. 
BilliTftfMfi/^,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  201.] 

Hoose  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
7\mday,  4th  May,  1886. 


QUESTIONS. 


CX)NTROVERTED  ELECTIONS— COR- 
RUPT ANB  ILLEGAL  PRACTICES-DE- 
CISIONS OF  THE  JUDGES. 

Mb.  H.  O.  BEID  (Aston  Manor) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  General,  II  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  decisions 
in  election  petitions  under  the  Corrupt 
I^ractices  Act,  and  to  the  unseating  of 
Members  in  constituencies  where  it  was 
proved  the  provisions  and  spirit  of  the 
Act  had  been  impressed  on  the  commit- 
tees by  the  candidates,  and  carried  out, 
with  trifling  exceptions  over  which  they 
had  no  direct  control,  and  which  did 
not  materially  affect  the  elections,  spe- 
cially:— Barrow  in  Eumess,  where  the 
flitting  Member  was  unseated  and  bur- 
dened with  heavy  expenses  because  re- 
freshments were  provided,  according  to 
evidence,  in  very  moderate  quantities, 
lor  actual  workers  on  the  day  of  the 
Section,  as  was  done  in  the  majority  of 
eonstitoenoies,  and  held  to  be  permis- 
eible  by  the  legal  authorities  who  pre- 


pared editions  of  the  Act  for  the  guid- 
ance of  candidates;  also  Ipswich  and 
Norwich,  where  the  elections  were  voided 
because  small  amounts  had  been  paid  or 
promised  by  irresponsible  members  of 
large  committees  without  the  cognizance 
and  contrary  to  the  instructions  of  the 
candidates  and  their  duly  appointed 
agents;  also  the  Stepney  Division  of 
the  Tower  Hamlets^  in  which,  although 
the  successful  candidate  retained  his 
seat,  he  was  mulcted  in  heavy  expenses; 
and,  whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  adopt  any  measure  for 
amending  or  explaining  the  Act  so  as 
to  prevent  such  uncertainty  in  the  future, 
and  the  infliction  upon  the  innocent  of 
heavy  penalties  ? 

Thb  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Ohables  Bttssell)  (Hackney,  S.},  in 
reply,  said,  that  the  cases  which  were 
mentioned  did  not  stand  precisely  in  the 
same  position.  With  regard  to  Barrow- 
in-Furness,  the  Member  was  unseated 
there  for  an  illegal  practice  in  the  form 
of  an  illegal  payment;  and,  under  the 
22nd  and  23rd  sections  of  the  Corrupt 
Practices  Act  of  1883,  the  Election 
Judges  might,  if  they  had  seen  flt  in  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  have  held  that 
it  was  no  sufficient  ground  for  unseating 
the  Member.  In  the  cases  of  Ipswich 
and  Norwich,  the  acts  there  were  cor- 
rupt practices,  but  of  a  very  small  kind 
unquestionably.  They  were  not  cases 
that  came  under  the  Corrupt  Practices 
Act  of  1883;  they  would  have  been 
grounds  for  unseating  a  Member  under 
the  prior  law.  When  the  Oorrupt  Prac- 
tices Bill  was  before  the  House,  nis  hon. 
Friend  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  moved 
a  clause  which  would  have  had  the  effect 
of  enabling  Judges  to  deal  with  small 
and  trivial  acts  of  corruption,  for  Which 
the  candidate  was  not  morally  responsible, 
in  the  same  way  as  under  the  22nd  and 
23rd  sections  of  the  Act  of  1883.  The 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend  upon  a 
division  was  negatived ;  and,  under  these 
circumstances,  he  could  not  say  that  the 
time  had  arrived  for  considering  any 
fresh  change  in  the  law  with  regard  to 
the  matter.  In  ordinary  litigation  costs 
followed  the  event,  umess  the  Judge 
who  tried  the  case  for  good  reasons  saw 
right  to  order  otherwise.  That  was  sub- 
stantially the  law  with  regard  to  Election 
Petitions — namely,  that  the  costs  were 
in  the  discretion  of  the  Judges,  and  the 
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GK)Temm6nt  did  not  see  that  any  better 
rale  could  be  made  applicable  to  that 
kind  of  cases. 

Mr.  H.  G.  RETD  gave  Notice  that  he 
would  on  an  early  day  call  attention  to 
the  decisions  under  the  Corrupt  Prac- 
tices Act,  and  move  a  Besolution. 

LAND  PUBCHASE  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1886 
-STATISTICS  OF  PURCHASES. 
Sm  GEORGE   CAMPBELL   (Kirk- 
caldy, ftc.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If 
he  can  state  the  total  rent  of  the  farms, 
the  purchase  of  which  for  £617,883  has 
been  sanctioned  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Land  Purchase  Act  of  1885,  and  the 
average  number  of  years  purchase  on 
the  gross  rent ;  and,  if,  in  tnat  respect, 
he  can  classify  the  large  and  small  farms, 
showing  the  number  of  years  purchase 
-  in  each  class  ? 

Thb  chief  secretary  (Mr.  John 
Mobley)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne),  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  total  rental  of  the  farms 
in  Ireland,  the  purchase  of  which  had 
been  sanctioned  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Land  Purchase  Act  of  1885,  was 
£35,714  14«.  9d.  a-year.  The  amount 
sanctioned  for  the  purchase  was  £617,833. 
Of  this  sum  £164,700  was  for  the  pur- 
chase of  farms  paying  a  rent  of  £100 
a-year  and  upwards,  representing  a  total 
rental  of  £9,860  4«.  lid, ;  and  £453,133 
was  for  the  purchase  of  farms  less  than 
£100  a-year,  representing  a  total  rental 
of  £25,853  19«.  lOd.  The  average  num- 
ber of  years'  purchase  of  the  gross  rent 
in  respect  of  each  class  of  holdings  was 
about  18.  It  should  be  explained  that 
in  some  instances  the  advances  sanc- 
tioned were  less  than  the  total  purchase- 
moneys — in  other  words,  that  part  of 
the  purchase-money  was  in  these  cases 
found  by  the  intending  purchasers  them- 
selves. 

POOR  LAW  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES)— 

LAW  OP  REMOVAL-CASE  OP  MARY 

ANN  A88ITER,  MAIDSTONE. 

Mb.  ISAACS  (Newineton,  Walworth) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  judgment  ffiven 
on  the  14th  April  last  in  the  High  Court 
of  Justice,  Queen's  Bench  Division,  in 
the  matter  of  an  appeal  by  the  Guar- 
dians of  the  Maidstone  Union  against 
an  order  of  removal  obtained  by  the 
Guardians  of  the   Holborn  Union  for 

The  Attonuy  General 


the  removal  of  Mary  Ann  Assiter,  a 
widow,  to  the  parish  of  Maidstone,  in 
the  Maidstone  Union,  the  result  of  such 
judgment  being  that  a  widow,  although 
her  husband  had  paid  rates  and  taxes 
in  any  particular  parish,  is  not  allowed 
to  have  the  advantage  of  a  settlement 
so  obtained,  but  is  removable  to  the 
place  of  her  birth  in  any  part  of  Great 
Britain  or  Ireland  unless  she  has  ac- 
quired a  settlement  as  a  widow,  or  be- 
fore marriage;  and,  whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
to  introduce  a  measure  to  remedy  the 
present  state  of  the  Law  as  regards  the 
removal  of  the  poor  as  at  present  de- 
fined? 

The  president  (Mr.  Staitsfeld) 
(Halifax) :  I  have,  as  yet,  only  seen  a 
very  brief  note  of  the  judgment  in  the 
case  referred  to.  When  the  decision  is 
reported,  the  question  will  recei?e  the 
consideration  of  the  Board. 

VACCINATION  LAWS— REPEATED  PRO- 
SECUTIONS-CASE OF  CHARLES 
HAYWARD,  ASHFORD,  KENT. 
Mk.  ROBINSON  (Gloucester)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  it  is  true  that 
Charles  Hayward,  mechanic,  of  Ash- 
ford,  Kent,  has  been  summoned  before 
the  magistrates  of  that  town  fourteen 
times  within  twelve  months,  and  fined 
seven  times  by  them  for  neglect  to  vac- 
cinate one  and  the  same  child ;  whether 
he  will  remit  the  seventh  penalty  of 
20«.  and  12«.  costs  imposed  on  the  Idth 
of  April ;  and,  whether  he  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  of  this  House  a  letter,  dated 
the  18th  of  March  last,  addressed  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor  by  Mr.  Baker,  who  was 
counsel  in  the  case  on  the  thirteenth 
summons,  calling  attention  to  the  ille- 
gality of  the  proceedings  ? 

The  SECEETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Childers)  (Edinburgh,  S.):  In  reply 
to  my  hon.  Friend,  I  have  to  say  that 
this  question  has  been  for  some  time 
before  the  Local  Gx)?emment  Board, 
which  Department,  and  not  the  Home 
Office,  it  really  concerns.  As  far  as 
any  remission  of  penalty  is  concerned,  I 
see  no  reason  to  recommend  the  indul- 
gence of  the  Crown  in  favour  of  any 
person  who  persistently  refuses  to  com* 

Sly  with  the  law.  I  will  ask  the  Lord 
Chancellor  whether  he  has  any  objec* 
tion  to  lay  the  letter  referred  to  upon 
the  Table ;  but  I  should  greatly  doubt 
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whether  his  doing  so  would  be  in  accord- 
ance with  custom. 

Mb.  BOBINSON  asked,  did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  imply  censure  upon  the 
Circular  issued  by  the  Local  Gbvemment 
Board  to  the  Guardians  at  Evesham  ? 

Mb.  OHTTiPERS  said,  he  implied  no 
censiure  upon  anybody  or  anything.  The 
question  was  one  for  the  Local  Gbvem- 
ment  Board. 

PEAOE  PRESERVATION  (IRELAND) 
ACT. 

Mb.  lewis  (Londonderry)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  the  Goyemment 
intend  to  ask  the  House  to  renew  the 
Arms  Act  (Ireland)  which  expires  on  the 
1st  June  next ;  and,  whether  such  Bill 
will  be  introduced  so  as  to  give  a  pros- 
pect of  its  being  passed  into  Law  before 
the  1st  June  ?  He  wished  to  add,  if  the 
House,  would  allow  him  to  do  so,  whe- 
ther, supposing  the  Qovernment  renew 
the  Act,  will  it  be  a  new  Act  or  merely  a 
continuance  of  the  old  Act,  and  also  for 
what  time  it  will  run  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECEETARY  (Mr.  John 
Mobley)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) :  I  have 
a  Notice  on  the  Paper  to-day,  for  leave 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  this  evening  for  a 
further  renewal,  for  a  limited  period,  of 
the  Peace  Preservation  Act  of  1881.  On 
the  Motion  that  "Leave  be  given,"  I 
should  not  propose  to  make  a  speech. 
The  Bill  is  a  very  short  one,  and  ^ould 
I  obtain  leave,  I  propose,  of  course,  with 
the  consent  of  hon.  Gentlemen  from 
Ireland  both  above  and  below  the  Gang- 
way, to  put  down  the  second  reading  of 
fhe  Bill  so  early  as  Thursday.  The  Bill 
is  one  of  only  two  clauses,  and  I  think 
it  should  become  law  before  the  Ist  of 
June. 

Subsequently, 

Mb.  sexton  (SUgo,  8.)  asked,  whe- 
tiier,  in  the  first  instance,  there  was  a 
reason  why  no  statement  would  be  made 
as  to  why  the  Bill  was  proposed  to  be  in- 
troduced ;  and,  secondly,  considering  the 
fact  that  a  number  of  Irish  Members 
were  absent,  the  Chief  Secretary  would 
consent  to  take  the  second  reading  not 
earlier  than  Monday  next  ? 

Mb.  JOHN  MOBLEY:  I  should 
hare  preferred  to  make  no  statement 
until  the  second  reading.  If  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen above  and  below  the  Gangway 
think  it  too  early  if  I  put  down  the 


second  reading  on  Thursday,  I  will  post- 
pone it  to  Monday. 

GBEEGE  AND  THE  POWEBS. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS- BEACH 
(Bristol,  W.) :  I  gave  Notice  yesterday 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that 
I  intended  to-day  to  ask  the  Goyem- 
ment, whether  they  were  able  to  make 
any  statement  to  Uie  House  as  to  the 
relations  between  the  Great  Powers  and 
Greece,  and  when  Papers  on  the  subject 
would  be  presented  ? 

Thb  first  lord  of  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  (Edin- 
burgh.  Mid  Lothian) :  In  answer  to  the 
Question  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  I 
have  to  say,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  the  House  is  well  aware,  a  Collec- 
tive Note,  on  the  part  of  the  Powers, 
was  addressed  to  Greece,  and  a  time  was 
fixed  within  which  an  answer  would  be 
received,  or  other  consequences  would 
follow.  That  time  expired  at  5  o'clock 
yesterday  afternoon ;  and,  since  then,  we 
have  received  no  definite  news  whatever. 
Under  the  circumstances,  the  House  will 
see  that  it  is  obvious  the  time  has  not 
arrived  for  me  to  make  any  further  reply, 
though,  probably,  I  may  be  able  to  do 
so  before  any  length  of  time  has  elapsed. 
But  this  I  may  say,  that  the  answer  that 
was  sent  by  the  Goyemment  of  Greece 
to  the  Collective  Note,  and  which  has 
been  before  each  of  the  Powers,  is,  in 
the  opinion  of  all  of  them,  not  an  ade- 
quate, or  a  satisfactory  one.  As  to 
Papers,  it  is  difficult  to  say,  just  now, 
when  it  will  be  most  convenient  to  pre- 
sent them ;  but  I  may  say  that  in  a  very 
short  time  indeed,  Papers  will  be  pre- 
sented, and  in  two  or  three  days  I  shall 
be  able  to  give  a  more  definite  answer. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH  : 
Perhaps  I  will  repeat  the  Question  on 
Thursday. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  will  do  what  I 
can. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

SiB  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  &c.)  asked  the  Prime  Minister, 
Whether  the  Crofters'  Bill  would  be  the 
first  Order  on  Thursday  ? 

The  first  LORD  of  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Guldstonb)  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian) :  I  believe  the  an- 
nouncement has  just  been  made  that  it 
was  proposed  to  take  the  Railway  Rates 
Bill  first  on  Thursday. 
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Ifa.  FBA8EB-MA0EINT0SH  said, 
that  for  reasons  he  had  mentioned  to  die 
Lord  Advocate  he  begged  to  ask  him  to 
be  good  enough  to  postpone  Report  of 
tiie  Vote  for  Sheriffs'  expenses  till  Thurs- 
day. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  (Clackmannan,  &c.)y  in  reply, 
said,  that  he  understood  that  the  par- 
ticular Vote  referred  to  might  be  post- 
poned till  Thursday  without  inoonyeni- 
enoe. 

MOTIONS. 


TOBACCO. 


HOTION  FOB  A  SELEOT  OOHMITTEB. 

Mb.  MACFARLANE  (ArgyU\  in 
rising  to  call  attention  to  the  adultera- 
tion of  Tobacco,  and  the  mode  in  which 
duty  is  now  levied  upon  it,  and  to 
move— 

<'  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  working  and  effect  of  the  pre- 
sent system  of  levying  Duty  upon  Tobacco ;  to 
consider,  haying  due  regard  to  Revenue  re- 
quirements, whether  any  change  should  be  in- 
troduced, and  to  inquire  and  report  upon  the 
exoeesiye  use  of  moisture  contained  in  manu- 
factured Tobacco," 

said,  that  having  entered  fully  into  the 
subject  as  regarded  the  differential 
duties  imposed  upon  this  article  on  the 
Idth  of  May,  1884,  he  did  not  propose, 
on  the  present  occasion,  to  do  more  than 
show  a  primd  faeie  case  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Select  Committee,  which,  if 
the  Government  granted,  woiild  inquire 
into  all  the  detaik  with  regard  to  adul- 
teration and  duty.  On  the  former  occa- 
sion, the  15th  of  May,  1884,  to  which 
he  had  referred,  a  Member  of  the  late 
Parliament,  who  was  also  a  tobacco 
manufacturer  (Mr.  Wills),  told  him  that 
if  he  carried  his  Motion,  he  would  ruin 
every  tobacco  manufacturer  in  England. 
He  had  no  wish  to  do  that ;  but  he  be- 
lieved there  were  grievances  and  ano- 
malies connected  with  the  present  system 
which  ought  to  be  removed,  and  he  could 
assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  he  had 
no  desire  to  make  a  raid  upon  the  Be- 
venue.  He  recognized  tha^  in  existing 
circumstances,  a  large  revenue  Arom 
tobacco  was  a  necessary  evil.  All  he 
wished  for  was  to  see  whether  it  was 
possible,  by  a  more  equitable  system  of 
levying  the  duties,  to  get  a  better  quality 
of  the  article  for  the  majority  of  tiie 


consumers  without  exposing  the  Be- 
venue  to  any  loss,  fiy  law  aSl  adultera- 
tion, except  with  water,  was  prohibited; 
but  any  quantity  of  water  was  allowed 
to  be  added,  and  the  result  was,  that  the 
tobacco  which  was  sold  to  the  poorer 
classes  was  about  half  water.  A  few 
samples  of  tobacco,  22  in  number,  had 
been  analyzed  for  him  to  show  what 
proportions  of  water  they  (K>ntaiiied. 
In  No.  1  sample,  a  bird's  eye  tobacco, 
at  5«.  a-pound,  the  analyist  found  from 
5  to  8  per  cent  of  water;  in  tobacco 
No.  2,  at  4«.  %d.y  from  10  to  14  per  cent ; 
in  tobacco  No.  3,  at  3«.  10(^.,  from  21  to 
26  per  cent ;  in  tobacco  No.  4,  at  3«.  4(^., 
from  40  to  45  per  cent ;  in  tobacco  No.  5, 
at  d«.  2i.,  from  45  to  50  per  cent; 
while  tobacco  No.  6,  the  lowest  priced 
article,  sold  at  3«.  \d.  a-pound,  con- 
tained from  55  to  60  per  cent  of  water. 
The  three  lowest  qualities  in  his  list  re- 
presented three-fifths  of  the  whole  of  the 
tobacco  consumed  in  this  country,  and 
they  were  almost  exclusively  used  by  the 
working  classes.  In  these  the  lowest 
percentage  of  water  was  44,  and  the 
highest  53.  The  ordinary  tobacco  con- 
sumed by  the  working  classes  was  sold 
across  the  counter  at  Zd,  an  ounce,  which 
was  4«.  a-pound ;  but  the  working  man 
got  only  50  per  cent  of  tobacco  for  his 
money,  and,  consequently,  he  really  paid 
8«.  a- pound  for  the  tobacco  he  con- 
sumed ;  while  the  richer  classes  paid  5«. 
and  6«.  a-pound  and  got  92  per  cent  of 
pure  tobacco.  He  thought  that  was  a 
great  and  strong  proof  that  the  working 
classes  had  a  considerable  grievance  in 
the  matter,  and  that  a  serious  injustice 
was  done  them  respecting  it.  They  were 
entitled,  as  far  as  the  necessities  of  tlie 
Bevenue  would  permit,  to  get  the  best 
article  they  could  for  their  money ;  and 
yet  they  paid  a  higher  price  than  the 
rich  did  for  the  very  finest  tobacco. 
[<'  Ob,  oh !  "]  He  said  that  the  working 
classes  paid  25  per  cent  more  for  their 
tobacco  than  probably  most  Members  of 
the  House  did  for  the  tobacco  they  oon- 
Bumed.  The  total  quantity  of  pure 
tobacco  imported  into  this  country  in 
1883  was  49,000,000  lbs. ;  but  the  total 
amount  of  manufactured  tobacco  sold 
over  the  counter  was  84,000,000  lbs., 
showing  that  the  addition  made  by  water 
was  35,000,000  lbs.  At  3«.  %d.  a-pound 
that  would  represent  a  revenue  of 
£6,000,000  sterling.  In  his  opinion^ 
the  duty  on  tobacco  ought  not  to  be 
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charged  simply  by  weight.  It  should 
be  an  ad  valorem  duty.  A  former  Ohaa- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer  said,  some  time 
ago,  that  this  country  had  for  ever  given 
up  ad  valorem  duties ;  but  that  was  hardly 
80,  as  they  were  still  imposed  on  wines.  It 
was  not  fair  or  equitable  that  a  penny  or  a 
twopenny  cigar  should  pay  the  same  duty 
as  one  sold  at  U,  or  Is.  Sd,  At  the  same 
time,  he  did  not  advocate  a  minute  sys- 
tem of  ad  valorem  duties,  which  would 
give  g^reat  trouble.  In  the  Wine  Duties 
diere  were  great  leaps  and  wide  in- 
tervals, and  it  might  be  so  in  the  case 
of  tobacco.  The  rich  man's  cigar  ought 
to  be  more  heavily  taxed  than  that  of 
the  poor  man.  He  objected  also  to  the 
protective  duty  on  foreign  manufactured 
tobacco.  If  we  took  100  lbs.  of  tobacco 
manufactured  in  this  country,  it  would 
contain  50  lbs.  of  duty  paid  leaf;  and 
the  duty  payable  upon  that  was  £8  15«. 
Upon  100  lbs.  of  imported  tobacco  with 
the  moisture  in  it,  not  only  was  the 
moisture  charged  with  duty,  which  was 
not  the  case  with  the  article  manufac- 
tured at  home,  but  U.  4d,  per  pound 
more  duty  was  imposed,  and  the  result 
was  that  100  lbs.  of  manufactured  tobacco 
imported  into  the  United  Kingdom  would 

Say,  instead  of  £8  15«.,  £24  3«.  of  duty, 
he  result  was  protection  to  the  home 
nuuiufacturer  to  the  extent  of  £15  8«.  4d, 
upon  every  100  lbs.  of  tobacco,  at  the 
cost  of  the  consumer,  which  meant  that 
the  manufacturers  were  thus  enabled  to 
fatten  on  the  masses  of  the  people.  If 
this  country  was  to  have  Protection,  let 
them  say  so;  but  let  them  not  pre- 
tend that  they  had  Free  Trade,  when 
they  had  not.  Let  that  be  clearly 
understood.  As  he  had  before  ob- 
served, an  eminent  tobacco  manufac- 
turer said  to  him  in  the  House  when  he 
brought  this  subject  forward — "  If  you 
succeed  in  your  MotioD,  you  will  ruin 
every  tobacco  manufacturer  in  the  United 
Kingdom."  He  (Mr.  Macfarlane)  un- 
derstood that  assurance  to  mean  that 
the  tobacco  trade  was  fattening  on  the 
bad  Customs'  laws  that  existed.  At 
the  same  time,  the  then  Ohancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  said  that  his  (Mr.  Maoflar- 
lane's)  figures  were  accurate,  and  the 
hon.  Member  referred  to  said  that  he 
agreed  with  all  that  had  fallen  from  the 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  If  the 
analvses  he  had  submitted  were  correct, 
sura^  there  was  a  fair  case  for  inquiry, 
andy  when  it  was  established,  for  pro- 


hibition. Not  only  did  the  water  put 
into  the  tobacco  defraud  the  poor  man, 
but  the  effect  of  the  excessive  wetting  it 
received  was  to  spoil  the  article.  In 
order  to  keep  up  the  weight  the  retail 
traders  were  obliged  to  continue  the 
process  of  saturation,  and  the  tobacco 
was  soaked  until  it  was  like  sponge  when 
it  was  put  into  the  pipe.  It  was  almost 
impossible  for  one  honest  manufacturer 
to  live.  The  only  way  to  obtain  honesty 
was  to  make  it  compulsory  on  all.  There 
was,  at  all  events,  a  case  for  inquiry  as 
to  whether  we  could  not  prevent  this 
gross  adulteration  to  the  detriment  of 
the  poor,  and  make  the  duties  paid  by 
the  rich  and  the  poor  more  equitable 
without  doing  injury  to  the  Bevenue. 
If  we  adopted  the  American  system,  as 
he  would  suggest  we  might,  we  should 
probably  receive  a  larger  revenue  and 
secure  the  supply  of  a  better  quality  of 
tobacco  to  the  people.  He  challenged 
contradiction  on  the  facts  he  had  stated, 
and  maintained  that  the  state  of  things 
at  present  existing  was  a  scandal,  and  it 
was  in  order  to  end  it  that  he  now  made 
the  Motion  of  which  he  had  given  No- 
tice. 

Mb.  ETLANDS  (Burnley),  in  second- 
ing the  Motion,  said,  that  he  did  so  on  the 
ground  that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Argyll  (Mr.  Macfarlane)  had 
made  out  a  good  prtmd  facte  case  which 
would  justify  inquiry.  There  could  be 
no  doubt  that  there  was  a  large  amount 
of  water  in  manufactured  tobacco,  which 
had  unfairly  to  be  paid  for  by  those 
who  consumed  it.  It  would  be  of 
great  advantage  if  the  duty  could  be 
imposed  on,  say,  a  pound  weight  of  the 
pure  material,  instead  of  on  about  three- 
fourths  as  at  present.  The  Tobacco 
Duty  also  ought  to  be  altered  in  such  a 
way  as  to  impose  an  additional  duty  on 
the  expensive  tobacco  used  by  the 
luxurious  smoker,  as  against  that  placed 
upon  the  inferior  article  used  by  the 
working  and  humbler  portions  of  the 
population.  If  there  was  any  ground 
for  the  contention  that  tobacco  manu- 
facturers enjoyed  the  benefits  of  protec- 
tion, he  hoped  steps  would  be  tf^en  to 
abolish  such  a  system,  because  he  did  not 
see  why  they  should  enjoy  a  privilege  of 
this  kind  over  other  traders  of  the  coun- 
try. On  the  case  submitted  by  the  hon. 
Member  he  thought  there  was  ground 
for  inquiry.  The  matter  ought  to  be 
thoroughly  thrashed  out  before  a  Oom- 
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mittee  of  this  House,  and  he  therefore 
hoped  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  would  be 
granted. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  working  and  efifeot  of  the  pre- 
sent  system  of  levying  Daty  upon  Tobacco  ;  to 
consider,  baring  due  regard  to  Bevenue  re- 
quirements, whether  any  change  should  be  in- 
troduced, and  to  inquire  and  report  upon  the 
excessive  use  of  moisture  contained  in  manu- 
factured Tobacco.*'— (Jfr.  Maefarlane,) 

The  SEOEETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Hbnry  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  said,  he  thought  the 
House  would  agree  with  him  that  when 
they  had  a  very  large  revenue  of  be- 
tween £8,000,000  and  £9,000,000  arising 
from  a  particular  article  the  collection 
and  administration  of  which  had  not 
only  been  carefully  considered  by  the 
competent  servants  of  the  Crown,  but 
also  by  successive  Chancellors  of  the 
Exchequer,  belonging  to  both  political 
Parties,  from  1844,  when  the  question 
was  first  raised,  down  to  1863  when  the 
present  system  was  practically  adopted 
— when  they  had  a  fiscal  system,  which 
W€W  working  without  friction — was  pro- 
ducing that  very  large  revenue — was 
inflicting  no  injury  on  any  class  of  the 
community,  and  was  working  satisfac- 
torily as  between  the  manufacturers,  the 
importers,  and  the  Treasury,  it  was  a 
very  undesirable  thing  to  disturb  fiscal 
arrangements  of  that  sort,  even  by  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee  of  Inquiry. 
The  hon.  Member  who  introduced  the 
subject  had  made  some  strong  assertions 
in  the  course  of  his  speech ;  but  he  had 
made  out  no  great  or  urgent  case  for  in- 
quiry. There  was  another  question  of 
a  practical  character  to  be  considered. 
The  present  Parliament  had  appointed 
more  Select  Committees  than  any  previous 
Parliament  had  ever  appointed  in  such 
a  short  space  of  time.  Even  if  the  case 
were  10  times  stronger  than  it  was,  he 
thought  the  House  would  not  be  well 
advised,  if  it  were  to  agree  to  an  in- 
crease in  the  number  of  its  Committees. 
The  case  of  the  hon.  Member  was  three- 
fold ;  he  had  based  his  case  on  adultera- 
tion, protection,  and  the  unsatisfactory 
mode  of  levying  the  duty  upon  tobacco. 
The  hon.  Member  stated  that  there  was 
a  large  amount  of  water  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  tobacco.  He  (Mr.  Henry 
H.  Fowler)  was  not  a  tobacco  manufac- 
turer himself  nor  a  tobacco  consumer, 

Mr.  Rylandi 


and,  therefore,  his  testimony  was  per- 
haps tainted  with  a  little  ignorance.  He 
was  informed,  however,  that  there  was 
no  article  of  conaamption  in  this  country 
at  the  present  time  which  was  more  free 
from  adulteration  than  tobacco.  The  hon. 
Member,  ashe(Mr.Henry  H.  Fowler)  had 
said,  complained  of  thequantity  of  water 
that  was  to  be  found  in  that  article; 
but  he  could  assure  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  it  was  practically  impossible  to 
manufacture  tobacco  in  a  dry  condition. 
The  opinion  of  the  authorities  was  that 
there  was  an  average  amount  of  moisture 
in  the  tobacco  of  something  like  35  per 
cent.  But,  taking  the  premisses  of  the 
hon.  Member,  he  would  admit,  for  the 
sake  of  argument,  that  there  was  too 
much  water  used.  Who  was  to  draw 
the  line  between  the  use  of  sufficient 
moisture  and  too  much  ?  What  Govern- 
ment authority  was  to  step  in  and  say 
to  the  manufacturer,  this  article  should 
contain  only  so  much  moisture  ?  There 
were  600  tobacco  manufacturers  in  Eng- 
land, each  of  whom  would  require  to  be 
placed  under  Government  supervision. 
For  that  purpose  an  army  of  Excise 
officers  would  oe  needed ;  and  not  only 
would  they  have  to  superintend  the 
manufacturer  of  tobacco,  but  they  would 
have  to  watch  the  dealers,  who  num- 
bered quite  300,000  persons.  This  large 
trading  interest  would  resent  an  inter- 
ference of  this  description,  and  would 
say  that  they  knew  how  to  carry  onHheir 
trade,  being,  as  they  were,  subject  to  the 
general  law  with  regard  to  adulteration. 
The  Inland  Revenue  Authorities  also 
said  that,  judging  from  past  experience, 
a  restriction  of  the  kind  proposed  with 
regard  to  the  amount  of  water  could  not 
be  carried  out  by  them,  and  would  result 
in  failure.  The  relationsbetween  vendor 
and  purchaser  and  manufacturer  and 
consumer  were  that  of  the  ordinary  com- 
petition of  trade ;  and  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  say  that  there  should  be  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  water  in  the  tobacco 
would  be  to  go  outside  the  proper  func- 
tion of  a  Government. 

Mb.  MACFARLANE  :  I  do  not  pro- 
pose that  the  Government  should  in- 
terfere with  the  quantity  of  water,  but 
that  they  should  charge  duty  on  the 
water. 

Mr.  henry  H.  fowler  said,  the 
case  of  the  hon.  Member  was  that  there 
was  an  amount  of  adulteration  in  to- 
bacco which  called  for  the  appointment 
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of  aSelectCommittee.  His  oontention,  on 
the  other  hand,  was  that  no  such  case  of 
adulteration  had  been  made  out;    and 
the  question  of  excess  or  not  of  water 
was  not  one  for  legislation,  but  should 
be  dealt  with  in  another  manner.     As 
to  protection,  he  would  tell  the  House 
what  the  duties  on  tobacco  were.    The 
duty  on  unmanufactured  tobacco 
either  3«.   6i.,  or,  if  it  contained 
than  10  per  cent  of  moisture,  d«.  lOd. ; 
the  datj  on  cigars,  &c.,  5«.  6d.;  and 
other  tobacco,  4«.  lod.    The  only  arbi- 
trary figure  was  the  amount  of  duty 
levied  on  the  raw  material.    In  1863, 
when  the  present  Prime  Minister  was 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that  mat- 
ter was  most  carefully  considered ;  and 
the  judgment  arrived  at  was  that,  look- 
ing to  lul  the  circumstances  of  the  case, 
when  the    English    manufacturer  was 
charged  a  duty  on  the  raw  material  of 
3«.  2d,,  and  the  imported  article  was 
charged  Ss.  lOd,,  the  duties  were  practi- 
cally the  same ;  there  was  no  protection 
whatever  for  the  home  manufacturer. 
The  very  highest  and  most  competent 
skill  had  been  directed  to  adjusting  the 
duties,  so  as  to  put  the  manufactured 
article  on  the  same  level  as  the  unmanu- 
factured, and  that  they  should  both  con- 
tribute as  nearly  as  possible  the  same 
amount  to  the  Eevenue.    Bef  erenoe  had 
been  made  to  Indian  manufactured  to- 
bacco coming  into  this  country;  but  a 
former  Member  for  Coventry  (the  late 
Mr.   Wills),   who  was   especially  con- 
versant with  the  matter,  had  stated,  in 
the  debate  on  that  subject  in  1884,  that 
under  no  circumstances,  short  of  a  Pre- 
ferential Duty,   could    Indian    tobacco 
have  any  chance  of  obtaining  a  ready 
sale  in  this  country,  on  account  of  its 
inferior  quality.    Another  question  that 
had  been  raised  related  to  the  quality  of 
the  duty  levied  on  various  dasses  of 
tobacco.     It  had  been  stated  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  1884, 
said  they  had  abandoned  the  principle 
of  ad  vahrsm  duties,  and  the  case  of  the 
Wine  Duties  had  been  mentioned   as 
being  inconsistent  with  that  assertion. 
But  they  levied  no  ad  vaicr^m  duties  on 
wine,    the    duty    was    levied    on    the 
strength,  and  not  on  the  price  of  wine. 
On  the  first  impression  he  should  be  in- 
clined to  agree  that  they  should,  if  pos- 
sible, impose  a  higher  duty  on  the  ex- 
pensive Article  than  on  the  inferior  one ; 
but  there  were  a  good  many  questions 
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to  be  considered.  If  they  put  a  higher 
duty  than  6s.  6d.,  which  was  the  present 
charge,  on  cigars,  the  effect  of  that 
might  be  to  decrease  the  number  of 
persons  who  smoked  the  better  class  of 
cigars,  and  to  increase  the  number  who 
consumed  the  inferior,  and  so  to  decrease 
the  revenue.  On  that  point,  however, 
he  expressed  no  opinion;  but  he  thought 
it  was  one  worthy  of  consideration,  and 
would  promise  that  it  would  receive 
attention  from  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  That,  however,  was  not  a 
matter  for  a  Select  Committee,  but 
rather  for  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer and  the  Bevenue  Authorities ;  and 
he  did  not  think  that  the  hon.  Member 
had  made  out  any  case  of  injustice,  in- 
equality, or  unfairness  in  the  mode  of 
levying  them  that  would  justify  the 
House  in  disregarding  the  opinion  of 
those  who,  under  successive  Qovem- 
ments,  had  been  concerned  in  the  collec- 
tion of  those  duties.  Under  all  the  cir- 
cumstances, therefore,  he  did  not  think 
that  in  the  month  of  May,  with  the 
number  of  Committees  already  appointed, 
a  case  had  been  made  out  for  granting  a 
Committee. 


Question  put,  and  negatived. 

OPIUM.— RESOLCTTION. 
Sib  JOSEPH  PEASE  ^Durham,  Bar- 
nard Castle) :  I  rise,  Sir,  lor  the  purpose 
of  calling  attention  to  the  cultivation  of 
the  poppy  in  India,  and  the  manufacture 
and  trade  in  opium  by  the  Government 
of  India ;  and  of  moving — 

**  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Honse,  it  is  ex- 
pedient that  the  Indian  (Government  should 
take  measures  to  terminate  gradually  its  direct 
connection  with  the  cultivation  of  the  poppy, 
and  the  manufacture  of  and  trade  in  opium,  and 
that  it  should  use  the  powers  that  it  possesses  to 
prohibit  in  British  India  the  cultivation  of  the 
popp^,  except  to  supply  the  legitimate  demand 
of  opium  for  medical  purposes.''^' 

I  have  been  very  anxious  to  bring  before 
Parliament  a  question  in  reference  to 
which  I  have  laboured  for  some  years 
past,  and  as  to  which  I  think  I  may 
venture  to  say  that  those  who  have  co- 
operated with  me  have  not  altogether 
laboured  in  vain.  In  dealing  with  the 
Opium  Question  to-night,  I  desire  to  lay 
down  two  propositions  which  I  intend  to 
try  to  prove.  The  first  is,  that  cultivating 
the  poppy  and  dealing  in  this  trade 
by  the  Inoian  Gk>vemment  is  contrary  to 
tiiose  moral  rules  which  ought  to  govern 
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oivilized  nations — that  it  is  contrary  to 
the  laws  which  ought  to  influence  the 
feelings  of  mankind,  one  towards  the 
other ;  and  that  upon  economical  grounds 
it  is  contrary  to  the  financial  interests  of 
the  great  country  over  which  Providence 
has  placed  us.  On  former  occasions  I 
have  brought  before  the  House  the  ques- 
tion of  the  great  quantity  of  opium 
which  we  were  sending  to  China,  and  I 
have  endeavoured  to  show  what  the 
effect  of  the  trade  was  upon  the  people 
of  that  country,  and  how  demoralizing 
it  was  to  them.  But  the  ground  upon 
which  I  endeavoured  to  argue  was,  tiiiat 
we  had  no  right  whatever  to  force  that 
opium  into  China  against  the  wishes  of 
the  Chinese  people,  and  that  we  were 
bound  to  treat  China  as  we  should  treat 
Germany  or  France  or  any  other  in- 
dependent Power  on  a  footing  of 
equality  with  ourselves.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have,  to  some  degree,  ac- 
cepted the  view  which  I  and  those  who 
have  supported  me  entertained,  because 
while  many  of  us  have  been  compelled 
to  find  fault  with  the  manner  in  which 
various  Governments  have  previously 
refused  to  recognize  the  Chefoo  Conven- 
tion, that  Convention  has  now,  after 
having  been  in  abeyance  from  1876 
until  1885,  at  last  been  ratified,  and  a 
Treaty  has  been  made  with  the  Chinese 
for  Bve  years.  With  that  Treaty  the 
Chinese  Government  are,  I  believe,  con- 
tent. China  has,  I  think,  taken  the 
Treaty  as  the  best  she  could  get,  rather 
than  all  she  deserves  to  have.  The 
Treaty  itself  was  delayed  from  the  Tith 
of  March,  1883,  to  the  18th  of  July, 
1885,  and  it  was  only  last  year  that  the 
English  Government  consented  to  ratify 
it.  The  Chefoo  Convention  had  in  the 
meantime  been  kept  in  suspense  since 
1876.  I  now  ask  the  House  to  say 
whether  we  are  justified  in  the  course 
we  have  followed  in  the  cultivation  of 
the  poppy,  and  the  manufacture  of 
Indian  opium  ?  The  Indian  opium  re« 
venue  is  derived  from  two  sources.  As 
is  well  known,  the  main  source  of  the 
Indian  Bevenue  is  the  cultivation  of  the 
>oppy,  principally  in  the  Province  of 
'engal,  by  means  of  money  granted 
from  time  to  time  to  the  cultivators,  in 
a  manner  which  has  been  well  described 
by  Sir  Cecil  Beadon  in  evidence  given 
to  this  House  before  the  East  India 
Committee.  Sir  Cecil  Beadon  was 
Mked- 
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'*If  there  is  any  regulation  by  which  the 
GoTemment  limit  the  extension  of  land  cuUi- 
yated,  or  do  they  always  accede  to  every  re- 
quest P" 

His  reply  was — 

*'  It  is  limited  according  to  the  financial  needs 
of  the  Government ;  it  is  limited  entirely  upon 
Imperial  considerations." 

The  second  source  of  Eevenue  is  the  pass 
duty  from  Malwa.  I  do  not  attack  the 
Malwa  duty ;  but  it  is  the  opium  revenue 
from  Bengal  which  I  propose  to  attack 
to-night.  I  have  no  desire  to  attack  in 
any  way  the  revenue  derived  from  opium 
produced  in  the  Native  States  of  India, 
which  passes  through  India  on  its  way 
to  China.  Upon  such  opium  a  very 
considerable  import  duty  is  levied,  and 
according  to  a  Beturn  presented  to  Par- 
liament by  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Member  for  Eossendale  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington),  when  at  the  India  Office, 
the  Indian  Government  received  a  net 
duty,  from  that  source,  on  an  average  of 
10  years  ending  1880-1,  of  £2,694,000. 
It  is  quite  plain  that  whenever  more 
money  is  wanted  in  India — whenever 
the  Indian  Bevenue  fails—stress  is  put 
on  the  Department  charged  with  the 
cultivation  of  the  poppy;  and  just  in 
proportion  as  they  want  money,  so  they 
go  on  adding  to  the  misery  of  mankind, 
in  a  Minute  written  by  the  hon.  Baronet 
now  sitting  opposite — the  Member  for 
the  Evesham  Division  of  Worcestershire 
(Sir  Bichard  Temple)— on  the  27th  of 
April,  1869,  the  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

'<I  am  clear  for  extending  the  cultivation, 
and  for  insuring  a  plentiful  supply.  If  we  do 
not  do  this,  the  Chinese  will  do  it  for  them- 
selves. They  had  better  have  our  good  opium 
than  their  own  indifferent  opium.  There  is 
really  no  moral  objection  to  our  conduct  in  this 
respect." 

If  somebody  is  to  be  poisoned,  we  had 
better  do  it.  If  somebody  is  to  be 
robbed,  I  suppose  we  had  better  do  it. 
That  is  the  entire  argument  of  the  hon. 
Baronet's  Minute,  and  the  same  argu- 
ment has  been  used  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  Qeorge  OampbeU). 
The  hon.  Member  has  admitted  that  the 
drug  does  a  great  deal  of  harm ;  but  he 
argues  that  if  the  Chinese  are  to  be 
poisoned  in  this  way,  it  is  better  that  we 
should  do  it  than  let  anybody  else  profit 
by  the  operation.  I  do  not  understand 
that  this  forms  part  of  the  moral  govern- 
ment of  a  people  for  whom  we  are  trv- 
ing  to  do  the  beet  we  can.  But  I  thinks 
Sir,  that  the  strongest  part  of  my  oa»e 
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as  agamst  the  Indian  Gbvemment  is  the 
oase  of  Barmah.  In  regard  to  that  case, 
I  hold  in  my  hand  the  Report  of  Mr.  0. 
IT.  Aitohison,  now  Sir  Charles  Aitchison, 
late  Chief  Commissioner  of  British  Bur- 
mah.  When  we  first  took  possession 
of  British  Bnrmah  no  opium  was  con- 
sumed in  that  country.  In  the  interests 
of  the  Indian  Goyemment  we  brought 
opium  into  Burmah,  and  we  have  had  to 
do  our  yery  best  to  turn  it  out  again, 
which,  however,  we  have  not  yet  suc- 
ceeded in  doing.  We  have,  however, 
succeeded  in  this — in  demoralizing  the 
peo^e  of  Burmah  in  a  way  which 
the  Keport  I  am  about  to  quote  shows 
to  have  been  of  the  most  serious  cha- 
racter.    Sir  Charles  Aitchison  says — 

'<  The  Papera  now  sabmitted  for  considera- 
tion preeent  a  painful  picttzre  of  the  demorali- 
sation, misery,  and  ndn  produced  among  the 
Burmese  by  o|dum  smoking.  Responsible 
officers  in  aU  divisions  and  districts  of  the  Pro- 
Tinoe  and  Natives  everywhere  bear  testimony 
to  it.  To  facilitate  examination  of  the  evidence 
on  this  point,  1  have  thrown  some  extracts  from 
the  Reports  into  an  Appendix  to  this  Memo- 
random.  These  show  that,  among  the  Bur- 
mans,  the  habitual  use  of  the  drug  saps  the 
physical  and  mental  energies,  de^roys  the 
nerves,  emaciates  the  body,  predisposes  to 
disease,  induces  indolent  and  filthy  habits  of 
Hfe,  destroys  self-respect,  is  one  of  the 
most  fertile  sources  of  misery,  destitution,  and 
crime,  fills  the  gaols  with  men  of  relaxed 
frame  prediq[>osed  to  dysentry  and  cholera, 
prevents  the  due  extension  of  cultivation  and 
the  development  of  the  land  revenue,  checks 
the  naturcd  growth  of  the  population,  and 
enfeebles  the  constitution  of  succeeding  gene- 
rations." 

If  hon.  Members  will  turn  to  the  Ap- 
pendix to  the  Beport  they  will  find  lan- 
guage lued  there  almost  stronger  than 
the  Beport  itself.  Colonel  H.  Browne, 
Commissioner  of  the  Pegu  Division, 
writing  on  the  27th  of  May,  1879,  says— 

*'  By  adopting  some  effective  measures  for 
curtailing  the  consumption  of  opium  we  should, 
at  any  rate,  have  the  satisfaction  of  saving 
many  thousands  of  the  rising  gfeneration  of 
Burmans  from  leading  lives  wmch  are  not  only 
nseless,  but  positively  injurious  to  themselves, 
their  families,  and  the  State,  and  should  convert 
them  into  respectable  and  wealth-producing 
subjects." 

Then  I  have  here  along  Memorial  from 
the  upper  classes  of  Burmah  protesting 
against  the  use  and  consumption  of 
opium  in  that  Province,  and  speaking  of 
it  as  the  greatest  possible  curse.  So  re- 
oend^  as  1883-4.  Mr.  Hodgkinson,  Com- 
missioner of  the  Irrawaddy  District,  in 
Ms  Exdse  Beport,  said — 
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"  A  large  revenue  is  secured  to  the  Gk>vem- 
ment  by  the  preeent  system,  but  it  is  secured  by 
sapping  the  very  heart's  blood  of  the  people, 
the  better  classes  of  whom  most  bitterly  re- 
proach us,  and  in  my  opinion  very  justly,  for 
our  apathy  and  misgovemment  in  this  matter. 
No  material  improvement  can  be  looked  for  until 
opium  shops  are  licensed  for  sale  in  the  premises 
only,  and  the  possession  of  opium  outside  the 
shops  in  any  quantity,  however  small,  is  ren- 
dered penal/' 

Mr.  Commissioner  Copleston  writes  in 
his  Report  for  1884-6— 

"  The  real  question  seems  to  be,  first,  whether 
it  is  to  be  accepted  as  an  admitted  fact,  and 
there  can  be  no  doubt  that  a  vast  majorit^r  of 
officers  do  consider  it  to  be  so,  that  opium  eating 
and  smoking  are  most  injurious  to  the  well- 
beinpf  both  of  individuals  and  of  society  in 
British  Burmah ;  and,  secondly,  whether  the 
evil  is  to  be  stopped  at  all  hazaras,  and  regard- 
less of  the  loss  of  revenue  which  must  he  in- 
curred P" 

The  Indian  Government  has  attempted, 
and  I  think  in  a  praiseworthy  manner, 
to  put  down  the  opium  trade  in  British 
Burmah.  It  has  lessened  the  number 
of  opium  shops  by  at  least  two- thirds ; 
but  the  revenue,  owing  to  the  habits  of 
the  people,  has  been  kept  up,  although 
the  price  has  been  raised  30  per  cent. 
The  population  still  go  on  using  the 
drug;  and  the  whole  character  of  the 
Report  I  have  read  is  to  show  that  in 
British  Burmah  the  opium  shops  have 
become  a  more  important  matter  than 
ever.  Now  that  we  have  practically 
taken  Upper  Burmah  into  our  hands, 
with  its  long  frontier  upon  one  of  the 
most  extensive  opium  producing  dis- 
tricts of  China,  the  question  will  arise — 
"What  are  you  going  to  do  in  Upper 
Burmah  ?  Are  you  going  to  aUow  opium 
to  go  through  Upper  Burmidi  to  India  ? 
Are  you  going  to  send  Indian  opium 
through  Burmah  to  China,  or  are  you 
going  to  prohibit  the  trade  altogether  ?" 
Our  policy  hitherto  has  been  that  if  we  do 
not  do  it  somebody  else  will.  It  is  alleged 
that  some  of  us  take  an  exaggerated  view 
of  the  damage  done  by  the  use  of  the 
drug ;  and  I  am  afraid  that  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill)  and 
others  interested  in  the  government  of 
India,  have  already  to  some  extent  sanc- 
tioned that  view  of  the  case.  Well,  Sir, 
if  the  drug  is  a  harmless  drug,  if  it  is 
not  damaging  to  mankind  and  the  cause 
of  human  misery,  I  have  no  case  what- 
ever. If  it  is  not  a  drug  which  is  per- 
nicious, I  have  no  right  to  object  to  the 
use  of  it.     I  am  told  that  the  effects 
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of  opium  smoking  in  India  or  Ohina  are 
no  worse  than  those  of  spirit  drinking 
in  this  country;  but  in  England  it  is 
well  known  that  we  have  long  been  try- 
ing to  put  that  spirit  drinking  down. 
There  are  many  of  us  who  have  laboured 
hard  in  the  cause  of  temperance,  and  I 
think  that  our  labours  in  this  country 
have  not  altogether  been  in  vain.  But 
every  man  whose  opinion  is  worth  having 
tells  us  that  the  effects  of  opium  smoking 
in  India  and  China  are  far  worse  than 
those  of  the  consumption  of  spirits  in 
England. 

General  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
(Kincardine) :  I  never  saw  it. 

Sib  JOSEPH  PEASE :  My  hon.  and  gal- 
lant  t^riend  beside  me  says  that  he  never 
saw  it ;  but  I  can  assure  him  that  many 
of  my  friends  who  have  been  in  China 
make  a  very  different  statement.  What 
do  the  Government  of  Bombay  say  about 
it  ?  The  Government  of  Bombay  ordered 
the  following  letter  to  be  addressed  to 
the  Government  of  India  : — 

'*  With  reference  to  the  Correspondence  end- 
ing with  Mr.  Under  Secretary  Sinkin8on*B 
letter,  No.  3990,  dated  11th  Deoember,  1880, 1 
am  directed  to  forward  the  accompanying  Re- 
ports of  the  Commissioner  in  Soinde  and  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs,  Opium,  and  Akbari, 
on  the  question  of  the  expediency  of  permitting 
the  cultivation  of  the  poppy  in  Scinde.  I  am 
at  the  same  time  to  sti^  tnat  this  Government 
consider  there  are  very  strong  objections  to  the 
introduction  of  an  industiy  so  demoralizing  in 
its  tendency  as  opium  cultivation  and  manuiac- 
tnre  into  a  Province  where  at  present  it  is  un- 
known, and,  so  far  as  His  ExoeUency  in  Council 
is  aware,  not  asked  for  by  the  people.  If  opium 
cultivation  were  allowed  in  Soinde,  it  could  not 
with  consistency  be  prohibited  in  the  rest  of  the 
Presidency.  It  has  already  been  tried  in  Gujarat, 
and  the  result  was  widespread  corruption  and 
demoralization.  At  present  the  consumption 
of  opium  in  Uiis  Presidency  is  very  limited ; 
but  if  the  cultivation  of  opium  and  manufac- 
ture of  opium  were  permitted  every  village 
might  have  its  opium  shop,  and  every  cultivator 
might  contract  the  habit  of  eating  a  drug  which 
is  said  to  degrade  and  demoralize  those  who  be- 
come addicted  to  it.  On  the  ground  of  public 
morality,  therefore.  His  Exo^ency  the  Go- 
vernor in  Council  would  strongly  deprecate 
the  grant  of  permission  to  cultivate  the  poppy  in 
Scinde  or  in  any  other  part  of  this  Presidency.'* 

That,  Sir,  is  not  a  document  issued  by 
the  Anti-Opium  Society,  but  an  authentic 
document  from  the  Government  of  Bom- 
bay, sent  to  the  Government  of  India, 
asking  them  not  to  allow  the  cultivation 
of  this  drug  in  the  Province  of  Scinde. 
I  hardly  care  to  enter  upon  the  same 
ffround  which  I  have  travelled  over  be- 
fore— [^Ironical  cheirsJ] — but  I  think  it 
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is  neeessaiy  to  do  so,  to  some  extent,  in 
consequenceT>f  the  ironical  cheers  which 
have  proceeded  from  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  now  sitting  beside  me  (Sir  George 
Balfour).  Let  me  give  the  case  of  Cali- 
fornia. Opium  in^oduced  into  Oalifor- 
nia  from  Obina  was  introduced  by  the 
Chinese  ;  but  the  trade  had  been  estab- 
lished then,  to  a  great  extent,  by  the  exer- 
tions of  English  speaking  merchants  in 
China.  Dr.  Kane,  in  lus  work  upon 
Opium  Smoking  in  America  and  Chtna, 
says— 

**  The  first  white  man  who  smoked  opium  in 
America  is  said  to  have  heen  a  sportinpf  cha- 
racter, named  Clendenyn.  This  was  in  California 
in  1868.  The  second,  induced  to  try  it  hy  ^e 
first,  smoked  in  1871.  The  practice  spread 
rapidly  and  quietly  among  this  dass  of  gamblers 
and  prostitutes  until  the  latter  part  of  1876,  at 
which  time  the  authorities  became  cognisant  of 
the  fact,  and  finding,  upon  investigation,  that 
many  women  and  voung  girls,  as  also  young 
men  of  respectable  family,  were  being  induced 
to  visit  the  dens,  where  they  were  rained 
morally  and  otherwise,  a  City  Ordinance  was 
passed  forhidding  the  practice  under  penalty  of 
a  heavy  fine  or  imprisonment,  or  hoth.  Many 
arrests  were  made,  and  the  punishment  was 
prompt  and  thorough .  Men  and  women,  young 
girls---virtuous,  or  just  commencing  a  down- 
ward career— hardened  prostitutes,  representa- 
tives of  the  *  hoodhun '  element,  young  clerks, 
and  errand  boys  who  could  ill  a£ford  the  waste 
of  time  and  money,  and  young  men  who  had  no 
work  to  do,  were  to  be  found  smoking  together 
in  the  back  rooms  of  laundries  in  the  low,  pesti- 
lential dens  of  Chinatown,  reeking  witii  filth 
and  overrun  with  vermin,  in  the  cellars  of  drink- 
ing saloons,  and  in  the  houses  of  prostitution. 
No  one  can  question  the  fascination  of  a  vice,  the 
strength  of  a  habit,  that  will  lead  people  into  such 
degradation  for  the  gratification  of  the  abnor- 
mal appetite.  No  one  can  question  the  certainty 
of  moi^  ruin,  the  charring  and  obliteration  of 
every  honest  impulse  and  honourable  sentiment, 
the  sweeping  away  of  every  vestment  of  modesty 
by  such  associations  and  such  surroundings.  It 
needs  no  signboard  to  mark  the  terminus  of 
this  road." 

The  American  Senate  have  lately  passed 
a  law  upon  the  subject.  Exactly  the 
same  difiBculty  exists  in  Australia,  com- 
plaints being  made  that  the  Chinese 
labourers  are  introducing  the  drug 
among  the  civilized  white  inhabitants. 
My  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  cheered 
when  I  said  that,  in  the  opinion  of  some 
people,  opium  smoking  was  no  worse 
than  spirit  drinking.  I  hold  in  my  hand 
authority  after  authority  declaring  that 
the  evils  which  arise  from  the  use  of 
opium  are  far  worse  than  those  produced 
by  the  consumption  of  drink  at  home. 
If,  however,  it  were  simply  as  bad  as 
the  effects  of  drinking  spirits  at  home,  I 
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think  I  should  hare  a  right  to  appeal  to 
this  House  to  say  that  the  Qovemment 
of  India  should,  if  possible,  get  out  of  a 
trade  which  only  tends  to  debase  and 
demoralize  instead  of  elevate  mankind. 
But  I  believe  that  there  has  never  been 
any  difference  of  opinion  upon  this  ques- 
tion. No  statesman  has  ever  risen  from 
this  Bench,  or  from  that,  to  speak  upon 
this  subject  who  has  ever  spoken  a  word 
in  favour  of  the  trade  in  India  except 
from  a  financial  point  of  view.  Sir 
Thomas  Wade,  who  certainly  has  some 
knowledge  of  the  effects  produced  by  the 
use  of  opium  in  China,  in  writing  in 
1877  upon  the  Treaty  of  Cheefoo,  said — 
**  The  eyil  of  opium  amoldng  in  China  I  do 
not  contest.  I  ao  not  abate  it  by  a  parallel 
between  it  and  the  abase  of  spirits  even  among 
hard-drinking  nations.  The  smoker  to  whom 
his  pipe  has  become  a  periodical  requirement  is, 
more  or  less,  on  a  par  with  tiie  dram-drinker : 
but  the  Chinese  constitution,  moral  or  physical, 
appears  to  me  to  be  more  insidiously  inyaded  in 
ue  case  of  the  first.  The  confirmed  smoker  is 
not,  or  is  seldom,  at  all  events,  outwardly  com- 
mitted, like  the  drunkard,  to  indecorum.  The 
indulg^ence  appears,  at  the  same  time,  to  present 
a  special  attraction  to  the  Chinese  as  compared 
wiui  other  people.  The  use  of  it,  in  my  experi- 
ence, has  become  more  general  in  the  class 
aboYC  that  in  earlier  times  addicted  to  it." 

The  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  addressing 
one  of  the  deputations  which  I  attended 
in  1876,  said — 

•*  The  Government  does  not  view  with  any 
favour  an  extension  of  the  system,  and  there  is 
no  project  of  the  kind  in  existence.  Without 
taking  the  view  as  to  its  moral  condemnation 
which  is  held  by  many  persons  present,  I  feel 
that  there  are  inconveniences  of  principle '' — 

these  are  the  Marquees  of  Salisbury's 
words — 

*'  connected  with  it  which  would  have  prevented 
any  Government  in  the  present  day  from  intro- 
ducing it.  I  entirely  disclaim  any  intention  to 
push  tiie  Bengal  system  farther." 

Surely,  Sir,  there  is  a  great  deal  to  be 
said  against  a  system  which  the  late 
Prime  Minister  declares  that  no  Govern- 
ment ought,  in  the  present  day,  to  intro- 
duce. My  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Grant  Duff), 
the  present  Gx)vemor  of  Madras,  when 
Under  Secretaiy  of  State  for  the  Oolo- 
nies,  said,  on  May  10,  1870 — 

**  There  was  a  great  deal  to  be  said  against 
this  Beng^  monopoly  on  politico-economical 
grounds.  He  supposed  no  one  would  invent 
such  a  system  nowadays  ;  but  we  did  not  invent 
the  system ;  we  inherited  it  from  the  East  India 
Company,  and  carried  it  on  in  the  same  way." 

Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice  used  very 
much  the  same  language  on  April  3, 
1883,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
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Member  for  Bong's  Lynn  (Mr.  Bourke), 
the  late  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  said — 

<<The  Opium  Question  had  often  been  debated 
in  the  House  ;  but  he  had  never  heard  anyone 
say  aught  in  favour  of  the  traf&c  from  a  moral 
point  of  view." 

It  will  be  seen  from  the  debates  which 
have  taken  place  time  after  time  in  this 
House  that  no  Minister  or  leading 
speaker  has  ever  been  able  to  say  a  word 
in  favour  of  the  character  of  this  re- 
venue. All  that  has  been  said  has  been 
— "Money  we  want,  money  we  must 
have,  and  we  will  get  that  money  how 
we  can  and  when  we  can,  even  if  it 
comes  from  a  drug  which  we  say  de- 
moralizes our  own  people,  and  does  a 
great  deal  of  harm  to  mankind."  And 
what  has  been  the  view  of  Ohristian 
ministers  of  religion?  Surely  their 
authority  ought  to  have  some  weight. 
It  has  been  denounced  by  Christian 
Churches  of  every  denomination.  The 
Church  of  England,  the  Wesleyans,  and 
the  Baptists,  the  Churches  of  Scodand, 
and  many  others,  have  passed  unanimous 
resolutions  against  it;  and  with  regard  to 
the  Boman  Catholic  Church,  the  ques- 
tion was  taken  up  by  the  very  highest 
authorities  of  that  Church  in  this  coun- 
try. Years  before  I  touched  the  ques- 
tion, it  was  taken  up  in  this  House  by 
a  noble  Earl  only  lately  deceased  (the 
Earl  of  Shaftesbury),  who  condemned  the 
traffic,  and  there  were  Papers  written 
upon  it  from  Home  of  an  extremely 
able  character  100  years  ago,  asking 
that  those  who  were  engaged  in  promid- 
gating  the  Christian  religion  in  China  to 
do  all  thev  could  to  put  a  stop  to  it.  But, 
in  spite  of  these  denunciations,  what  has 
been  the  conduct  of  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment ?  Instead  of  decreasing,  they  have 
always  been  endeavouring  to  increase, 
the  revenue  derived  from  the  cultivation 
of  the  poppy.  In  1884,  in  the  Financial 
Statement,  reference  was  made  to  the 
cultivation  of  opium,  and  the  purchase 
of  the  Malwa  drug,  and  an  increase  in 
the  cultivation  having  been  recom- 
mended in  that  Statement,  the  system 
was  commenced  of  purchasing  the  Malwa 
drug  from  the  Native  Princes  and 
substituting  it  for  Bengal  opium  for 
manufacture  into  Excise  opium,  in 
order  that  there  might  be  a  larger  quan- 
tity for  exportation  to  China.  Now,  I 
think  it  was  a  monstrous  thing  that 
India  should  not  be  content  with  culti- 
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vating  the  draff  at  home,  but  that  it 
should  become  the  buyer  of  it  from  Na- 
tive States,  in  order  that  the  manufac- 
tured article  might  be  handed  over  to 
China  for  the  corruption  of  the  people 
of  that  country.  The  Financial  State- 
ment for  1884-5  says — 

*<The  Gk>yemment  is  indebted  to  Mr.  H. 
Riyett  Garaao,  opiain  agent  at  Benares,  for 
strengthening  its  opium  revenue  during  the 
year  1883,  and  in  a  lesser  degree  in  the  previous 
year,  by  the  manufacture  and  preparation  of 
Malwa  opium  into  a  form  suited  *' — 

what  for  ? — 
**  for  local  consumption." 
Therefore,  in  order  that  our  revenue 
might  be  strengthened,  we  were  to  cor- 
rupt our  own  people  by  bujring  this  drug 
from  Malwa,  and  endeavouring  to  get  it 
into  a  State  in  which  it  could  be  con- 
sumed.    The  Statement  adds  — 

*'  It  is  calculated,  so  long  as  the  cost  of  the 
Malwa  drug  at  90  degrees  consistence,  does  not 
exceed  Rs.  413  ^  maund,  and  the  selling  price 
of  provision  opium  is  not  less  than  Rs.  1,202 
for  Patna,  and  Rs.  1,142  for  Benares  opium,  the 
scheme  for  substituting  Malwa  for  Bengal 
opium  for  manufacture  into  Excise  opium  is, 
financially  speaking,  likely  to  prove  successful." 

The  argument  against  the  abolition  of 
this  odious  revenue  has  always  been 
that  India  cannot  afford  to  lose  it.  If 
there  were  no  loss  of  money  involved  in 
the  proposals  we  have  made,  I  dare  say 
the  Resolutions  we  have  moved  from 
time  to  time  in  this  House  would  have 
been  carried  long  ago;  but  as  money 
was  likely  to  be  lost  by  carrying  them, 
they  have  been  effectually  resisted. 
That  has  been  the  sound  doctrine 
preached  by  every  Indian  Secretary 
from  time  immemorial;  and  I  dare 
say  that  upon  this  occasion  we  shall 
have  a  few  sympathetic  words  from  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  (Mr.  Stafford  Howard), 
and  then  be  told  that  we  cannot  dis- 
pense with  the  revenue  derived  from 
opium.  My  hon.  Friend  the  late  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Mr.  J.  K. 
Gross),  last  year,  told  us  that  we  were 
really  proposing  to  deprive  India  of  a 
revenue  of  £9,000,000  sterling.  But  it 
is  nothing  of  the  sort.  We  are  going 
to  deprive  the  Indian  Government  of 
nothing  of  the  kind;  and  if  my  hon. 
Friend  the  present  Under  Secretary  of 
State  will  give  me  his  kind  attention  for 
a  few  minutes,  I  think  I  can  prove  what 
the  net  opium  revenue  in  India  has 
been  during  the  10  years  ending  1880-1. 
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According  to  the  Beport  presented  to 
the  noble  Marquess  the  Member  for 
Bossendale  (the  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton),  instead  of  being  £9,000.000,  it 
was  only  £7,000,000  sterling,  and  of 
that  £2,694,000  came  from  the  Malwa 
opium,  and  £4,357,000  net  from  Bengal 
opium.  Therefore,  instead  of  looking 
at  it  as  a  proposal  to  get  rid  of  a  re- 
venue of  £9,000,000  sterling,  the  ques- 
tion is  only,  taking  10  years  ending 
1882-3,  one  of  £4,445,000,  so  far  as  the 
Bengal  opium  is  concerned.  It  will  be 
seen  that  the  figures  varied  very  little 
in  the  10  years  ending  1881-2  and  the 
10  years  ending  1882-3 ;  but  prior  to 
those  dates  the  revenue  derived  was 
very  much  less.  I  attack  the  Bengal 
average  —  namely,  £4,445,000;  but  in 
1874-5,  £3,264,000  was  all  that  was 
got  net  from  Bengal  opium  by  the 
Indian  Treasury,  and  in  1884-5  it 
was  £3,300,000 ;  and  the  estimate 
for  1885-6  was  £6,547,300,  which,  de- 
ducting £2,650,000  for  Malwa  opium, 
leaves  for  Bengal  opium,  £3,896,300. 
I  have  stated  that  it  is  the  Bengal  re- 
venue which  I  now  propose  to  attack ; 
and  I  wish  the  House  to  master  the  fact 
that  in  1884-5  it  was  £3,300,000  ster- 
ling, and  not  £9,000,000,  as  has  been 
paraded  from  time  to  time.  When 
people  say  both  indoors  and  out-of- 
doors  that  we  cannot  give  up  the  opium 
trade  because  it  brings  in  a  sum  of 
£9,000,000  to  the  Bevenue  of  India,  I 
wish  them  to  understand  clearly  that 
during  the  last  two  years  the  surplus 
annual  revenue  from  the  Bengal  opium 
only  amounted  to  £3,300,000.  I  am 
reminded  by  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
beside  me  (Sir  George  BeJfour)  that,  as 
we  have  often  been  told,  the  cultivation 
of  the  poppy  is  a  matter  of  some  im- 
portance to  the  cultivator ;  but  I  think 
that  that  theory  was  altogether  exploded 
long  ago.  When  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  reduce  the  amount 
granted  to  the  cultivators  of  the  poppy 
from  five  rupees  to  four  and  a-half  ru{)ees 
per  seer,  I  believe  that  at  that  time 
the  Indian  Government  found  that  they 
required  the  five  rupees  instead  of  four 
and  a-half  rupees  in  order  to  secure 
the  cultivation.  We  are,  therefore,  uon- 
fioed  within  very  narrow  limits  indeed 
80  far  as  any  advantage  the  cultivator 
receives.  We  have  been  told  over  and 
over  again  that  there  is  a  great  deal  of 
difficulty  experienced  in  keeping  up  the 
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Bevenne  from  opium ;  and  thiB  is  one 
point  to  which  I  wish  particularly  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House.  There 
is  a  great  deal  to  he  said  in  favour  of 
suhstitutinK  other  crops.  Opium  has 
not  only  the  disadvantage  of  beinff  a 
very  immoral,  but  a  very  uncertain  Ke- 
venue.  There  is  not  one  of  our  Indian 
financiers  who  has  ever  touched  opium 
but  who  has  made  that  admission.  The 
Marquess  of  Eipon,  Sir  Edward  Strachey, 
Sir  Evelyn  Baring,  and  others,  in  their 
despatches,  speak  of  the  difficulty  of 
maintaining  the  cultivation,  and  the 
necessity  which  might  be  forced  upon 
them  of  reducing  the  quantity  of  Bengal 
opium  annually  offered  for  sale,  owing 
to  the  increase  in  the  production  and  the 
improvement  and  the  quality  of  the 
Persian  and  Chinese  drugs.  The  Go- 
vernor General  and  Council  of  India,  in 
1881,  writing  to  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Member  for  Eossendale  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington),  says : — 

*'  The  increase  in  the  production  and  the  im- 
provement  in  the  quality  of  the  Persian  and 
Chinefle  drags  render  it  douhtful  whether  a 
diminished  supply  of  Bengal  opium  will  enhance 
the  price  reabzed  at  the  sales,  and  may,  indeed, 
render  it  necessary  to  reduce  the  export  duty  on 
Halwa  opium,  and  point  to  one  conclusion — 
namely,  that,  although  the  total  loss  of  the 
Opium  Revenue  doeit  not  appear  imminent,  it 
is  hy  no  means  imi>robable  that  it  may  undergo 
a  considerable  diminution.  Although  the 
amount  of  Revenue  derived  during  the  last  two 
or  three  years  has  been  very  large,  it  would  be 
unwise  to  count  upon  its  continuance  at  so  high 
a  figure.'' 

There  is  another  point  mentioned  by 
Mr.  Lionel  Tennyson  in  a  Paper  on  the 
progress  and  condition  of  India  in 
1881-2.     Mr.  Tennyson  says — 

*' Fever  was  prevalent  amongst  the  culti- 
vators. The  poppv  is  being  slowly  banished 
from  the  most  ierme  lands  by  the  potato  and 
the  sugar  cane,  as  the  value  of  those  crops  is 
being  gradually  enhanced  by  improved  com- 
munication and  European  machinery.  The  sys- 
tem of  advances  is  reputed  to  be  the  chief  in- 
ducement to  the  cultivator  to  ^w  so  precarious 
and  troublesome  a  crop  as  opium,  and  that  sys- 
tem is  now  being  adopted  by  firms  interested  in 
other  crops." 

Therefore,  there  are  other  crops  which 
those  who  are  interested  in  the  cultiva- 
tion of  opium  find  they  can  substitute 
for  the  growth  of  the  poppy.  Mr. 
Tennyson  goes  on  to  say  further — 

"  The  eflfbrts  of  the  sub-agent  to  extend 
poppy  cultivation  in  Ag^,  Muttra,  and  Aiigarh 
were  not  attended  with  succesB." 

TOL.  OCOV.      [thikd  series.] 
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Going  on  to  the  Finance  Department 
of  India,  we  find  it  stated  in  a  letter 
from  the  Government  of  India  in  De- 
cember, 1881 — 

*'0n  the  whole,  the  evidence  goes  to  show 
that,  although  we  may  be  able  to  retain  the 
present  area  of  cultivation  in  the  Benares 
Agency,  we  cannot  count  with  any  certainty 
on  being  able  to  extend  it.  Moreover,  in  order 
to  retain  it,  it  is  not  at  all  improbable  that  we 
may  be  obliged  to  raise  the  price  paid  for  crude 
opium  even  higher  than  Rs.  6  the  seer.** 

Then,  in  the  Correspondence  with  my 
noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Bossen- 
dale  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  it 
is  said — 

**  The  general  conclusions  at  which  we  have 
arrived  are.  therefore,  as  follows : — ^The  compe- 
tition of  other  crops  in  Bengal,  the  difficulty  of 
extending  the  cultivation  of  the  poppy,  and  the 
increase  of  production  and  the  improvement  in 
the  quality  of  the  Chinese  and  Persian  drugs, 
are  all  sources  of  danger  to  the  Opium  Revenue, 
which  are  more  likely  to  increase  than  to  di- 
minish. There  is  no  reason  to  anticipate  any 
falling  off  in  the  Revenue  during  1882-3,  but  in 
subsequent  years  it  is  not  at  all  improbable  that 
we  may  be  obliged  to  diminish  the  numbcnr  of 
chests  of  Bengal  opium  offered  for  sale.  Any 
such  diminution  would  probably  involve  a  con- 
siderable loss  of  Revenue.  The  total  loss  of  the 
Revenue  at  present  derived  from  opium  in 
Bengal  would  render  the  Grovemment  of  India 
insolvent ;  and,  on  that  account,  any  proposals 
which  would  involve  the  loss  of  so  large  a  sum 
cannot  be  considered  within  the  scope  of  prac- 
tical politics." 

Sir,  I  will  not  detain  the  House  with 
any  further  quotations  of  that  kind ;  but 
I  have  an  abundance  of  them  with  me  to 
show  not  only  that  the  crop  is  a  very 
precarious  one,  and  that  Indian  finance 
may  be  recouped  by  the  cultivation  of 
other  crops,  but  further  that  the  Indian 
Eevenue  may  suffer  hereafter,  owing  to 
the  lowering  of  price  by  competition  in 
China  and  other  parts.  There  is,  how* 
ever,  another  point  which  I  ouffht  to 
mention.  The  Indian  Hevenue  which  I 
am  now  attacking — namely,  that  derived 
from  Bengal  opium,  and  which  amounts 
to  a  sum  of  £3,300,000 — is  taken  from 
the  Indian  Eeports ;  and  in  the  calcula- 
tions which  appear  there  the  rupee  is 
counted  at  2«.  sterling,  whereas  the 
rupee  at  the  present  moment  is  only 
worth,  I  believe,  U.  b^d,,  and  the 
Indian  Qovemment  do  not  really  obtain 
the  amount  of  Hevenue  which  it  appears 
to  obtain.  There  is  a  very  consider- 
able reduction  on  transmitting  it  to  this 
country.  I  do  not  ask  the  Indian  GK>- 
vemment  to  do  anything  very  rash  or 
very  sudden  in  the  matter.     I  only  ask. 
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in  the  Motion  I  submit  to  the  House, 
that  they  shall  gradually  do  their  beet 
to  abandon  this  source  of  Bevenue.  I 
ask  that  the  question  shall  have  the 
serious  attention  of  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment, and  I  ask  that  it  should  have  that 
attention  in  this  way.  The  Bevenue  of 
the  Indian  Government,  I  am  glad 
to  say,  has  been,  within  the  last  few 
years,  in  a  thriving  condition.  A 
little  while  ago  there  was  a  surplus  of 
£2,800,000  sterling,  and  what  did  the 
Indian  Government  do  with  it?  Very 
much,  I  believe,  against  the  views  of 
hon.  Members  sitting  around  nie,  out 
of  that  Eevenue  they  took  off  £216,000 
for  Patwari  cess,  and  £1,219,000  ster- 
ling for  Cotton  and  Import  Duties,  by 
which  they  let  in  the  Manchester  cotton 
to  compete  with  the  Native  manufac- 
tures of  India.  No  one  in  India  asked 
for  the  Cotton  Duties  to  be  taken  off, 
and  it  must  not  be  forgotten  that  the 
£1,200,000  sterling  got  rid  of  in  that 
way  was  nearly  equal  to  one-third  of  the 
whole  sum  by  which  I  am  asking  the 
Indian  Government  at  the  present  mo- 
ment to  diminish  the  Bevenue  derived 
from  this  obnoxious  drug.  In  the  third 
place,  £1,400,000  was  taken  off  the  Salt 
Duties.  Now,  I  have  never,  in  any 
speech  I  have  made  in  this  House, 
spoken  against  a  reduction  of  the  Salt 
Duties.  I  have  always  looked  upon  it 
as  a  most  obnoxious  tax,  and  one  which 
it  was  very  hard  to  levy  upon  the  people 
of  India.  The  Indian  railways,  I  am 
glad  to  say,  have  also  been  prosperous. 
Some  of  my  hon.  Friends  on  this  side 
of  the  House,  and  other  hon.  Members 
on  the  other  side,  tell  us  that,  in  view 
of  the  uncertainty  of  the  present  Indian 
Bevenue,  we  should  make  a  serious 
attempt  to  diminish  the  expenses  of 
governing  India.  And  I  have  here 
some  very  striking  figures  on  the  sub- 
ject, with  which,  however,  I  will  not 
trouble  the  House.  One  Governor  of 
India  after  another  has  endeavoured  to 
grapple  with  the  subject,  and  the  in- 
variable conclusion  arrived  at  has  been 
that  the  expenses  of  Indian  rule  might 
be  very  much  reduced  without  impairing 
the  efficiency  of  the  Government.  That, 
therefore,  is  a  subject  which  I  would 
commend  to  the  attention  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  present  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  (Mr.  Stafford  Howard). 
If  the  necessary  reforms  are  to  be 
carried  out,  and  we  are  not  to  depend 
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upon  the  Opium  Bevenue,  it  can  only 
be  by  the  general  development  of  the 
country,  and  by  retaining  that  assist- 
ance which  we  should  require,  and 
which  we  originally  had  in  the  surplus 
Bevenue  derived  from  the  railways  and 
from  other  sources.  I  ask  the  attention 
of  the  Indian  Government  to  these  ques- 
tions, in  order  that  little  by  little  the 
country  may  be  freed  from  the  necessity 
of  pandering  to  the  vices  of  mankind. 
I  have  laboured  for  several  years,  in 
my  humble  way,  to  secure  the  suppres- 
sion of  the  opium  traffic,  and  I  have 
been  induced  to  do  so  because  I  believed 
that  a  participation  in  this  trade  is  a 
disgrace  to  this  country  and  a  reproach 
to  our  laws.  Even  regarded  as  a  ques- 
tion of  sound  finance,  I  believe  that  the 
Bevenue  of  India  will  never  be  sound  so 
long  as  it  depends  upon  a  source  so  de- 
moralizing. In  raising,  as  we  do,  in  India 
a  considerable  revenue  from  China  from 
this  opium  traffic,  we  are  damaging  the 
Bevenue  of  this  country  from  our  ordinary 
trade  with  China  to  a  much  larger  ex- 
tent. I  believe  that  if  we  fairly  consider 
the  question  we  shall  see  there  is  no 
excuse  for  this  trade.  It  makes  very 
little  difference  to  me  whether  the  use 
of  opium  in  China  is  or  is  not  equal  in 
evil  effects  to  spirit-drinking  at  home  ; 
I  look  upon  that  matter  as  of  very  little 
moment  in  considering  the  question. 
With  regard  to  the  use  of  spirituous 
liquors  in  this  country,  we  endeavour  at 
home  to  do  our  duty— every  man  in  this 
House,  I  trust,  endeavours  to  do  his 
duty — fairly  and  wisely,  whatever  may 
be  our  views  on  the  temperance  ques- 
tion, because  we  feel  that  the  excessive 
use  of  alcohol  is  demoralizing  to  our 
people,  and  adds  enormously  to  the 
pauper  and  criminal  population  of  the 
country.  I  trust  that  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment will  be  actuated  by  similar 
motives  in  dealing  with  the  opium  trade. 
We,  at  any  rate,  shall  not  relax  our 
efforts  to  get  the  Indian  Government  to 
set  about  trying  to  get  rid  of  a  trade 
which  can  have  but  one  result — which 
can  only  have  a  damaging  and  de- 
moralizing result,  and  which  I  believe 
is  fatal  alike  to  our  commercial  interests 
and  to  our  character  as  Christians  and 
as  moralists.  I  beg  to  move  the  Besolu- 
tion. 

SiK  JOHN  SWINBUBNE  (Stafford- 
shire, Lichfield),  in  seconding  the  Mo- 
tion, dwelt  on  the  injurious  physical 
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effeets  produced  by  opium  on  those  who 
habitually  ooneumed  the  drug.  Many 
years  ago,  when  he  was  in  Her  Majesty's 
Navy  on  the  Chinese  Coast,  he  saw  a 
highly-educated  Chinese  gentleman  who 
was  brought  by  the  use  of  opium  to  such 
a  condition  that  he  resembled  a  piece  of 
parchment  stretched  over  a  skeleton. 
While  we  were  pleading  the  cause  of 
tonperance  at  home  we  were  poisoning 
millions  of  people  in  China  by  encou- 
raging them  to  eat  or  smoke  opium. 
The  trade  very  much  exasperated  the 
feeling  of  the  Chinese  against  us,  so 
that  they  called  us  '*  Occidental  devils." 
It  was  a  very  serious  thing  that  the 
Chinese  should  regard  us  in  this  man- 
ner; for  the  trade  of  all  the  Eastern 
Coasts  from  California  to  China  was 
passing  into  the  hands  of  the  Chinese, 
and  by  our  helping  to  develop  the  habit 
of  opium  smoking  amongst  the  Chinese 
we  were  helping  to  spread  the  habit  all 
over  the  countries  with  which  they 
traded.  He  remembered  that  when  in 
Burmah,  some  30  years  ago,  there  was 
very  little  smoking,  and  they  were  a 
very  fine  race  of  people ;  but  now  the 
state  of  things  was  very  different  in- 
deed, and  the  pernicious  habit  was  fast 
running  through  the  whole  of  Burmah. 
Besides,  the  e^  consequences  of  using 
the  drug  were  such  that  the  Revenue  of 
£3,000,000  or  £4,000,000  would  shortly 
be  eaten  up  by  the  expense  for  police, 
gaols,  and  for  the  general  suppression  of 
vice.  How,  he  asked,  could  we,  as  a 
great  Christian  nation,  make  strenuous 
efforts  to  put  down  intemperance  in  our 
own  territories,  whilst,  at  the  same  time, 
we  were  encouraging  the  whole  Chinese 
race  to  take  this  pernicious  poison  ?  It 
was  said  seriously — ^Liberal  and  Conser- 
vative Governments  alike  had  told  them 
— that  this  state  of  things  could  not  be 
prevented,  because  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment would  lose  some  £3,000,000  as 
Sevenue  if  the  trade  were  suppressed, 
and  India  could  not  afford  to  lose  such 
a  large  proportion  of  her  Bevenue ;  but 
the  House  would  remember  that  the 
country  did  not  always  take  this  low  view 
of  its  duty  as  a  great  Christian  nation.  If 
that  were  so,  this  country  should  sub- 
scribe a  sufficient  sum  to  meet  the  de- 
ficiency and  remove  this  disgrace  from 
itself.  How  should  we  like  to  have 
ships  lying  off  our  Coasts  carrying  on  a 
Bmuggling  trade,  corrupting  our  officials 
by  bribery,  and  every  night  landing  tons 
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of  this  horrible  drug  ?  There  was  only 
one  parallel  to  the  opium  trade,  and  that 
was  the  slave  trade  in  the  West  Indies. 
When  there  was  a  question  of  suppress- 
ing the  slave  trade,  the  House,  with  the 
cordial  support  of  the  country,  voted 
£20,000,000  sterling  in  order  to  relieve 
the  country  of  the  stigma  of  supporting 
that  trade ;  and  yet  the  gross  average 
Bevenue  in  the  present  case  was  some- 
thing like  £3,000,000.  He  would  ask 
them,  if  it  were  a  fact  that  India  could 
not  afford  to  lose  £3,000,000  of  its  Be- 
venue, could  not  we  at  home  do  some- 
thing to  raise  the  necessary  funds,  and 
so  relieve  ourselves  of  complicity  in  this 
trade,  which  was  inflicting  so  much  moral 
degradation  on  the  human  race?  The 
Asiatic  nations  thought  that  this  traffic 
in  opium  was  a  disgrace  to  us. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  ex- 
pedient that  the  Indian  Government  should  take 
measures  to  terminate  gradually  its  direct  con- 
nection with  the  cultivation  of  the  poppy,  and 
the  manufacture  of  and  trade  in  Opium,  and 
that  it  should  use  the  powers  that  it  possesses  to 
prohibit  in  British  India  the  cultivation  of  the 
poppy,  except  to  supply  the  legitimate  demand 
of  Opium  for  medicisd  purposes.'* — {Sir  Joteph 
Pease.) 

SmBIOHABD  TEMPLE  (Worcester, 
Evesham):  Mr.  Speaker — Sir,  I  beg 
leave  at  once  to  submit  a  reply  to  the 
Motion  just  proposed  by  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  the  Barnard  Castle 
Division  of  Durham  (Sir  Joseph  Pease), 
as  I  have  personal  and  particular  know- 
ledge of  the  subject  of  opium  in  the 
East.  Before  doing  so  I  wish  to  offer 
my  tribute  to  the  excellence  of  the 
motives  which  actuate  the  hon.  Baronet, 
who,  indeed,  bears  a  name  illustrious  in 
the  annals  of  British  philanthropy. 

In  the  first  place,  I  seem  to  recognize  in 
one  of  the  quotations  made  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  an  extract  from  one  of  my  own 
letters  dated  some  years  ago.  [Sir 
Joseph  Pease  assented.]  Well,  but  he — 
no  doubt  with  the  best  intentions — puts 
his  own  gloss  on  what  I  wrote.  But  he 
will  forgive  me  for  saying  that,  quite  un- 
intentionally, he  has  distorted  my  mean- 
ing. What  I  then  meant  to  say, 
and  do  still  say,  is  this  —  that  as  the 
Chinese  insist  on  having  opium,  it  is 
better  that  they  should  get  first-class 
opium,  highly-taxed  from  India,  than 
obtain  inferior  opium  from  their  own 
coimtry  or  elsewhere  untaxed.  I  trust 
that  this  House  will  see  that  this  doc- 
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trine  is  as  consistent  with  true  morality 
as  it  is  with  sound  finance. 

Before  proceeding  further  I  must 
notice  another  point  in  the  hon.  Baro- 
net's speech.  He  adverts  to  certain 
recommendations  made  by  the  able 
opium  agent  at  Benares  (Mr.  H.  Rivett 
Oarnac)  regarding  the  U8e,  in  British 
Indian  districts,  of  Malwa  opium  from 
the  Native  States,  and  seems  to  imply 
that  the  agent  was  endeavouring 
to  superadd  the  Malwa  opium  to 
that  already  produced  in  the  British 
territories.  But,  Sir,  the  use  of  this 
drug  in  British  India  is  highly  taxed, 
and  severely  restricted,  as  even  the  hon. 
Baronet  could  desire.  Morally,  it  matters 
nothing  whether  the  limited  supply  is 
produced  in  Malwa,  or  in  the  British 
districts.  The  question  is  purely  one  of 
fiscal  detail.  And  if,  under  some  local 
circumstances,  Mr.  Camac  preferred  to 
supply  the  Malwa  drug  instead  of  that 
produced  in  his  own  districts,  he  is  not 
to  be  blamed ;  for  certainly  no  officer  can 
be  more  anxious  for  the  welfare  of  the 
people,  or  more  zealous  in  the  service  of 
the  State,  than  he  is. 

Further,  Sir,  the  hon.  Baronet,  in 
the  passages  to  which  I  have  referred, 
spoke  in  the  most  pointed  way  of  opium 
being  poison,  and  of  the  Chinese  being 
poisoned.  But  what  right  has  he  to 
say  that  the  Chinese  are  thus  poisoned  ? 
What  are  we  that  we  should  presume 
to  say  that?  Are  we  the  keepers 
of  our  Chinese  brethren  ?  Look  at  the 
condition  of  the  Chinese.  They  form 
the  most  numerous  population  under  any 
one  dominion  on  earth.  They  sustain 
their  numbers,  despite  famine  from 
failure  of  rain,  and  despite  bloody  re- 
volutions. Their  agriculture,  for  elabora- 
tion, is  not  surpassed  anywhere.  Their 
internal  trade  and  inland  navigation  are 
among  the  wonders  of  the  world.  Be- 
sides physical  activity,  they  are  capable 
of — indeed  fond  of — intense  application 
mentally.  They  are  distinguished  for 
many  domestic  virtues.  They  adhere  to 
a  faith  which  has  fundamental  principles 
of  pure  morality.  If  they  only  had 
robust  political  institutions,  or  a  good 
Government,  such  as  India  has,  they 
would  ascend  fast  in  the  scale  of  nations, 
and  would  form  a  potent  addition  to  any 
organized  Empire  such  as  ours.  Then, 
Sir,  are  these  Chinese  to  be  called  a 
poisoned  nation  ?  Are  they  languishing 
under  the  influence  of  a  poisonous  drug  ? 
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Affain,  the  hon.  Baronet  has  drawn  a 
movmg  picture  of  the  evils  of  opium- 
smoking  in  China,  the  opium  dens,  and 
so  on.  With  what  force  would  he  dilate 
on  the  gin-palaces  and  similar  places  in 
London  or  other  European  capitals !  As 
to  the  evils,  nobody  denies  the  dreadful 
effects  of  excess  in  consumption  of  this 
drug,  or  of  any  other  stimulant.  But 
if  he  supposes  that  moderate  consump- 
tion is  deleterious,  is  he  aware  of  the 
scientific  evidence,  based  on  medical  ex- 
perience, and  submitted  to  the  public 
through  the  London  Press,  some  three 
years  ago  ?  It  was  then  indicated  that, 
in  reasonable  moderation,  the  use  of 
opium  for  Orientals  is  as  harmless  as 
that  of  any  known  stimulant,  and,  under 
certain  conditions,  is  even  beneficial. 
That  evidence  has  not,  to  this  day,  been 
rebutted. 

The  Seconder  of  the  Motion  to  which 
I  am  replying,  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  Lichfield  Division  of 
Staffordshire  (Sir  John  Swinburne), 
gave  the  House  an  interesting  ac- 
count of  a  conversation  he  had  some  30 
years  ago  in  China  with  a  Chinese 
gentleman,  through  an  interpreter. 
That  gentleman,  no  doubt,  was  a  tem- 
perance advocate,  and  vividly  depicted 
the  evils  of  intemperance  among  his 
countrymen.  But  let  the  procedure  be 
reversed.  Let  a  Chinese  traveller  now 
come  to  London,  and  converse  through 
an  interpreter  with  some  temperance 
authority  —  such,  for  instance,  as  the 
hon.  Baronet.  What  horrors  he  will 
hear  of  the  lighted  spirit  shops  attract- 
ing the  poor  people  by  the  glare  at 
night,  and  so  on.  Now,  should  we  wish 
our  Chinese  visitor  to  infer  from  that 
that  London  is  a  doomed,  a  poisoned 
city,  and  that  the  only  chance  of  salva- 
tion for  Londoners  is  the  suppression  of 
wines  and  spirits  ? 

Very  likely  the  hon.  Baronet  op- 
posite (Sir  Joseph  Pease)  would,  if 
he  could,  deal  with  us  English  as 
strictly  as  he  would  with  the  Chinese. 
He  would  mete  out  even  measure  all 
round.  Thus  this  House  can  appraise 
the  value  of  his  strictures.  We  can 
infer  that  his  doctrines  could  not  be 
practically  applied  to  the  Chinese ;  for 
we  see  that  he  could  never  apply  them 
to  us,  with  his  views  regarding  temper- 
ance—  wherein  I  heartily  sympathize 
with  him — and  also  with  his  extreme 
proposals  regarding  total  abstinence  and 
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absolute  prohibition.  [Sir  Joseph  Psasb: 
No,  no !]  Well,  Sir,  I  surely  cannot  be 
mistaken  in  believing  that  he  holds  the 
strongest  views  on  these  points,  whioh 
views  he  would  enforoe  by  all  possible 
means.  Be  that  as  it  may,  I  submit 
that  the  question  of  opium  in  China  is 
one  of  temperance,  and  runs  on  all  fours 
with  the  corresponding  question  of  tem- 
perance in  England. 

There  is  yet  one  topic  in  the  hon. 
Baronet's  speech  to  Which  I  must  advert 
— namely,  that  of  Burmah.  He  quoted 
official  evidence  to  prove  that  opium 
consumption  had  been  excessive  among 
the  Burmese  under  British  rule.  I 
admit  that  this  must  have  been  so  at 
one  time.  Owing  to  some  local  failure, 
there  was  not  that  salutary  restriction 
on  opium  consumption  in  British  Burmah 
which  has  always  existed  in  British 
India.  But  the  fact  that  it  was  duly 
noticed  by  the  authorities  will  afford 
assurance  to  this  House  that  the  evil 
will  be  fully  remedied — indeed,  it  pro- 
bably has  been  remedied  already.  In 
connection  with  this  the  hon.  Baronet 
declared  his  fear  that,  with  our  new 
Chinese  frontier  consequent  on  the  an- 
nexation of  Burmah,  there  would  be 
importation  of  Chinese  opium  into  Bri- 
tish territory.  He  has  thus,  perhaps 
unwittingly,  reminded  this  House  of  the 
important  fact  that  India  is  not  the  only 
opium-growing  country  in  Asia ;  China 
itself  is  now  the  greatest  producer  by 
far.  Very  possibly  he  is  right  in  fear- 
ing that  there  will  be  importation  from 
China.  I  must  respectfully  warn  this 
House  against  expecting  too  much  from 
the  British  Authorities  on  that  frontier, 
for  the  opium  from  China  is  most  easily 
smuggled  across  the  border.  A  man 
may  carry  in  his  waistcoat  pocket,  as  it 
were,  enough  of  this  drug  for  the  con- 
sumption of  many  persons. 

And  now,  Sir,  turning  from  these 
detached  topics,  I  must  proceed  to  the 
main  topics  of  the  hon.  Baronet's  Mo- 
tion. He  proposes,  first,  that  the 
Indian  Government  should  terminate 
gradually  its  connection  with  the  cul- 
tivation of  the  poppy  and  the  manu- 
facture of  opium ;  secondly,  that  it 
should  cease  from  any  concern  in  the 
trade  in  that  drug;  thirdly,  that  it 
should  use  the  powers  that  it  possesses 
to  prohibit  in  British  India  the  cultiva- 
tion of  the  poppy.  The  sequence  of  the 
order  of  topics  may  not  be  quite  logical ; 
but  I  take  them  as  they  stand  on  the 


I  Notice  Paper.  I  must  bespeak  the  pa- 
tience of  the  House  if,  for  a  few  mo* 
ments,  I  touch  on  each  of  them. 

Now,  first,  as  to  the  connection  of  the 
Government  with  the  cultivation  of  the 
poppy  and  the  manufacture  of  the  drug 
— ^this  is  done  not  for  sustaining  or  en* 
couraging  the  production,  but  for  fiscal 
and  administrative  purposes  of  the  most 
legitimate  kind.  The  question  at  bottom 
is  this — are  we  justified  in  highly  taxing 
this  drug  ?  Surely,  even  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet will  admit  that  we  are.  Then  it 
is  not  only  our  right,  but  our  duty, 
to  render  that  taxation  effective,  to  pre- 
vent smuggling,  and  to  stop  malpractices. 
Experience  shows  that  the  only  way  of 
doing  all  these  desirable  things  effec- 
tually is  to  maintain  the  system  existing 
in  the  British  territories — that  is,  in 
Eastern  India  or  the  mid-Gangetic 
valley.  And  what  is  that  system  ?  It  is 
briefly  this.  No  man  is  allowed  to  grow 
the  poppy  save  under  Government  super- 
vision. Every  grower  is  obliged  to  bring 
all  his  opium  to  a  place  appointed  by 
Government.  The  Revenue  officers  see 
that  the  drug  is  made  up  pure  and  im- 
adulterated ;  they  then  cause  the  drug 
supply  to  be  made  over  en  hlo9  to  the  trade 
at  Calcutta— to  the  highest  bidders — 
for  exportation  to  China.  A  small  quan- 
tity only  is  reserved  for  home  consump- 
tion in  India  under  severe  restrictions. 
The  money  thus  received  from  the  highest 
bidders  constitutes  the  opium  tax.  This 
system  really  prevents  opium  being 
illicitly  consumed  at  home,  or  illicitly 
exported  abroad.  If  any  escapes  taxa- 
tion, it  has  to  run  the  gauntlet  of  the 
strictest  system  that  can  be  devised — 
namely,  that  which  I  have  just  sketched. 
To  alter  this  system  would  have  a 
bad  effect  morally ;  for  anv  altera- 
tion would  not  only  allow  malpractices 
to  creep  into  the  trade,  but  would 
open  the  door  for  illicit  consump- 
tion of  a  cheap  untaxed  <irug  among 
our  British  Indian  subjects.  The  hon. 
Baronet  himself  should  be  the  first  to 
deprecate  that.  I  happen  to  speak  with 
knowledge  on  this  point,  for  I  have 
administered  the  opium  revenue,  not 
only  in  the  British  territory  of  Eastern 
India,  but  also  in  Western  India,  where 
it  comes  from  the  Native  States  of 
Malwa.  Now,  in  Malwa  the  cultivator 
is  under  no  particular  restrictions;  the 
drug  intended  for  exportation  is  weighed 
locsdly  before  the  fiscal  officers,  and  then 
despatched  to  Bombay,  where  the  British 
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export  duty  is  levied.  The  supervision 
is  not  nearly  so  absolute  as  under  the 
British  system  I  have  described.  And 
what  is  the  consequence  ?  Why,  just  this 
— that  untaxed  and  illicit  opium  filters 
and  percolates  from  Malwa  into  the  neigh- 
bouring British  districts  of  Western 
India.  This  much  I  know ;  and  I  infer 
that  the  same  thing  happens  still  more 
within  the  Native  States  of  Malwa  itself. 
For  the  sake,  then,  of  moderating  in 
British  India  the  consumption  of  a  drug 
which  is  dangerous  if  taken  immode- 
rately, I  entreat  this  House  to  let  the 
Bengal  system  remain  untouched. 

In  regard  to  that  system  the  hon. 
Baronet  says  that  we  ^ve  subsistence 
money  to  the  poppy  ciutivators  to  en- 
courage them.  No;  what  we  give  is 
an  advance  of  cash  at  the  beginning  of 
the  season,  in  consideration  of  all  the 
trouble  to  which  they  are  put  by  reason 
of  the  strict  system  I  have  described. 
But  it  is  only  an  advance  on  account, 
and  they  make  good  every  farthing  of 
it  at  the  end  of  the  season.  [Sir  Joseph 
Pease  :  An  advance  is  the  same  thing  as 
subsistence  money.]  I  contend  that  in 
this  case  an  advance  and  subsistence 
money  do  not  amount  to  the  same  thing. 
Why,  these  cultivators  do  not  actually 
need  subsistence  money;  they  are  not 
indigent;  they  do  not  live  from  hand 
to  mouth ;  they  are  flourishing  small 
farmers,  or  tenants,  often  with  a  status 
little  short  of  peasant  proprietorship. 
The  cash  advance  is  only  a  kind  con- 
cession, which  may  just  as  well  be  con- 
tinued, as  it  in  no  wise  affects  the  gene- 
ral question. 

Next,  on  the  second  part  of  the  Motion, 
the  hon.  Baronet  wishes  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  cease  from  any  concern  in  the 
opium  trade.  But  has  the  Oovernment 
any  such  concern?  Is  it,  in  any  true 
sense,  a  trader?  Why,  certainly  not. 
There  is  a  great  private  trade  in  opium, 
having  its  headquarters  at  Calcutta.  The 
traders  are  eminent  and  wealthy  persons 
of  several  nationalities.  These  famous 
firms  have  fleets  of  the  swiftest  ships 
that  ply  in  Eastern  waters.  They  are 
the  enterprizing  traders,  and  they  justly 
reap  the  profits  of  the  trade,  aiter  the 
Oovernment  has  levied  its  revenue  in 
the  way  I  have  described.  There  are  so 
many  hon.  Members  now  sitting  around 
who  have  resided  in  Calcutta,  and  who 
know  all  this  so  well,  that  I  need  not 
dilate  further  on  the  misapprehension 
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which  dwells  in  this  part  of  the  hon. 
Baronet's  proposal. 

I  may,  therefore,  go  straight'  to 
the  third  and  last  of  the  topics — 
namely,  the  proposal  that  the  Indian 
Gt>vemment  should  use  the  powers 
it  possesses  to  prohibit  in  British 
India  the  cultivation  of  the  poppy. 
Pray,  what  are  the  powers  which  the 
Ooyemment  possesses  for  such  a  pur- 
pose ?  I  hope  that  the  House  will  mark 
these  words.  Would  such  powers,  if 
put  forth,  be  lawful ;  could  they  be  used 
without  previous  legislation  ;  would  any 
Legislature  in  India  be  induced  to  pass 
such  a  law  ?  The  Qt)vernment,  no 
doubt,  has  a  giant's  strength ;  but  ought 
it  to  use  such  strength  as  a  giant? 
Surely  this  House  will  bear  in  mind 
that  the  poppy  cultivation  is  valuable, 
being  worth  millions  sterling;  that  it 
helps  tens  of  thousands  of  hard-working 
families  to  earn  a  comfortable  livelihood. 
Are  these  people  to  be  depriyed  of  their 
profitable  industry,  because  the  hon. 
Baronet  and  his  fellow-thinkers  hold 
that  the  Chinese  are  better  without  the 
drug,  forgetting  that  they,  the  Chinese, 
and  not  we,  ought  to  be  the  judges  of 
that  ?  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  both 
above  and  below  the  Gangway,  have 
always  stood  up  for  freedom.  Surely 
they  will  see  that  this  proposal  involves 
the  grossest  interference  with  the  liberty 
of  the  subject,  and  is  about  the  most 
tyrannous  proposal  that  ever  was  sub- 
mitted to  this  House.  Even  if —what  is 
to  me  incredible — such  a  thing  were 
enacted,  how  is  it  to  be  carried  out? 
There  would  have  to  be  a  vexatious 
field-to-field  visitation  throughout  ex- 
tensive districts;  the  visitation  would 
almost  be  cottage-to-cottage ;  for  the 
cultivators  would  grow  the  poppy  in 
their  backyards,  and  the  gardens  m  the 
precincts  of  their  cottages.  A  band  of 
preventive  watchmen  would  be  required ; 
and  even  then,  when  the  motive  of  profit 
is  so  strong,  there  would  be  much 
evasion,  and  a  train  of  demoralizing 
circumstances.  I  need  not  detain  the 
House  in  adverting  to  the  awkward 
claims  for  compensation  which  might 
arise.  But  more,  the  proposed  prohibi- 
tion would  only  apply  to  British  Indian 
subjects  in  Eastern  India.  It  could  never 
be  applied  to  the  Native  States  in 
Malwa,  or  Western  India,  which  are  not 
under  our  civil  jurisdiction  internally, 
but  only  under  our  political  control  ex- 
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ternally.  With  what  feelings  would 
our  British  subjects,  then,  see  their  pro- 
fitable cultivation  stopped,  while  their 
fellow-cultiyators  in  Native  States  went 
on,  without  let  or  hindrance,  more 
merrily  than  ever?  Surely  such  an 
injurious  inequality  would  provoke  dis- 
content, perhaps  even  disloyalty. 

Now,  Sir,  passing  from  the  three  main 
topics,  I  beg,  before  resuming  my  seat, 
to  adrert  to  the  general  argument 
which  pervades  the  hon.  Baronet's 
speech,  inspired,  as  it  is,  with  such 
benevolent  sentiments.  It  is  assumed, 
apparently,  that  the  Chinese  hate  the 
drug,  and  would  gladly  be  quit  of  it, 
were  they  not  afraid  of  the  British  Go- 
vernment. I  may  assure  the  House 
that  such  notions  are  absurd.  Why, 
the  upper-class  Chinese  consume  this 
Indian  opium  because  it  is  the  best. 
They  are  so  fond  of  it  that  they  are  re- 
solved to  have  it  at  any  price.  It  is 
our  taxation  that  makes  that  price  so 
dear  to  them.  The  Indian  opium,  being 
of  an  unequalled  quality,  and  being 
limited  in  quantity,  stands  towards  all 
the  other  kinds  of  opium  of  China  or 
elsewhere  in  the  same  relation  that 
champagne  stands  towards  the  wines 
of  Europe.  If,  apart  from  the  upper 
classes,  the  Chinese  people  at  all  abhor 
opium,  why  do  they  grow  the  poppy  to  an 
extent  unknown  in  India  or  any  other 
country — an  extent,  too,  which  is  con- 
stantly widening  ?  And  the  opium  they 
make  therefrom  is  not  at  all  for  exporta- 
tion, but  for  domestic  consumption — 
that  is,  for  themselves  alone.  There 
the  Government  is  despotic  to  a  degree 
not  permissible  in  the  British  Empire. 
If  it  wished,  it  could  hinder,  if  not  sap- 
press,  the  cultivation  with  some  sort  of 
success.  But  it  does  nothing  of  the  sort. 
We  cannot  say,  then,  that  either  the  Go- 
vernment or  the  people  have  any  sin- 
cere dislike  to  the  thing.  As  they  enjoy 
its  use,  they  must  have  actually  a  liking 
for  it.  Thus  the  catchword,  that  is 
often  current,  of  opium  being  *'  forced '' 
on  them,  is  a  contradiction  in  terms. 
Why,  then,  it  will  be  asked,  do  Chinese 
authorities  often  complain  about  the 
Indian  opium  ?  Merely  for  this  reason 
— that  they  are  (not  unnaturally)  jealous 
of  the  Bevenue  which  the  British  Govern- 
ment derives  from  the  taxation  levied 
OQ  the  Chinese  people.  They  wheedle 
and  entice  as  many  Englishmen  as  thev 
can  into  the  belief  that  the  drug  is  hated. 
Thus  they  throw  dust  in  the   eyes  of 


benevolent  English  people.  They  hope 
somehow  to  discredit  the  Indian  Opium 
Revenue  and  to  cause  its  abandonment. 
They  trust  that  the  money  diverted  thus 
from  British  coffers  may  flow  into 
Chinese  coffers.  They  would  levy  the 
tax  for  themselves  if  they  could  only 
persuade  the  English  to  give  it  up.  I 
do  not  complain  of  this,  their  object — I 
merely  expose  it.  Its  intent,  however, 
is  not  moral  at  all ;  it  is  only  pecuniary. 
But  I  submit  that  India  is  entitled  to 
this  Bevenue,  as  the  drug  is  produced  in 
her  territories  by  her  people,  and  financed 
by  traders  in  her  limits.  She  has  got 
the  hold  of  it,  and  she  should  keep  that. 

No  doubt,  as  the  hon.  Baronet  has 
said  this  evening,  several  religious  com- 
munities in  England  for  whom  we  enter- 
tain the  highest  respect  animadvert  upon 
the  Indian  Opium  Bevenue.  What  can  I 
say  except  that  they  labour  under  misap- 
prehension of  the  circumstances  in  India 
and  of  the  realities  in  China  ?  Indeed, 
the  subject  has  become  shrouded  in  un- 
intentional misrepresentations. 

I  admit  that  the  hon.  Baronet  shows 
that  his  particular  proposals  embrace 
little  more  than  half  the  amount  of  the 
Indian  OpiumBevenue — say,  £4,000,000, 
out  of  something  less  than  £7,000,000, 
net,  in  round  numbers.  It  remains  for 
him  to  show  how,if  the  Bengal  or  Eastern 
Bevenue  were  sacrificed,  the.  Western 
remainder  could  be  saved.  But  be  the 
exact  amount  of  loss  what  it  may,  it 
would  be,  at  the  least,  very  considerable, 
and  British  Bevenue  is  not  to  be  trifled 
with  in  a  light  and  airy  way  without 
due  regard  to  weighty  facts,  especially 
as  all  Bevenues  received  in  India  are 
expended  for  beneficent  purposes. 

Again,  if  I  understood  him  rightly, 
the  hon.  Baronet  seemed  to  imply  that 
the  Indian  authorities  hold  toat  the 
money  is  wanted  and  must  be  had,  the 
moral  difficulty  notwithstanding — quo- 
ounqus  mode  rem.  Now,  I,  for  one,  would 
scorn  to  use  any  such  arguments  in  this 
House  on  behalf  of  the  Opium  Bevenue. 
If  it  be  really  wrong  morally,  then  let 
us,  at  any  sacrifice,  abjure  it.  But  if  it 
be  right — as  I  say  it  is — then,  and  then 
only,  let  us  retain  it.  Our  taxation,  in- 
stead of  encouraging  or  stimulating,  has 
the  same  effect  of  checking  consump- 
tion as  it  has  in  all  other  cases.  So  far 
from  being  immoral,  it  actually  sub- 
serves a  moral  purpose.  What  use 
would  it  be  for  us  to  give  this  up,  ex- 
cept either  to  transfer  Jxfj^<^j^^ti^ 
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Chinese  Treasury,  or  let  the  Chinese 
have  the  choicest  opium  untaxed  ? 
Even  if,  by  a  stretch  of  imagination, 
the  hon.  Baronet  succeeded  in  stop- 
ping the  Indian  poppy  culture,  what 
would  he  have  brought  about  ?  Why, 
merely  this  —  an  augmentation,  corre- 
sponding to  the  Indian  diminution,  of 
the  poppy  culture  in  China,  in  Persia, 
in  Turkey,  and  in  other  regions  suited 
for  its  production. 

After  all,  it  is  a  question  of  tem- 
perance. The  Indo-Chinese  case  is  in 
eomimili  eoiu  with  the  British  or  Euro- 
pean case.  The  hon.  Baronet  begins  at 
the  wrong  end.      Let  him,  if  he  can, 

?er8uade  the  Chinese  Mandarins  that 
ndian  opium  is  poison.  Then  the  con- 
sumption, and  with  it  the  Revenue, 
would  die  a  natural  death.  And  the 
blessed  end — in  the  hon.  Baronet's  esti- 
mation— ^would  be  consummated.  But 
I  fear  that  he  might  as  well  try  to  per- 
suade the  Parisians  that  champagne  is 
Eoison.  Why  does  he  trouble  us — what 
ave  we  done,  except  to  tax  the  drug  ? 
And  such  taxation  is  not  evil.  Mean- 
while, if  his  present  Motion  were  ac- 
cepted by  this  House — as  I  hope  and 
believe  it  will  not  be — then  none  of  the 
moral  benefits  which  he  sighs  for  would 
be  gained,  and,  per  eontra,  many  moral 
evils  would  be  incurred  of  which  he 
little  dreams. 

Mb.  mac  IVER  (Devon,  Torquay) 
said,  he  was  bound  to  say  that,  no  matter 
how  much  he  might,  in  other  respects, 
disagree  with  the  hon.  Baronet  who  had 
introduced  the  Motion  (Sir  Joseph  Pease) 
to  the  House,  he  could  corroborate  what 
he  had  stated  in  respect  of  one  matter — 
that  there  had  never  been  a  more  terrible 
experience  than  that  of  the  effects  of  the 
consumption  of  opium  upon  the  Burmese 
population.  Both  in  the  rural  districts 
andin  the  towns,  the  condition  of  theBur- 
mese  who  yielded  to  the  use  of  opium 
was  deplorable.  The  hon.  Baronet, 
speaking  to  the  general  question,  had 
stated  that  it  had  poisoned  millions, 
whereas  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  East  Worcestershire  (Sir  Hichard 
Temple)  gave  it  as  his  opinion  that  the 
drug  had,  on  the  whole,  oeen  beneficial 
to  mankind.  Well,  he  (Mr.  Mac  Iver), 
judging  from  his  experience  in  Burmah, 
must  say  that  he  could  not  agree  with 
the  latter ;  and  whatever  might  be  the 
general  view  held  as  to  the  effects  of 
opium,  there  could,  at  all  events,  be  no 
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question  that  it  was  a  source  of  great 
danger  to  the  Burmese.  Among  the 
Chinese  a  great  many  consumed  the 
drug  in  such  moderate  quantities  that 
it  was  not  very  deleterious,  while,  on 
the  other  hand,  a  great  many  suffered 
from  its  abuse.  But  among  the  Bur- 
mese there  was  no  such  thing  as  mo- 
deration in  the  use  of  opium;  and, 
whatever  might  be  the  case  among  the 
Chinese,  among  the  Burmese,  when  a 
man  began  to  smoke  opium,  he  was  a 
lost  man,  physically  and  morally.  When 
a  magistrate  in  Burmah,  he  had  been 
asked  to  send  men  to  prison  for  '^dan- 
gerous livelihood  "  on  no  other  evidence 
than  they  had  taken  to  opium  smoking. 
He  did  not  suggest  that  as  a  new  method 
of  applying  coercion ;  but  when  a  man 
became  the  slave  of  opium,  then  he  was 
a  danger  to  society,  and  the  autho- 
rities found  it  necessary  to  keep  an 
eye  on  him.  Having  resided  for  some 
years  in  Burmah,  he  could  tell  them  that 
the  use  of  the  drug  in  that  country  led 
to  a  large  amount  of  dacoity.  There 
was  a  mass  of  evidence  from  all  officials 
of  the  terrible  effects  of  the  consumption 
of  opium.  The  hon.  Baronet  had  stated 
that  there  was  no  opium  in  Burmah  until 
we — the  English  people — went  there. 
[Sir  Joseph  I^ease  :  I  said  next  to  none.] 
The  fact  was -that  we  had  opened  opium 
shops  in  Burmah  in  order  to  prevent 
smuggling  and  the  consequent  loss  of 
Eevenue.  He  believed,  also,  that  if  a 
law  were  passed  to  make  it  penal  to  con- 
sume opium  in  Burmah,  it  would  meet 
with  the  moral  approval  of  three-quar- 
ters of  the  population.  It  was  not  the 
case  that  we  had  poisoned  and  demoral- 
ized the  whole  people ;  but  we  had  cer- 
tainly put  facilities  and  temptation  in 
their  way.  With  regard,  however,  to 
the  Resolution  of  the  hon.  Baronet, 
there  was  a  difference  between  looking 
after  a  population  for  which  we  were 
responsible,  and  endeavouring  to  look 
after  the  morality  of  a  population  of 
over  300,000,000  for  which  we  were  not 
responsible,  and  at  the  expense  of  a 
population  for  whom  we  were.  As  to 
the  amount  of  Bevenue  we  obtained  out 
of  the  sale  of  opium  in  Burmah,  it  only 
amounted  to  £100,000.  He  denied  that 
we  forced  opium  upon  the  Chinese ;  the 
arrangement  between  them  and  the 
Indian  Government  was  of  their  own 
making.  In  China  the  poorer  classes 
consumed    home-brewed  opium,  while 
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only  the  richer  classes  consumed  the  finer 
and  more  ezpensive  drug  from  India. 
Aod  if  we  discontinued  permission  to 
grow  the  poppy  in  British  India,  we 
should  not  prevent  the  consumption  of 
the  drug  in  Ohina.  The  Chinese  people 
would  g^w  for  themselves  more  of  a 
worse  article,  doing  probably  far  more 
harm.  The  result  of  this  prohibition,  if 
carried  out,  would  simply  be  to  make  the 
situation  analogous  to  the  condition  of 
England  if  France,  in  a  fit  of  philanthropy 
and  temperance,  decided  to  forbid  the  ex- 
portation of  its  wines  to  England.  The 
classes  who  now  drank  wine  would  have 
to  fall  back  on  beer  and  gin.  The  net 
Eevenue  derived  in  British  India  from 
the  opium  trade  was  £7,000,000.  [Sir 
Joseph  Psase  dissented]  That  was  so, 
undoubtedly.  Whatever  the  amount  im- 
mediately sacrificed,  the  proposal,  if  car- 
ried to  its  logical  conclusion,  involved 
the  sacrifice  of  the  whole  Opium  Ee- 
venue, and  that  averaged  £700,000 
net;  and  if  the  Opium  Eevenue  was 
removed  they  would  suffer  the  loss 
of  this  sum  of  £7,000,000.  If,  in  the 
interests  of  the  Christian  religion  and 
morality,  they  desired  to  show  their 
nobility — and  a  cheap  nobility  it  was, 
for  it  was  at  the  expense  of  other  people 
— let  them  do  it  at  the  cost  of  the  British 
taxpayers,  to  whom  they  were  respon- 
sible in  that  House.  If  they  wished  to 
carry  out  this  theory  fully,  they  would 
have  to  sacrifice  a  still  larger  sum  than 
the  £7,000,000.  They  would  have  to 
compensate  the  Native  Princes.  This 
would  take  £1,000,000  or  £2,000,000 
more.  Then  there  were  the  cultivators 
in  the  Native  States  to  be  thought  of; 
and  if  the  House  perpetrated  this  act  of 
tyranny  they  would  soon  have  to  con- 
template a  very  large  sum  indeed.  Well, 
they  were  getting  familiarized  with  offers 
of  large  amounts ;  he  was  afraid  they 
were  getting  debauched  by  the  talk  of 
giving  away  millions  counted  by  hun- 
dreds. If  the  House  really  wanted  to 
be  virtuous,  let  it  be  virtuous  with  its 
own  money.  Irrespective  of  the  im- 
possible expense  involved  in  this  matter 
at  present,  there  were  in  India  over 
1,000,000  acres  under  opium  cultivation. 
There  were  2,000,000  men  employed, 
and  that  meant,  with  their  families, 
10,000,000  people;  audit  was  proposed, 
for  the  purpose  of  effecting  no  good  that 
lie  could  see,  at  one  stroke  to  throw 
10,000,000  people,  our  fellow- subjects, 
not  represented  in  that  nouse,  out  of 
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occupation  and  the  means  of  living ;  and 
all  that  in  order  to  gratify  a  theory  and 
to  prove  a  case,  which  might  have  been 
a  good  case  once  when  opium  was  forced 
on  the  Ohinese,  but  which  now  could 
only  lead  to  increased  cultivation  in 
Ohina,  especially  in  Yunnan. 

Sm  EOBEET  FOWLEE  (London) 
said,  it  had  been  urged  that  the  case  as 
to  opium  was  the  same  as  the  case  as  to 
spirits  in  this  country,  and  that  they 
were  responsible  in  the  same  way.  He 
did  not  admit  that  argument  of  his  hon. 
Friend.  He  held  that  the  two  oases 
were  entirely  dissimilar.  As  to  spirits, 
the  whole  course  of  their  legislation  had 
been  repressive.  Spirits  were  highly 
taxed,  and  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson  wished 
them  to  f^  further  in  that  direction. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Wor- 
cestershire (Sir  Eichard  Temple)  urged 
that  they  were  doing  the  same  as  to 
opium ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  they  had 
frequently  urged  forward  the  cultivation 
of  opium.  Alter  the  Minute  which  had 
been  issued,  if  he  recollected  rightly, 
by  his  hon.  Friend  when  he  held  Office  at 
Calcutta,  he  did  not  see  how  it  could 
be  denied  that  the  Indian  Government 
had  done  all  it  could  to  introduce  and 
encourage  the  growth  of  opium ;  and  he 
could  not  but  feel  that  the  Gbvemment 
was  responsible  for  a  very  great  increase. 
He  admitted  that  it  was  a  very  difficult 
subject.  They  were  trustees  for  the 
Indian  people,  and  they  would  not  be 
justified  in  throwing  away  millions  of 
Eevenue. 

Thb  UNDEE  SEOEETAEY  of 
STATE  FOE  INDIA  (Mr.  Stafford 
Howard)  TQloucester,  Thornbury) :  In 
rising  to  take  part  in  the  debate  at  this 
early  stage,  I  do  so  because  I  think  it 
is  desirable  that  the  House,  as  soon  as 
possible,  should  know  the  views  of  the 
Government  on  the  merits  of  the  propo- 
sition submitted  by  my  hon.  Friend. 
My  hon.  Friend  was  good  enough,  in 
introducing  the  Eesolution,  to  prophesy 
what  I  should  say  in  answer  to  it.  He 
told  the  House  that  I  should  do  as  my 
Predecessors  have  done  on  similar  occa- 
sions—  namely,  treat  him  with  a  few 
words  of  sympathy,  and  then  say  that, 
upon  account  of  financial  considerations, 
the  proposition  submitted  to  the  House 
is  impracticable.  I  am  afraid  that  I 
shall  not  disappoint  my  hon.  Friend  in 
that  respect,  although  I  may  claim  to 
have  even  greater  sympathy  with  the 
objects  and  principles  he  has  at  heart 
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than  some  of  those  who  have  gone  be- 
fore.    But,  at  the  same  time,  I  am  no 
more  insensible  to  the  practical  diffi- 
culties of  the  case  than  my  hon.  Friend 
would  be  if  he  stood  in  my  place  at  this 
Table.    I  should  like  to  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House,  and  especially  of  my 
hon.  Friend,  to  the  progress  which  this 
question  has  made  since  he  first  took  it 
up  and  introduced  the  question  to  the 
House.   The  Motion  which  he  has  made 
to-night  differs  in  some  important  re- 
spects from  those  of  former  occasions. 
Both  in  its  omissions,  and  in  the  addi- 
tions to  it,  it  tells  of  a  great  deal  of  pro- 
gress from  the  hon.  Baronet's  point  of 
view.      If  hon.  Members  will  refer  to 
former  discussions  on  the  subject,  they 
will  see  that  our  relations  with  China 
formed  the  chief  topic  on  almost  every 
occasion  when  this  question  has  been 
debated.     To-night  the  word  <* China" 
is  not  mentioned  in  the  Eesolution,  and 
my  hon.  Friend  has  hardly  mentioned 
it  in  his  speech.  When  the  hon.  Baronet 
first  introduced  this  Motion  he  prefaced 
it  by  deprecating  the  insistence  of  this 
country  in  importing  opium  into  China 
against  the  wishes  of  Uie  Chinese  Oo- 
vernment.     On  the  second  occasion,  in- 
stead of  deprecating  the  insistence  of 
the  country   in  importing  opium  into 
China,  my  hon.  Friend  insisted  that  the 
traffic  was  contrary  to  the  principles  of 
morality,  and  ought  to  be  done  away 
with  at  once ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he 
offered  to  pledge  the  revenues  of  this 
country  to  some  undefined  extent  in  order 
to  assist  the  Revenues  of  India  in  the 
loss  they  would  sustain,  haying  been 
prompted  to  that,  I  believe,  by  the  taunt 
levelled  at  him  by  the  noble  Marquess 
the  Member  for  Rossendale  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington)  that  he  was  trying 
to  be  virtuous  at  other  people's  expense. 
In  the  following  year  my  hon.  Friend 
moved  an  Address  to  Her  Majesty,  ask- 
ing that  China  might  be  treated  as  an 
independent   State  in  the  negotiations 
that  were  going  on  for  some  alterations 
in  comiection  with   the  opium  traffic. 
That  has  been  conceded ;  and  I  under- 
stand my  hon.  Friend  and  those  who  act 
with  him  are  satisfied  with  what  has 
been    done  as  to  the   importation    of 
opium  into  China,  so  fer  as  the  duty  is 
concerned.     My  hon.  Friend  has  said 
that  he  is  not  sure  whether  China  had 
only  got  the  best  she  could,  or  whether 
she  has  really  got  all  she  was  entitled  to. 
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In  reply,  I  think  I  can  show  my  hon. 
Friend  that,  at  all  events,  China  got 
everything  she  asked  for ;  and  therefore 
it  may  be  inferred  that  she  got  all  she 
thought  she  was  entitled  to.     In  the 
negotiations  which  took  place  between 
the  Chinese  Government  and  Earl  Gran- 
ville, the  British  Government  proposed  a 
settlement  on  the  basis  that  a  fixed  rate 
should  be  imposed  at  the  various  ports. 
There  had  previously  been,  I   under- 
stand, rates  varying  in  amounts.     The 
Chinese  Government  rejected  that  pro- 
posal, and  proposed  a  uniform  rate  of 
80  taels  at  all  the  ports.    Earl  Granville 
accepted  the  basis  of  that  proposal,  but 
suggested  the  uniform  rate  of  70  instead 
of  80  taels.    That  was  rejected  by  the 
Chinese  Government,  and  Earl  Granville 
gave  way,  acceding  to  the  terms  origi- 
nally asked  for.     The  Chinese  Govern- 
ment, therefore,  got  all  they  asked  for 
when  they  desired  to  make  an  alteration 
as  to  the  levying  of  the  duty  in  their 
own  ports.     I  need  not  say  anything 
more  upon  the  question  of  China,  except 
to  notice  what  two  or  three  Members 
have  laid  great  stress  upon— namely, 
that  we  are,  to  a  great  extent,  still  poison- 
ing the  people  of  China  with  opium,  or 
doing  the  best  we  can  to  poison  them. 
Sympathizing    with    the   view    of   my 
hon.  Friend,  I  would  ask   hon.  Mem- 
bers   to    look    through    the    evidence 
bearing  on  that  point.     It  does  seem 
to    me    that  what   has   been  brought 
forward  by  one  or  two  hon.  Members 
who  have  spoken  against  the  Eesolu- 
tion is  true,  and  that  is  that  the  opium 
which  goes  into  China  is  consumed  by 
the  upper  classes,  who  do  not,  as  a  rule, 
abuse  it,  and  in  no  case  finds  its  way  to 
the  lower  classes,  who  consume  what  has 
been  described  as  the  ^*  cheap  and  nasty" 
opium,  grown  in  their  own  country.  But, 
coming  back  to  the  general  question  of 
the  trade  itself  and  the  relation  of  the 
Government  to  it,  I  observe  that  my  hon. 
Friend  has  again  made  a  considerable 
alteration  in  the  demand?  which  he  made 
when  he  originally  introduced  the  ques- 
tion.    In  the  first  Eesolution  submitted 
to  the.  House,  he  desired  that  the  Go- 
tornment  of  India  should  be  encouraged 
to  take  steps  gradually  to  withdraw  from 
this  trade.    Now  he  has  got  as  far  as  to 
ask  the  House  to  declare  point  blank 
that  it  is  expedient  that  the  Government 
of   India  should    withdraw    gradually 
from  this  trade;  and,  further,  that  it 
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should  take  steps  to  proliibitit  altogether 
in  British  India.  That  is  a  considerable 
advance  upon  the  original  demands 
of  the  hon.  Baronet;  but  I  would 
venture  to  point  out  to  him  that,  as  the 
Motion  is  at  present  drawn,  the  second 
part  is  quite  incompatible  with  the  first ; 
because  I  cannot  understand— and  mj 
hon.  Friend  does  not  expledn  how,  if  we 
are  going  to  prohibit  the  cultivation  of 
the  poppy  altogether,  we  are  to  with- 
draw gradually  afterwards.  With  re- 
gard to  the  larger  question  of  the  pro- 
hibition of  the  cultivation  of  the  poppy, 
it  has  been  asked  whether  such  a  thing 
is  possible.  Well,  I  suppose  it  would  be 
possible  if  they  were  determined  to  do 
it  regardless  of  consequences.  But  it  is 
right  to  point  out  that  those  who  are  re- 
sponsible for  doing  these  things  must 
have  some  regard  to  the  consequences 
which  would  probably  follow  from  such 
action.  The  hon.  Member  for  Torquay 
(Mr.  Mac  Iver)  told  us  that  there  were 
large  numbers  of  persons  who  are  de- 
pendent upon  the  citltivation  of  the 
poppy;  and,  if  it  were  suddenly  pro- 
hibited, surely  that  would  give  rise  to 
dangerous  discontent  in  certain  parts  of 
the  country.  Again,  although  the  poppy 
might  be  prohibited,  the  demand  for  it 
would  still  exist,  and  there  would  be 
immense  temptation  to  the  evasion  of 
the  law  and  illicit  dealing,  which 
would  create  still  further  complications. 
Then  there  is  the  inevitable  answer  as  to 
the  loss  of  Be  venue  which  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment would  sustain,  and  my  hon. 
Friend  had  some  altercation  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Torquay  as  to  the 
figures  which  that  loss  would  represent. 
That  loss,  according  to  a  calculation 
which  I  have  made  this  morning,  if  the 
Government  were  to  prohibit  the  cultiva- 
tion of  the  poppy,  would  be  something 
like  £5,000,000.  No  doubt,  in  one  sense, 
as  my  hon.  Friend  does  not  propose  to 
interfere  with  the  Malwa  opium,  and  as 
it  is  almost  certain  that,  if  we  prohibit 
the  cultivation  of  opium  in  British  India, 
the  Malwa  opium  would  increase  in 
exactly  the  same  proportion  as  the  de- 
crease in  the  production  of  opium  in  our 
own  districts,  we  would  reap  an  increased 
Bevenue  from  Malwa  opium,  so  that  we 
should  not  lose  the  whole  of  the  Eevenue 
now  derived  from  opium  produced  in| 
British  India.  That,  I  believe,  would  i 
reduce  the  sum  to  something  like 
£2,176,000.  Even  that  sum,  however,, 
would  be  a  serious  thing  for  the  Govem- 
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ment  of  India  at  the  present  time ;  and 
no  suggestion  has  been  made  by  my  hon. 
Friend,  as  far  as  I  can  see,  as  to  how  it 
is  to  be  replaced  if  it  is  given  up.  Then 
there  is  another  argument  against  him ; 
and  that  is  the  danger — for  I  believe  it 
is  a  danger — of  driving  people  fr6m  the 
consumption  of  opium  to  the  consump- 
I  tion  of  something  still  worse,  and  that 
is  the  local  spirits,  the  manufacture  of 
which,  by  themselves,  it  would  be  almost 
impossible  to  prevent.  There  would  be 
the  danger  of  acquiring  a  taste  for  these 
things,  and  of  jumping  from  the  frying- 
pan  into  the  fire,  if  you  force  them  to 
give  up  opium.  Then,  in  connection 
with  the  exportation  to  China,  my  hon. 
Friend's  proposal  would  do  very  little 
good;  because  whatever  the  decrease 
might  be  on  the  one  side  it  would  be 
counterbalanced  by  an  increase  in  the 
Malwa  opium,  which  would  still  be 
transported  to  China,  and  the  traffic 
would  go  on  practically  just  the  same  as 
it  does  now.  Perhaps  my  hon.  Friend 
would  be  inclined  to  go  further,  and  to 
say  that  we  should  take  no  half-mea- 
sures in  prohibiting  the  cultivation  in 
India ;  that  we  must  not  stick  at  trifles 
when  there  are  moral  considerations 
to  be  thought  of;  and  that,  there- 
fore, we  must  prohibit  the  cultivation 
throughout  India  altogether.  Nor  is  it 
possible  to  stop  the  trade  throughout 
India  altogether.  In  certain  districts,  as 
has  been  pointed  out  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Torquay  (Mr.  Mao  Iver),  the 
Native  Chiefs  carry  on  the  cultiva- 
tion under  Treaty  agreements  with  the 
Government  of  India,  and  these  would 
have  to  be  altered  and  re-arranged,  if  not 
superseded  altogether ;  and  if  so,  and  if 
the  traffic  should  be  stopped,  they  would 
naturally  and  inevitably  require  to  be 
compensated.  You  could  not  deprive 
them  of  their  Treaty  engagements  unless 
you  compensated  them  for  their  loss. 
The  loss  to  the  whole  Eevenue,  Imperial 
and  Provincial,  with  compensation  added, 
as  far  as  I  can  make  out,  would  amount  to 
at  least  £11,000,000  per  annum.  There- 
fore, if  we  are  determined  to  stop  the  culti- 
vation of  the  poppy  altogether,  we  must 
be  prepared  to  sacrifice  the  sum  of  at  least 
£11,000,000  a-year.  On  one  occasion 
my  hon.  Friend,  when  in  a  more  generous 
mood,  offered  to  pledge  the  House  to 
make  up  any  deficiency  in  the  Revenues 
of  India  caused  by  his  proposed  action ; 
but  he  has  not  done  so  on  this  occasion. 
He  has  progressed  in  his  demands,  but 
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gone  back  in  his  generosity.  That  is 
not  the  case  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  London  (Sir  Eobert  Fowler). 
He  is  always  generous;  I  never  knew 
him  otherwise ;  and,  at  a  meeting  held 
some  time  ago  at  Bristol,  the  hon. 
Member  said  that,  in  his  opinion,  the 
only  way  of  solving  the  difficulty  was 
for  this  country  to  make  good  whatever 
loss  might  be  sustained.  I  Sir  Eobert 
FowLEB :  Hear,  hear!]  I  should  like  to 
quote  the  language  of  the  Gbvemment 
of  India  on  this  subject,  contained  in  a 
very  exhaustive  despatch  sent  out  by 
the  Government  of  India  in  reply  to  in- 
quiries made  by  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Member  for  Rossendale  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington),  when  he  was  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  in  consequence  of  the 
Motion  made  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Durham  (Sir  Joseph  Pease) 
some  years  ago.  On  pafi^e  18  of  that 
Correspondence,  paragrapn  59,  the  Go- 
vemmeut  of  India  say — 

'*It  cannot  be  too  clearly  understood  that 
neither  by  any  measure  tending  to  develop  the 
resources  of  the  country,  nor  by  an^  increase  of 
taxation  which  is  practically  within  the  range 
of  possibility,  nor  by  any  reduction  of  expendi- 
lure,  could  the  Government  of  India,  in  any 
adequate  way  at  present,  hope  to  recoup  the  loss 
which  would  accrue  from  the  suppression  of  the 
poppy  cultivation  in  Bengal.'' 

Further  on  they  say — 

'*  But  the  difficulties  of  the  problem  have  to 
be  fairly  faced.  The  hard  facts  of  the  case, 
whether  from  the  Chinese  or  Indian  point  of 
view,  have  to  be  borne  in  mind.  Those  facts 
can  neither  be  altered,  nor  can  their  significance 
be  attenuated,  by  any  enunciation  of  abstract 
principles.  It  is,  therefore,  essential  that  all 
who  are  interested  in  the  question  should  have 
clearly  before  their  eyes  the  opinion  of  those 
who,  for  the  time  being,  are  responsible  for  the 
conduct  of  the  Indian  finances.  That  opinion, 
as  we  venture  to  formulate  it,  is  that  the  Qovem- 
ment  of  India  is  at  present  quite  unable  to 
devise  any  means  by  which  the  loss  of  Revenue, 
consequent  on  the  suppression  of  the  poppy 
cultivation  in  Bengal,  could  be  recouped,  and 
that,  until  such  means  be  devised,  the  loss  of 
the  Bengal  Opium  Revenue  would  result  in  the 
normal  annual  Expenditure  of  the  Government 
being  greater  than  its  receipts ;  that  is  to  say, 
that  India  would  be  insolvent.  We  wish  to 
state  this  fact,  in  language  which  admits  of  no 
misapprehension,  in  order  that  those  who  may 
have  to  deal  with  this  matter  should  do  so  with 
a  perfect  knowledge  of  the  facts  of  the  case,  and 
after  due  warning  that  any  present  attempt  to 
abandon  the  Opium  Revenue,  whilst  conferring 
a  very  doubtful  benefit  on  the  population  of 
China,  would  do  incalculable  harm  to  the 
250,000,000  of  people  over  whom  we  rule  in 
India." 

If  that  were  true  then,  it  is  doubly  true 
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now.  The  hon.  Baronet  stated  that  the 
Indian  Eevenue  was  in  a  flourishing 
condition  some  years  ago.  and  he  men- 
tioned the  mode  in  which  the  surplus 
was  spent.  But  at  the  present  time  that 
is  not  the  case,  the  Indian  Government 
haying  had  to  incur  serious  expenditure 
on  war  charges  and  in  regard  to  the  opera- 
tions lately  carried  out  in  Burmah.  We 
had  a  debate  in  this  House  the  other 
day  as  to  whether  the  Indian  Hevenues 
should  bear  the  expense  of  the  opera- 
tions in  Burmah  ;  and  I  must  say  that 
I  observed  on  that  occasion  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  did  not  vote  in  favour 
of  imposing  these  charges  upon  the 
Home  Government,  so  as  to  relieve  the 
Revenue  of  India  and  render  it  less 
necessary  to  raise  income  by  the  Opium 
Duties.  The  hon.  Baronet  made  a 
serious  charge  against  the  Government 
of  India.  He  said  it  appeared  to  him 
that  they  had,  whenever  their  Revenue 
fell  off,  increased  the  amount  of  opium 
exported  so  as  to  make  up  the  deficiency. 
Well,  I  hope  to  be  able  to  show  the  hon. 
Baronet  that  that  is  an  absolutely  un- 
founded charge.  What  are  the  facts  of 
the  case  ?  Why,  the  localities  in  which 
the  poppy  is  cultivated  are  the  localities 
which  are  the  most  favourable  for  its 
cultivation,  and  are  the  localities  in 
which  it  was  grown  before  the  introduc- 
tion of  British  rule.  The  Government 
of  India  has  always  gone  upon  the  prin- 
ciple of  raising  the  maximum  amount 
of  Revenue  from  the  minimum  amount 
of  production — a  policy  advocated  by 
the  hon.  Baronet  himself  in  one  of  the 
speeches  he  made  in  this  House.  The 
Indian  Government,  furthermore,  has 
always  induced  Native  States  in  which 
the  poppy  cultivation  was  unknown  not 
to  cultivate  it ;  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
it  is  not  cultivated  in  those  States  at 
the  present  moment.  It  is  true  that  in 
spite  of  all  this  the  Opium  Revenue  in- 
creased, and  increased  largely,  up  to  a 
certain  time ;  but  I  would  call  attention 
to  the  fact  that  that  increase  has  now 
come  to  an  end,  and  that,  if  anything,  it 
has  turned  into  a  decrease ;  and  it  is  fair, 
no  doubt,  that  the  hon.  Baronet  and  those 
who  are  associated  with  him  in  this  mat- 
ter should  take  credit  to  themselves  for 
having  to  some  extent,  through  the  man- 
ner in  which  they  have  acted  on  the  Indian 
Government,  brought  about  that  result. 
I  have  here  the  figures  showing  the  net 
Revenue  from  the  export  of  opium  to 
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Ohina  and  of  the  area  of  land  devoted 
to  the  cnltiyatioQ  of  the  poppy.  These 
figures  give  the  net  Hevenue  and  total 
areas  for  the  years  1870-1  to  the  years 
1884-5.  In  1870-1  the  net  Bevenne  was 
£7,657,000—1  should  say  that  these 
statistics  include  Malwa  opium.  The 
Bevenne  increased  with  some  ups  and 
downs  until,  in  1880-1,  it  amounted  to 
£8,451,000.  Since  then  it  has  gone 
down  almost  every  year  until  the  amount 
received  in  1884-5  was  only  £5,849,440. 
As  to  the  exports,  at  one  time  they 
reached  as  much  as  94,835  chests  of 
opium— in  1879-80— but  in  1880-1  the 
figure  fell  to  82,892  chests,  and  in  1884-5 
to  75,391  chests,  showing  a  very  sub- 
stantial decrease  in  the  amount  of  expor- 
tation. As  to  the  area  of  cultivation,  in 
1870-1  the  total  number  of  acres  was 
515,851 ;  it  increased  in  1879-80  to 
562,260  acres;  and  now,  according  to 
the  lastBetum  in  1883-4,  it  has  been 
reduced  to  505,845  acres.  That  again 
shows  a  regular  and  substantial  de- 
crease—there has  been  a  substantial 
decrease  under  all  the  three  heads  that 
I  have  mentioned.  I  think  those  figures 
ought  to  satisfy  my  hon.  Friend— at  any 
rate,  they  are  an  answer  to  the  charge 
he  has  made  against  the  Government  of 
India,  that  they  have  always  increased 
their  Opium  Bevenue  when  they  have 
been  in  want  of  money.  I  believe  they 
are  in  want  of  money  now,  and  no  doubt 
one  of  the  reasons  for  that  is  the  great 
decrease  which  has  taken  place  in  the 
amount  of  Bevenue  they  derive  from 
this  source.  There  is  a  question  as  to 
whether  the  Government  should  not 
withdraw  altogether  from  the  opium 
monopoly,  and  have  no  direct  dealing 
with  the  matter.  If  it  could  be  shown 
that  any  good  would  result  from  the 
change  the  Government  would  not  object 
to  it ;  but  we  cannot  see  that  any  good 
would  arise ;  on  the  contrary,  we  think 
that  any  change  would  do  more  harm 
than  good,  besides  causing  a  loss  to  the 
Indian  Government.  The  question  formed 
the  subject  of  serious  discussion  in  1878, 
and  the  decision  arrived  at  was  contrary 
to  the  view  of  the  hon.  Baronet. 

Sir  JOSEPH  PEASE  (Durham,  Bar- 
nard Oastle) :  I  did  not  raise  that  ques- 
tion in  1878.  I  only  dealt  with  the 
question  of  the  payment  of  money  to  the 
cultivators. 

Mk.  STAFFOBD  HOWABD:  Yes; 
the  BUfltentation,  or  assistance  money,  as 
it  was  called.    But  that  is  one  of  the 


chief  elements  in  the  system  which  con* 
nects  the  Government  with  this  trade ; 
and,  if  any  alteration  is  to  be  made,  it 
must  be  made  so  that  we  shall  have  the 
same  relation  with  the  trade  in  Bengal 
that  we  have  with  the  trade  in  the 
Native  Provinces.  [Sir  Joseph  Pease  : 
No,  no  !]  What  does  the  hon.  Baronet 
want,  tJien  ?  If  the  Government  refuse 
to  give  money  to  the  cultivators,  perhaps 
he  thinks  no  one  else  should,  and  that, 
in  an  indirect  way,  the  cultivation  of  the 
poppy  should  be  got  rid  of.  It  may  be 
that,  but  the  hon.  Baronet  did  not  say  so 
in  his  speech.  The  Government  believe 
that  the  system  at  present  carried  on  is 
the  best;  they  think  that,  under  the 
system  which  prevails,  they  are  able  to 
control  the  cultivation  of  the  poppy,  and 
keep  upon  it  those  restrictions  which 
are  necessary  in  the  interests  of  morality. 
That  is  the  reason  they  decline  to  make 
the  alteration.  The  Government  of  India 
are  perfectly  alive  to  the  state  of  public 
opinion  in  regard  to  this  matter.  More- 
over, they  are  perfectly  alive — it  is  stated 
fairly  enough  m  the  despatch  I  referred 
to  just  now — to  the  insecurity  of  this 
Bevenue  from  various  causes  which  I 
need  not  go  into.  I  think  they  have 
shown  themselves  determined  to  look  to 
every  source  from  which  they  can  derive 
an  income  less  precarious  than  that  de- 
rivable from  the  opium  trade.  In  1880 
the  Prime  Minister  admitted  that  India 
must  be  in  an  insecure  financial  position 
so  long  as  she  relied  so  much  upon  this 
Opium  Bevenue.  The  danger,  there- 
fore, is  known  to  the  Indian  Qt)vem- 
ment,  and,  so  far  as  they  can,  they  will 
endeavour  to  find  means  to  guard  against 
it.  There  is  another  view  of  the  subject 
which  I  must  say  a  few  words  upon  be- 
fore I  deal  with  the  question  of  the 
opium  trade  with  Burman.  Like  others 
who  oppose  this  Motion,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber opposite  (Sir  Bichard  Temple)  has 
raised  the  objection  that  we  have  no 
right— seeing  the  large  sum  we  raise  on 
alcohol  at  home — to  force  our  views  upon 
other  countries.  I  am  bound  to  say 
that,  strongly  as  I  feel  on  the  subject  of 
temperance,  there  is  a  great  deal  in  that 
argument.  I  think  this  kind  of  virtue, 
like  charity,  ought  to  begin  at  home; 
and  if  I  am  to  draw  a  comparison  be- 
tween the  effects  produced  by  the  con- 
sumption of  alcohol  and  those  produced 
by  the  consumption  of  opium  in  China 
or  elsewhere,  I  am  bound  to  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  e^](,  f  g€^t|jc|f,5^B^f  ^ 
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are,  on  the  whole,  greater  than  those  of 
opium.  I  take  the  book  whieh  is  circu- 
lated by  the  hon.  Baronet  fSir  Joseph 
Pease)  and  his  Society,  called  Medical 
Testimonies  as  to  the  Effects  of  Opium 
Smoking :  and  in  the  preface,  which  is 
written  by  Sir  James  Bisdon  JBennett,  I 
find  he  uses  these  words — 

"  That  the  moderate  habitual  use  of  opium, 
whether  smoked  or  eaten,  as  of  alcohol  or 
tohacco,  may  be  compatible  with  health  and 
comfort  is  perfectly  true ;  but  it  is  not  the  less 
true  that  opium  is  a  dangerous  poison,  and  not 
the  less  pernicious  because,  when  taken  habitu- 
ally, its  action  is  very  insidious." 

But  exactly  the  same  may  be  said  of 
alcohol,  and  if  I  had  time  I  could  quote 
similar  evidence  of  many  leading  medical 
men  who  were  examined  before  the 
Lords'  Committee  on  Intemperance  to 
show  that  alcohol  is  a  most  ^'  dan- 
gerous poison,"  and  is  most  **  per- 
nicious" and  "insidious."  As  to  alcohol 
being  insidious,  I  have  heard  its  action 
humorously  described  by  an  American 
in  this  way— First  the  man  takes  a 
drink;  then  the  drink  takes  another 
drink ;  then,  last  of  all,  the  drink  takes 
the  man.  If  it  is  true  of  opium  that  it 
is  insidious,  it  is  equally  true  of  alcohol. 
Then  Sir  James  Bisdon  Bennett  goes  on 
to  say — 

"  That  drunkenness  and  the  immoderate  use 
of  alcohol  are  the  occasion  of  g^reater  evils, 
whether  physical  and  moral,  or  individual  and 
social,  than  are  those  attendant  on  the  free 
use  of  opium,  however  indulged  in,  I  should  be 
quite  ready  to  concede." 

Then,  I  say,  it  would  be  Pharisaic 
virtue  to  insist  upon  a  foreign  country 
giving  up  the  use  of  opium,  or  rather  to 
insist  upon  India  ceasing  to  derive  in- 
come from  the  sale  of  opium,  whilst  we 
at  home  derive  the  income  from  some- 
thing which  is  quite  as  bad,  and,  in  my 
opinion,  a  great  deal  worse.  Not  long 
ago  a  Government  was  turned  out  of 
Office  in  this  country  on  this  very  ques- 
tion— because  it  was  suggested  that  the 
duties  on  alcoholic  drinks  should  be 
raised  to  a  slight  degree.  That  did  not 
look  like  a  very  virtuous  country  anxious 
to  put  a  stop  to  the  sale  of  these  dele- 
terious articles.  The  hon.  Baronet  re- 
ferred to  the  Christian  Churches  as 
favouring  his  view  upon  the  opium  ques- 
tion, and  upon  that  I  would  remark  that 
these  Churches  do  not  feel  a  delicacy  in 
accepting  money  for  the  building  of 
cathedrctls  from  those  who  have  made 
their  fortunes  by  the  manufacture  of 
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whisky  and  stout.  I  would  make  two 
practical  suggestions  to  the  hon.  Baronet, 
the  adoption  of  which,  I  believe,  would 
be  much  more  useful  than  the  bringing 
forward  of  Motions  such  as  that  we  are 
now  discussing.  Let  the  hon.  Baronet 
and  his  friends  agitate  for  the  increase 
of  the  duties  on  alcohol  in  this  country, 
and  then,  when  we  get  sufficient  money 
to  spare,  we  can  devote  it  to  recouping 
India  for  the  loss  which  she  may  sustain 
by  the  adoption  of  some  drastic  measure 
for  the  suppression  of  the  opium  trade. 
My  second  suggestion  is  more  practical. 
I  am  told  that  the  balance  of  trade  as 
between  India  and  China  is  very  much 
againstChina— about  £9,000,000 1  think 
— owing  to  the  vast  quantity  of  produce 
going  from  India  to  China.  As  between 
China  and  this  country  the  balance  is 
against  us,  in  consequence  of  the  immense 
quantity  of  tea  we  import.  It  has  even 
been  said,  and  no  doubt  with  truth,  that 
China  pays  for  her  Indian  opium  with 
the  income  derived  from  Chinese  tea 
sold  in  this  country.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  hon.  Baronet  or  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  spoke  just  now  have 
thought  of  this ;  but  if  they  are  in  the 
habit  of  consuming  Chinese  tea,  it  must 
give  them  a  start  of  horror  when  they 
reflect  that  in  drinking  Chinese  tea  they 
are  encouraging  Chinamen  to  consume 
opium.  My  suggestion,  therefore,  is 
that  my  hon.  Friend,  and  others  who 
agree  with  him,  should  use  Indian  tea, 
which,  I  believe,  is  very  good,  instead 
of  Chinese  tea.  Even  if  the  Indian  tea 
is  not  very  good,  my  hon.  Friend  should 
still  drink  it,  sweetening  it  with  the  re- 
flection that  he  is  advancing  the  interests 
of  morality  in  assisting  to  deprive  the 
Chinese  of  the  means  of  buying  opium. 
In  this  way  he  can  practise  a  virtue  for 
the  benefit  of  those  in  whose  welfare  he 
is  so  much  interested.  And  now  a  word 
with  regard  to  Burmah.  I  admit  that 
the  evidence  against  the  abuse  of  opium 
in  Burmah  is  stronger  than  that  relating 
to  any  other  place,  and,  from  Heports  I 
have  read  from  Sir  Charles  Aitchison,  it 
does  seem  that  opium  has  a  much  worse 
effect  on  the  Burmese  than  on  anyone 
else ;  and  I  am  afraid  that  we  are  more 
responsible  for  this  traffic  in  Burmah 
than  elsewhere.  But  there,  again,  im- 
provement has  taken  place.  Eestric- 
tions  have  been  placed  upon  the  use  of 
the  drug  with  very  beneficial  results.  I 
hold  in  my  hand  an  account  of  the  seers 
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of  opium  sold  in  Bnrmali  in  each  year 
from  1880-1  to  1884-5,  and  it  seems  that 
the  total  seers  decreased  between  those 
years  from  54,265  to  41,993.  The  Ee-  \ 
yenue,  no  doubt,  has  increased,  but  that 
is  mainly  because  of  the  great  enhance- 
ment of  the  price,  which  was  one  of  the 
suggestions  made  in  order  to  reduce  | 
the  consumption,  and  which  has  been  in 
the  main  successful.  The  Bevenue  has 
increased  Es.14,31,738  to  Es.15,56,008.  | 
The  number  of  shops  has  heen  reduced 
from  67  in  1881  to  18  in  1884-5,  so  that 
great  progress  has  been  made  in  Burmah  | 
in  the  direction  desired  by  the  hon.  I 
Gentleman.  Certain  drastic  proposals 
have  been  suggested  in  order  to  get  rid 
of  the  use  of  the  drug  in  Burmah ;  but 
those  who  are  best  qualified  to  give  an 
opinion  upon  the  matter  do  not  think  it 
desirable  to  proceed  to  the  length  pro- 
posed. But  I  am  glad  to  say — ^for  I  en- 
tirely sympathize  with  the  hon.  Baronet  in 
this  matter — that  the  Chief  Commissioner 
and  those  who  assist  him  contemplate 
taking  as  soon  as  they  can  more  drastic 
measures  than  those  hitherto  adopted 
to  prevent  the  great  evils  which  arise 
from  the  abuse  of  opium  in  Burmah. 
An  inquiry  has  been  set  on  foot,  and  a 
very  interesting  Eeport  has  been  pre- 
sented for  the  nrst  year.  Amongst  other 
things  recorded  are  the  following  facts : 
— that  in  the  district  of  Arakan  there 
are  only  two  shops  now,  and  the  con- 
sumption has  decreased  to  two-thirds  of 
what  it  was  in  1881.  It  is  reported 
also  that  the  consumption  of  opium  has 
been  reduced  in  the  Province  of  Irra- 
waddy,  and  also  in  Tenasserim  and 
Pegu.  On  the  whole,  the  consumption 
has  decreased  by  22  per  cent  in  four 
years,  whilst  the  population  is  estimated 
to  have  increased  by  16  per  cent.  There- 
fore, at  all  eyents  as  regards  Burmah, 
the  Oovernment  are  on  the  right  track. 
It  has  been  objected  that  there  has  been 
an  increase  of  smuggling,  and  that  is 
used  as  an  argument  for  an  increase  in 
the  number  ofshops.  It  has  been  found, 
however,  that  witn  an  increase  in  the 
number  of  shops  there  is  an  equal  in- 
crease in  the  tetnptations  to  consump- 
tion. Therefore,  I  am  glad  to  find  that 
theCommissiondr,  in  his  Eeport,  suggests 
that  it  would  be  better  to  use  all  the 
agencies  at  our  disposal  to  prevent 
smuggling,  rather  than  revert  to  the  old 
system  by  increasing  the  number  of 
^ops.  I  do  not  wish  to  descend  to 
that  lowest  level  of  morality,  as  the 
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Prime  Minister  once  described  it,  re- 
ferring to  gentlemen  in  official  posi- 
tions—namely, **  Promising  what  you 
cannot  perform ;  "  but  I  will  tell  the 
hon.  Baronet  that  the  Memorial  which 
was  sent  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  some  time  ago  on  the  subject  of 
opium  in  Burmah,  and  the  future  treat- 
ment of  the  question  in  Upper  Burmah, 
has  been  forwarded  to  the  viceroy  ;  and 
I  am  quite  sure  from  what  I  haye  seen 
of  the  attitude  of  the  authorities  in 
Burmah,  and  of  the  attitude  of  the  Qo- 
vemment  of  India,  that  this  Memorial, 
which  is  very  strong  and  striking,  and 
with  which  I  have  great  sympathy,  will 
receive  the  consideration  which  it  ought 
to  receive,  looking  at  the  quarter  from 
which  it  comes,  and  the  principles  and 
objects  which  it  has  in  view.  I  cannot 
promise  more  than  that ;  but  I  hope  that 
after  my  statement  the  hon.  Baronet 
will  not  put  the  House  to  the  trouble  of 
a  division,  but  will  be  satisfied  with  the 
progress  which  has  been  made  on  the 
question,  and  will  withdraw  the  Motion 
before  the  House. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  said  that,  however  important 
the  Opium  Eevenue  might  be  to  India, 
still,  if  it  were  wrong  in  itself,  we  were 
bound  to  carry  on  the  Government  of 
India  by  some  other  means.  But,  after 
all,  this  was  not  a  matter  of  Indian 
Eeyenue.  What  he  held  was  that  if 
the  Chinese  did  not  get  opium  from 
India  they  would  get  it  from  some  other 
place.  He  would  point  out  that  this 
Motion  to  put  down  the  opium  traffic 
was  not  for  the  benefit  of  the  people  of 
India,  but  for  the  benefit  of  third  parties 
— the  Chinese.  It  was  not  necessary  on 
behalf  of  the  people  of  India  generally 
to  prohibit  the  traffic  in  opium,  because 
the  people  of  India  were  not  generally 
greatly  addicted  to  the  use  of  opium ; 
but  he  admitted  that  the  Indo-Chinese 
population  of  Burmah  were,  and  if  it 
were  possible  to  stop  smuggling  there, 
then  he  thought  the  Government  might 
go  so  far  as  to  prohibit  the  opium  traffic 
in  Burmah.  He  was  very  much  sur- 
prised to  hear  his  hon.  Friend  who 
moved  the  Eesolution  (Sir  Joseph  Pease) 
say  that  he  was  not  in  favour  of  the 
total  prohibition  of  the  use  of  spirituous 
liquors,  though  he  was  for  the  total 
prohibition  of  the  consumption  of 
opium.  If  his  hon.  Friend  were  for 
the  total  prohibition  of  the  use  of 
spirituous  liquors,  then  he  mieht  urge 
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with  more  force  that  the  opium  traffic 
should  be  totally  prohibited,  since  both 
opium  and  drink  were  both  exceedingly 
deleterious.  The  hon.  Gentleman  was 
proceeding  to  give  an  account  of  the  con- 
dition of  the  people  in  the  Province  of 
Behar,  where  opium  was  accessible  to 
every  man,  woman,  and  child,  when 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present. 

House  adjourned  at  Eight  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  5th  May,  1886. 


MINUTES.]— Supply— <?o«#iVfor»i  in  Committee 
Reeolutiont  [May  3]  reported. 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  First  Reading  — 
Jurors*  Detention  *  [202] ;  Mining  Leases 
(Cornwall  and  Devon)*  1204];  Stannaries 
Act  (1869)  Amendment*  [203]. 

Beeond  Reading— yL\xm(A^  IVanchise (Ireland) 
19] ;  Probation  of  Furst  OflTenders  [39],  de- 
late  ac{joumed;  Hepresentation  of  the  People 
Act  (1884)  Extension  [26\  debate  a^oumed  ; 
Married  Women  (Maintenance  in  Case  of  De- 
sertion) [111];  Terms  of  Hemoval  (Scot- 
land)* [187];  Parliamentary  Franchise 
[124],  debate  further  ae{journed. 

Committee  —  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on 
Sunday  [27]— r.p. 

Third  Reading  ^InttLnts  [139],  and  paeeed. 

Withdrawn — Quarry  (Fencing)  [185]. 

ORBERa   OF  TEE  BAY. 


MUNICIPAL  FRANCHISE  (IRELAND) 

BILL.—[Bill  9.] 

(Uf.  Jamee  G'Brien,  Mr.   Timothy  Harrington, 

Mr,  Richard  Power,  Mr,  Mayne,  Mr,  Peter 

M'Donald.) 

SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Mr.  JAMES  O'BRIEN  (Mayo,  S.}, 
in  moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said,  he  thought  the  House 
would  agree  with  him  that  there  was  now 
no  need  of  argument  upon  this  subject, 
and  no  longer  any  reason  for  stating  a 
case  in  favour  of  this  measure.  It  was 
not  too  much  to  assume  that  all  Parties  in 
that  House  were  now  agreed  thattheoppo- 
sition  which  had  been  for  so  many  years 
offered  to  that  measure,  or  to  measures 
of  a  similar  import,  had  been  unfair  and 
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unwise ;  and  they  all  also  recognised  how 
imprudent  it  had  been  to  deny  to  Ire- 
land the  reforms  which  had  been  so  long 
enjoyed  and  so  much  appreciated  in 
Great  Britain.  Bearing  in  mind,  there- 
fore, the  great  awakening  of  the  con- 
science of  this  country  in  regard  to  the 
long  and  grievous  misgoyemment  of 
Ireland,  he  felt  it  was  only  necessary 
for  him  now  formally  to  make  his  pre- 
sent Motion  to  have  it  assented  to  by  all 
Earties.  A  measure  of  this  kind  has 
een  before  the  House  almost  yearly  for 
quite  a  number  of  years.  Such  a  mea- 
sure has  even  received  the  assent  of 
this  House.  It  would  not  be  necessary 
for  him  to  quote  many  statistics  to  prove 
the  very  great  inequality  of  the  muni- 
cipal franchise  between  Ireland  and 
Gbeat  Britain.  He  might  mention,  how- 
ever, that  in  Ireland  they  now  had  only 
one  burgess  to  40  inhabitants,  whereas 
in  Great  Britain  they  had  one  burgess 
to  about  every  six  of  the  population. 
For  instance,  the  City  of  Dublin,  having 
a  population  of  249,602,  had  only  6,644 
burgesses  on  the  roll;  while  Sheffield, 
with  apopulation  of  284,508,  had  50,987 
burgesses.  Belfast,  with  a  population 
of  208,122,  had  6,061  burgesses  on  the 
roll,  while  Bristol,  with  a  population  of 
206,874,  had  27,723  burgesses  on  its 
roll.  The  City  of  Cork,  with  a  popula- 
tion of  80,124,  had  only  2,059  bur- 
gesses ;  while  Blackburn,  with  a  popu- 
lation of  104,000,  had  18,446  burgesses. 
A  comparison  of  the  numbers  on  the 
burgess  rolls  of  the  two  countries  would 
show  that,  while  in  Ireland  the  propor- 
tion of  burgesses  to  population  was  one 
to  40,  in  England  the  proportion  was 
one  to  six  of  its  population.  In  fact,  it 
was  quite  unnecessary  to  point  out  the 
inequalities  in  the  municipal  franchise 
between  the  two  countries.  When  they 
had  now  a  Parliamentary  franchise  being 
within  one  step  of  manhood  suffirage 
it  was  unnecessary  to  expatiate  on  the 
absurdity  of  maintaining  in  Ireland, 
as  the  basis  of  the  municipal  franchise, 
a  £10  rating,  which  was  equivalent  to 
about  £15  rental.  The  Bill  would  assi- 
milate the  municipal  franchise  in  the 
two  countries.  On  a  former  occasiou  a 
like  measure  was  objected  to  by  a  Bel- 
fast Representative  on  the  ground  that 
no  extension  of  the  franchise  was  de- 
sired there.  It  was  easy  to  understand 
why  the  narrow-minded  and  illiberal 
oligarchy  who,  in  Belfast,  enjoy  a  mono- 
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poly  of  the  municipal  franchise,  so  close 
that  the  Oatholics,  though  one-fourth  of 
the  population,  have  no  representation 
on  the  Municipal  Body ;  and,  it  is  need- 
less to  say,  Oatholics  dare  not  aspire  to 
a  share  of  the  good  things  in  the  gift 
of  the  Corporation.  But,  so  far  from 
heing  an  argument  against  extending 
the  franchise,  surely  the  existence  of 
such  a  state  of  things  in  Belfast  but 
points  the  moral.  The  hon.  Member  con- 
cluded by  moving  the  second  reading  of 
the  BiU. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (ifr.  Jame»  O'Brien.) 

Mb.  lewis  (Londonderry)  said,  that, 
having  regard  to  the  thin  attendance  in 
the  House,  and   especially  in  his  own 
part  of  the  House,  it  would  be  ridiculous 
then  to  expect  a  very  exhaustive  discus- 
sion, or  an  effective  division  on  that  Bill. 
But  it  was    important  that    the    facts 
should  be  known,  and  the  reason  for 
the    substantial  difference    which    un- 
doubtedly existed  in  the  state  of  the  law 
as  between  Englandand  Ireland  in  regard 
to  the  municipal  franchise  should  be  un- 
derstood. It  was  quite  true  that  the  muni- 
cipal franchise  in  Ireland  andEn  gland  was 
not  the  same,  although  the  Parliamen- 
tary franchise  was  much  the  same.    The 
old  line  had  up  to  the  present  been  main- 
tained of  having  a  £10  municipal  fran- 
chise ;  and  the  reason  of  this  was  the  ex- 
traordinary difference  between  the  num- 
ber of  householders  competent  to  obtain 
the  franchise  in  Ireland  and  England. 
In  Lreland  he  was  sorry  to  say  that  there 
was  extreme  poverty,  and  amongst  the 
lower  classes  there  was   an  enormous 
number  of  persons  who  occupied  dwell- 
ings of  merely  nominal  value.  He  would 
not  trouble  the  House  with  exact  statis- 
tics to  show  that  the  municipal  boroughs 
in  Ireland  contained  large  numbers  of 
tenants  of  houses  of  £4  valuation  and 
under  £4.  There  was  also  an  almost  en- 
tire absence  of  the  middie-dass  popula- 
tion to  be  found  in  England.    It  was, 
therefore,  obvious  that  the  result  of  the 
lowering  of  the   franchise    in    Ireland 
would  be  to  elevate  to  supreme  power 
in  the  Municipalities  in  Ireland  those 
who  paid  only  a  miserable  modicum  of 
the  rates,  or  whose  rates  were  paid  for 
them  by  the  landlords.    If  there  were  a 
largor  number  of  Members  present  he 
would  be  in  a  better  position  to  offer  an 
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effective  opposition  to  the  Bill,  and  the 
House  would  be  surprised  to  find  what 
would  be  the  real  effect  of  the  measure 
as  regards  the  very  large  number  of 
voters  which  it  would  place  upon  the 
Eegister,  and  the  very  small  amount  of 
rates  which  they  contributed.  In  muni- 
cipal matters,  where  they  were  dealiu{ 
with  the  expenditure  of  rates,  he  ha< 
never  admitted  that  the  present  arrange- 
ment was  satisfactory  in  England  as  to 
those  who  had  the  main  burden  of  pay- 
ing the  rates ;  and  still  less  would  it  be 
so  in  the  case  of  Ireland,  with  the  enor- 
mous mass  of  poverty-stricken  occupiers 
in  the  large  towns  there,  and  with  the 
absence  also  of  the  strong  middle  class 
which  existed  in  England.  The  obvious 
effect  of  a  measure  like  the  present 
would  therefore  be  to  place  the  whole 
municipal  power  in  the  hands  of  persons 
who  had  no  substantial  pecuniary  in- 
terest in  the  community.  He  believed 
that  such  a  change  would  be  made  more 
fittingly  when  the  Home  Eule  Bill  was 
passed.  He  would  quote  a  very  preg- 
nant sentence  from  a  speech  made  by 
Earl  Spencer  at  Newcastle  in  the  pre- 
sence of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
sitte  (Mr.  John  Morley),  in  which  he 
stated  that  the  condition  was  that — 

'*  Every  Town  Council,  every  Board  ol  Ghiar- 
dians,  and  every  Local  Board  outaide  Ulster 
was  full  of  disloyalty  to  the  Government.'* 

He  thought  that  this  was  a  condition  of 
affairs  which  was  not  very  likely  to  be 
improved  by  the  operation  of  this  Bill. 
He  did  not,  however,  suppose  that  this 
was  an  argument  which  would  have 
very  much  force  with  the  Government 
or  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  John  Morley),  seeing  the  obvious 
manner  in  which  he  treated  those  Mem- 
bers sitting  in  the  ^rtion  of  the  House 
where  he  (Mr.  Lewis)  sat.  The  manner 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the 
matter  spoken  by  him  afforded  very 
pregnant  evidence  of  the  sympathy 
which  lay  between  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway,  and  of  his  determination  to 
do  as  much  harm  as  he  could  to  the 
loyal  population  which  he  (Mr.  Lewis) 
had  the  honour  to  represent.  He  would 
mention,  as  a  specimen,  the  extraordinary 
statement  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man made  as  to  the  uses  of  the  Arms 
Act,  than  which  nothing  could  more 
clearly  show  that  all  his  sympathies 
were  with  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
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Gangway.    Anyone  who  had  been  pre- 
sent at  Question  time  during  the  past 
three  months,  and  who  had  noticed  the 
manner  as  well  as  the  nature  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  answers,  must  have 
been  driven  to  that  conclusion.     The 
Loyalist  Members  were  quite  aware  of 
it.     They  knew  that  the  forces  which 
they  had  to  contend  against  at  the  pre- 
sent time  were  not  only  enormous  out- 
side the  House,  but  that  the  demonstra- 
tions of  enmity  inside  the  House  which 
were  made  against  them  by  a  Bepre- 
sentative  of  the  Government  were  most 
painful  to  witnees.  [Home  Rule  laughter,'] 
That  might  be  a  laughing  matter  to 
hon.   Gentlemen   below  the  Gangway; 
but   to    him   and  his  Friends  it  was 
serious.    As  long  as  he  had  a  seat  in 
the  House—and  he  had  been  four  times 
returned  by  an  Irish  constituency — he 
should  not  hesitate  to  speak  quite  as 
plainly  on  Irish  affairs  as  if  he  were  an 
Irish-bom  Bepresentative.    The  Oity  of 
Derry,  which  had  a  population  of  30,000, 
and  which  would  be  one  of  the  Munici- 
palities affected  by  the  Bill,  had  never, 
BO  far  as  he  knew,  petitioned  in  favour  of 
a  reduction  of  the  municipal  franchise, 
because  he  believed  they  were  perfectly 
satisfied.  IBome  Rule  cheers,  and  <'  Oh ! "] 
It  was  very  easy   for  hon.  Members 
below  the   Gangway  to  arrange  their 
chorus  of  interruptions,  and  the  Loyalist 
Members  were  perfectly  accustomed  to 
it ;  at  any  rate,  he  had  been  for  six  or 
seven  years.     He  used  to  be  frequently 
met  with  the  jeering  remark  that  the 
House  would  never  see  him  back  again, 
and,  therefore,  he  need  not  be  listened 
to.    That  assertion  was  often  repeated 
with  considerable  vigour  prior  to   the 
two  last  Elections,  and  he  remembered 
that  the  hon.   Member  for  81igo  (Mr. 
Sexton)  used  to  be  particularly  emphatic 
on  the  point.  Well,  the  Nationalist  JParty 
did  their  best  at  the  last  Election  for 
Derry,  and  they  sent  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sligo  to  contest  the  seat  with  him. 
The  hon.  Member  did  not  like  the  look 
of  it  and  went  away,  and  then  they  sent 
a  bigger  apostle  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy). 
The  constituency  had  been  made  as  de- 
mocratic as  the  lowering  of  the  franchise 
to  almost  manhood  suffrage  could  make 
it ;  but  the  people  of  Derry  were  true  to 
their  old  principles  of  loyalty  and  love 
of  law  and  order,  and  so,  very  much  to 
the  surprise  of  hon.  Gentlemen  below 
the  Gangway  he  (Mr.  Lewis)  was  again 

Mr,  Lewis 


returned.  [Mr.  Sbxton  :  By  39  votes.] 
It  was  his  duty  to  his  constituency,  who 
did  not  want  this  Bill,  to  ask  the  House 
to  reject  it ;  but  he  was  placed  in  a  diffi- 
culty by  the  absence  of  many  of  his  hon. 
Friends,  and  therefore  if  he  took  a  divi- 
sion by  way  of  protest  it  would  be  in  the 
hope  of  making  more  effective  opposi- 
tion at  a  future  stage  of  the  Bill. 

The  chief  SECBETABY  fob  IBE- 
LAND  (Mr.  John  Moeley)  (Newcastle- 
on-Tyne)  :  The  hon.  Member  who  has 
just  sat  down  appears  to  me  to  have 
travelled,  in  some  of  his  observations, 
pretty  wide  of  the  mark.  I  hardly  think 
that  the  hon.  Member  could  be  con- 
sidered in  Order  when  he  thought  fit  to 
deal  with  a  matter  so  insignificant  as  my 
sympathies  and  my  w^  of  dealing  with 
Irish  Questions  in  this  House.  But  as  he 
has  done  so,  I  may,  perhaps,  be  allowed 
to  say  one  word  in  self  defence.  I  have 
felt  that  I  have  not  always  been  fortu- 
nate enough  to  win  the  approval  of  hon. 
Members  opposite  in  my  answers  to 
Questions ;  but  I  have  yet  to  learn  that 
there  is  any  justice  in  the  charge  that 
my  manner  towards  Members  sitting  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  has  been 
otherwise  than  courteous,  or  such  as 
they  have  a  right  to  expect  from  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown. 

Mb.  lewis  :  I  beg  my  right  hon. 
Friend's  pardon.  I  assure  him  that  I 
had  not  the  least  idea  of  objecting  to  his 
manner  towards  us  individually,  but 
merely  to  his  manner  towards  us  as  a 
Party. 

Mb.  JOHN  MOBLET :  I  am  not  a 
subtle  enough  metaphysician  to  dis- 
tinguish between  my. manner  towards 
hon.  Members  opposite  as  individuals, 
and  towards  them  as  a  Party.  If  I'have 
not  been  fortunate  enough  to  secure  the 
approval  of  hon.  Members  opposite,  it  is 
because  the  Questions  have  very  often 
been  ill-founded,  and  my  answers  to 
them  have  almost  always  consisted  of  the 
very  driest  statement  of  fact.  As  hon. 
Gentlemen  must  know,  those  answers 
are  supplied  to  me  by  official  authorities 
on  the  spot,  who  are  entirely  free  from 
any  sort  of  bias.  I  am  glad  of  the 
opportunity  of  saying  this,  because 
charges  have  been  brought  against  me 
of  giving  prejudiced  answers.  I  ob- 
served that  the  charge  was  recently  made 
at  a  meeting  in  Ulster ;  and  I  wish  to 
say,  as  I  should  be  ready  to  say  to  a 
larger  House  than  this,  that  my  answers 
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to  the  Gkntlemen  who  represent  Ulster 
have  been  as  considerate,  as  straightfor- 
ward, and  as  inoffensive  as  my  answers  to 
any  other  Gentlemen.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man regrets  that  he  is  not  surrounded  by 
more  of  his  Friends,  and  he  thinks  that 
if  he  were  so  surrounded  on  the  present 
occasion  there  would  be  a  chance  of 
more  effective  opposition.  Well,  there 
was  a  debate  in  1882  on  the  second 
reading  of  a  similar  Bill,  and  on  that 
occasion  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  Plunket)  and  the  hon. 
Baronet  who  now  represents  Mid  Armagh 
(-Sir  James  Corry)  declined  to  oppose  the 
Bill.  I  am  not  sure,  therefore,  that  if 
the  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry  had 
more  of  his  Friends  here  now,  he  would 
succeed  in  his  opposition  to  the  Bill  any 
better  than  he  is  likely  to  do  as  it  is.  He 
has  also  changed  his  grounds.  His 
arguments  to  day  are  very  different  from 
the  arguments  he  used  in  1882.  At  that 
time  the  hon.  Member  said  plainly  what 
he  has  only  stated  obscurely  to-day — 
namely,  that  he  did  not  believe  that 
Municipalities  in  England  and  Scotland 
had  worked  well,  and  that  f>till  less  did 
he  suppose  they  would  work  well. in  Ire- 
land. If,  however,  the  hon.  Member 
thinks  that  he  would  get  the  Conserva- 
tive Party  to  support  him  in  the  con- 
tention that  popularly  elected  Municipal 
Bodies  in  England  and  Scotland  are  a 
failure,  I  very  much  doubt  whether 
he  would  get  the  Leaders  of  the  Oonser- 
vative  Party  to  support  him  in  any 
such  contention.  So  far  as  the  Bill  is 
ooncemed,  the  Government  will  offer  no 
opposition  to  the  second  reading.  The 
Conservative  Members  in  the  last  Par- 
liament did  not  oppose  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill ;  uie  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  my  late  lamented  Friend  Mr. 
Forster,  dia  not  oppose  it ;  and  still  less, 
therefore,  is  it  likelv  that  a  Parliament 
elected  on  a  broader  franchise  would 
oppose  it.  I  confess  that  the  arguments 
that  weigh  with  me  strongly  in  favour  of 
the  Bill  are  not  the  belief  in  popular  re- 
presentation merely,  but  the  facts  that 
were  brought  out  by  the  inquiry  into 
the  state  of  the  towns  of  Ireland  last 
year.  The  Boyal  Commission  on  the 
Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  sat  for 
a  time  in  Ireland.  In  Waterford  there 
is  a  population  of  29,000,  of  whom  700 
are  on  the  municipal  roll.  What  is  the 
condition  of  Waterford  ?    Its  condition 


was  described  by  several  witnesses,  and 
the  evidence  given  to  the  Commission 
showed  that  its  state  is  really  and  truly 
terrible.  The  overcrowding  and  all  the 
other  evils  are  really  at  their  maximum, 
and  as  a  result  the  death  rate  of  Water- 
ford is  reported  to  be  as  high  as  42 
per  1,000.  You  may  ask  what  connec- 
tion that  has  with  the  municipal  fran- 
chise. The  witnesses  examined,  who 
were  officials,  were  perfectly  clear  that 
the  Councillors  returned  as  at  present 
on  the  restricted  franchise  represented 
either  middlemen  directly  or  the  inte- 
rests of  middlemen.  They  admitted 
that  the  effect  of  the  extension  of  the 
franchise  in  a  town  like  Waterford 
would  be  to  create  a  public  opinion 
which  would  return  members  to  the 
Council  who  would  see  that  the  law  was 
administered,  and  its  powers  used  in  the 
interest  of  the  population  as  a  whole.  I 
dare  say  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Londonderry  would  tell  us  that  a  new 
Council,  elected  on  a  very  wide  suffrage, 
would  play  ducks  and  drakes  with  the 
money  of  the  better  class  ratepayers. 
What  I  say  is,  that  it  would  mean  the 
improvement  of  the  sanitary  condition 
of  towns  like  Waterford.  The  poorer 
ratepayers  would  compel  the  owners  of 
property  to  do  that  which  in  England,  at 
all  events,  we  expect  the  owners  of  pro- 
perty to  do,  and  systematically  exact  from 
them  by  law.  That  is  the  only  illustra- 
tion with  which  I  will  trouble  the  House, 
of  the  connection  between  an  extension 
of  the  municipal  franchise  in  Ireland 
and  the  improved  condition  of  the  towns 
of  Ireland.  I  do  not  doubt  that  other 
illustrations  might  be  given.  This  fact 
is  very  remarkable — ^that  while  the  death 
rate  of  Ireland,  as  a  whole,  is  lower 
than  the  death  rate  in  England,  the 
death  rate  in  the  towns  of  Ireland  is 
very  much  higher  than  in  the  towns 
of  England.  I  do  not  think  it  is  a  very 
speculative  contention  to  suppose  that 
very  much  of  the  bad  sanitary  condition 
of  the  towns  of  Ireland  is  due  to  the  fact 
that  so  large  a  proportion  of  the  popula- 
tion has  little  or  no  voice  in  the  control 
of  the  Municipalities.  I  do  not  think  at 
present,  in  view  of  the  condition  of  the 
House,  that  I  should  be  justified  in 
dwelling  at  any  length  on  the  arguments 
put  forward  by  the  hon.  Member  oppo- 
site ;  and  I  will  simply  content  myself, 
therefore,  with  saying  that  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
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to  support  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill. 

Sir  JAMES  COBBY  (Armagh,  Mid) 
said,  that  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land had  referred  to  some  remarks  of 
his  in  a  former  debate ;  and  in  reference 
to  those  remarks  he  wished  to  state  that, 
whOe  he  did  not  then  oppose  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  he  could  not  help 
feeling  that  if  the  !^sh  municipal  fran 
chise  were  to  be  reduced  without  other 
steps  beinff  taken  at  the  same  time  it 
would  lead  to  many  of  the  difficulties 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Derry  had 
referred  to.  There  could  be  no  doubt, 
however,  that  if  a  measure  of  this  kind 
were  to  be  introduced  by  a  responsible 
Oovemment  it  might  do  good,  because  it 
would,  in  all  probability,  be  founded 
upon  the  recommendations  of  the  Select 
Committee  which  sat  for  a  number  of 
Tears  on  the  subject,  and  of  which  the 
late  Mr.  Isaac  Butt  was  a  prominent 
Member.  If  this  Bill  dealt  comprehen- 
sively with  other  matters  with  reference 
to  municipal  government  as  well  as  the 
extension  of  the  franchise,  he  should 
have  been  prepared  to  assent  to  its  prin- 
ciple. As  the  condition  of  the  working 
classes  had  been  referred  to,  he  might 
say  that  the  Boyal  Commission  on  the 
Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  showed 
that  the  condition  of  the  housing  of  the 
working  classes  in  Belfast  was  better 
than  even  in  any  town  in  England  or 
Scotland,  and  was  very  different  indeed 
from  the  state  of  things  in  Dublin, 
Waterford,  and  elsewhere  in  Ireland. 
He  did  not  intend  to  divide  the  House 
against  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill ; 
but  he  hoped  that  if  it  went  further  the 
Government  would  make  it  a  measure  of 
their  own,  and  introduce  other  matters 
into  it  besides  the  reduction  of  the  fran- 
chise. He  thought  that  the  reduction 
of  the  franchise  alone  would  be  a  venr 
great  calamity ;  and,  therefore,  although 
he  did  not  oppose  the  second  reading, 
he  would  take  steps,  if  the  Bill  went 
further,  with  a  view  to  the  introduction 
into  it  of  other  matters  for  the  benefit  of 
the  Municipal  Corporations  of  Ireland. 

Me.  sexton  (Sligo.  S.)  said,  he 
observed  that  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Paddington  (Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill)  had  made  a  communication 
to  the  hon.  Member  behind  him,  indi- 
cating a  desire  that  the  opposition  to 
the  Sill  should  not  be  pushed  any  f  ur- 
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ther.  [Lord  Bandolph  Ohueghill:  No.] 
Well,  in  making  the  observation  he 
simply  relied  upon  the  evidence  of  his 
visual  organs.  He  was,  indeed,  not  sur- 
prised that  the  noble  Lord  should  take 
that  view,  for  seven  or  eight  years  ago 
it  was  on  this  very  question  of  municipal 
franchise  that  the  noble  Lord  showed 
that  first  insidious  approach  to  Demo- 
cratic principles  for  wnioh  he  had  since, 
in  so  many  ways,  become  signalized. 
With  reference  to  the  observations  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  need 
not  have  occupied  a  moment  of  his  time 
in  answering  the  uncalled  for,  and,  he 
might  add,  the  cowardly  attack  made 
upon  him  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Lon- 
donderry City  (Mr.  Lewis).  Undoubtedly 
the  Chief  Secretary,  by  the  ability  with 
which  he  had  supported  popular  and 
just  principles,  and  by  his  high  cha- 
racter, enjoyed  the  respect  of  men  of  all 
opinions  throughout  the  country;  and 
he  would  venture  to  add  that  the  Chief 
Secretary,  in  all  his  behaviour  to  the 
Members  of  that  House,  had  displayed 
a  strict  and  unvarying  adherence  to 
facts,  and  a  high  regard  for  the  princi- 
ples of  Parliamentary  intercourse,  quali- 
ties for  the  lack  of  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Londonderry  had  long  been 
conspicuous.  He  thought  it  was  very 
unfortunate  for  those  who  wished  to 
maintain  the  existing  system  of  cor- 
porate vote  in  Ireland  that  the  defence 
of  that  system  should  have  fallen  to  an 
Englishman,  and,  above  all,  to  the  par- 
ticiUar  Englishman  who  had  spoken. 
He  was  sorry  that  the  defence  of 
the  fortress  should  have  fallen  to  the 
Member  for  that  City,  which,  under 
the  existing  restricted  franchise,  returned 
men  like  him,  who,  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Armagh  would  say,  ''is  in 
temporary  retirement  "—in  penal  servi- 
tude in  fact.  Yes ;  it  was  a  Member  of 
the  Corporation  of  the  City  represented 
by  even  a  pre-eminent  member  of  that 
Corporation,  who  was  sent  to  gaol  for 
having  set  fire  to  his  own  house,  and 
the  police  of  Derry  had  now  a  list  of 
probable  aiders  and  abettors.  Perhaps 
it  would  be  too  much  to  insinuate  that 
any  other  members  of  that  Corporation 
were  guilty  of  like  offences.  That  was 
the  kind  of  Corporation  in  existence  in 
that  City  represented  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber ;  and  when  the  existing  franchise  re- 
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suited  in  Bending  to  that  Body  men  who 
were  sentenced  to  penal  servitude  for 
the  crime  of  arson,  surely  the  hon. 
Membw  would  admit  any  change  would 
be  for  the  better. 

Mb.  lewis  :  I  beg  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's pardon.  As  a  matter  of  fact  the 
hon.  Member  is  incorrect  in  saying  that 
this  took  place  in  the  present  Corpora- 
tion. It  was  a  former  Corporation;  and 
I  would  remind  the  hon.  Member  of  a 
similar  case  in  the  Dublin  Corporation — 
the  case  of  Mr.  James  Carey. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Well,  Carey  did  not 
burn  his  house ;  and  Carey  was  put  into 
the  Corporation  by  the  political  friends 
and  supporters  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Derry  City.  His  proposer  and  most  of 
his  assenting  burgesses  were  Tories. 
He  (Mr.  Sexton)  was  not  certain  whe- 
ther in  the  Derry  case  that  gentleman 
was  a  member  at  the  time  he  committed 
the  crime;  but  he  had  been  one,  and 
was  elected  on  the  present  franchise. 
He  was  glad  to  see  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Armagh  (Sir  James  Corry)  taking 
part  in  the  discussion,  for  he  doubtless 
understood  the  subject,  and  was  quali- 
fied both  as  a  baronet  and  an  alder- 
man  

Sin  JAMES  COERY:  I  neyer  was 
a  member  of  the  Corporation. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  Well,  there  was  a 
namesake  of  the  hon.  G-entleman  a 
member.  It  would  have  been  interest- 
ing to  have  heard  a  few  remarks  as 
to  Belfast  from  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
.  Would  the  hon.  Gentleman  say  that  the 
sanitation  in  the  districts  for  the  work- 
ing classes  was  anything  like  what  it 
ought  to  be?  He  had  had  at  best  some 
experience  of  Belfast — he  had  spent 
some  days  there — and  had  no  hesitation 
in  declaring  that  the  lighting,  sewerage, 
and  paying  in  the  working  classes'  dis- 
tricts were  a  disg^race  to  civilization.  It 
would  have  been  interesting  to  have 
heard  something  about  the  fact  that  in 
a  population  of  250,000,  with  70,000 
Catholics,  the  Municipal  Body  would 
not  admit  one  solitary  member  of  that 
religion  to  their  Board.  It  would  be 
interesting  to  know  why  that  was  so — 
why  not  a  single  Catholic  official  was 
appointed,  except,  indeed,  one  solitary 
scavenger.  It  would  have  been  inte- 
resting to  learn  how  it  happened  that 
the  Corporation  of  Belfast  gave  the  then 
Town  Clerk  a  higher  salary  than  some 
Cabinet  Ministers  in  England,  £2,076 
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a-year.  The  hon.  Member  for  Derry 
City  insinuated  that  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  had 
been  a  candidate  for  its  representation. 
So  far  from  that  being  the  fact,  he  pre- 
sided at  the  assemblage  which  selected 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Long- 
ford, and  he  was  not  surprised  that  the 
latter  was  beaten,  for  he  confined  him- 
self to  expounding  his  views  at  public 
meetings.  But  thehon.Memberfor Derry 
City  followed  his  inveterate  custom  of 
canvassing  alone.  [ Crm  of  **  Oh,  oh ! "] 
Tes ;  he  began  every  morning  before  the 
rising  of  the  sun,  and  did  not  conclude  till 
the  going  down  thereof.  One  of  the  only 
two  arguments  in  his  speech  was  founded 
on  the  assertion  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  Lord  Spencer  stated  that  the  Irish 
Corporations  were  disloyal  outside  these 
two  remarkable  Bodies.  [Mr.  Lewis  : 
Hear,  hear!]  Yes;  the  two  exceptions 
were  remarkable — one,  a  Corporation 
whose  members  were  sent  to  penal  ser- 
vitude; and  the  other  a  Body  that 
robbed  the  ratepayers  to  pay  a  Town 
Clerk  a  monstrous  salary.  But  the  hon. 
Member  had  given  a  free  translation  to 
Lord  Spencer's  words — a  very  free  trans- 
lation. If  the  hon.  Member  wished  to 
be  logical,  he  would  remember  that  if 
the  Irish  Corporations  were  disloyal, 
they  were  disloyal  on  the  present  fran- 
chise. Could  they,  then,  be  any  worse  ? 
What  harm  was  there  in  extending  the 
franchise  if  they  had  reached  eo  low  a 
point  and  were  disloyal  ?  To  extend  the 
franchise  could  not  make  them  worse, 
whilst  it  might  improve  them  So  the 
hon.  Member's  argument  went  for  no- 
thing. But  that  argument  was,  in  effect, 
that  the  Corporations  were  disloyal  and 
they  must  keep  them  so.  He  was  not 
surprised  that  the  hon.  Member  be- 
longed to  a  Party  or  a  political  faction 
that  always  found  exercise  for  his  func- 
tions in  promoting  the  provocation  to 
disloyalty  and  disaffection  amongst  the 
Irish  people.  He  well  remembered  that 
statement  of  Sydney  Smith,  who  said — 

*'The  dissatisfaction  of  the  Oran^men  is 
the  Irish  rainbow,  and  when  I  see  it  in  the 
sky  I  know  that  the  storm  is  over." 
The  dissatisfaction  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  to  him  one  of  the  most  cheer- 
ing signs  in  the  horizon  of  Irish  politics, 
for  when  the  body  of  the  Irish  people 
began  to  be  well  affected  towards  the 
Government,  and  Members  like  the  hon. 
Member  for  Derry  City  and  his  kind 
had  to  find  fault  with  the  discretion  and 
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good  taste  of  Ministers  of  the  Crown, 
then  there  was  a  chance  for  the  peaceful 
and  final  settlement  of  the  relations  be- 
tween Ireland  and  the  Goyernment. 
Another  argument  of  the  hon.  Member 
was  that  the  people  contemplated  to  be 
enfranchised  by  this  measure  lived  in 
houses  of  mere  nominal  value.  The 
hon.  Member  should  congratulate  him- 
self that  circumstances  happily  enabled 
him  to  live  in  a  house  even  of  nominal 
value.  Perhaps  if  the  hon.  Member 
had  to  depend  for  a  living  on  his  own 
intelligence  and  exertions,  he  would  not 
have  even  so  good  a  dwelling  or  be  able 
to  pay  the  rates.  It  was  not  because 
men  were  poor  that  they  should  not  have 
a  vote ;  indeed,  such  men  had  a  better 
right  to  a  voice  in  the  matter  than  such 
men  as  the  hon.  Member,  who,  doubt- 
less, lived  in  a  palace.  He  congratulated 
the  Tory  Party  on  the  stolid  demeanour 
they  had  evinced  during  this  discussion, 
and  the  noble  Lord  on  the  indication  he 
had  g^ven  of  his  opinion  that  the  opposi- 
tion to  the  Bill  had  better,  perhaps, 
never  have  been  raised. 
LoBD   EANDOLPH    CHUECHILL 

g^addington,  S.)  said,  that  the  hon. 
ember  for  Sligo  was  undoubtedly  one 
of  the  ablest  men  of  his  Party  and  of 
the  House  of  Commons ;  but  he  did  not 
think  that  he  was  quite  so  influential  as 
he  supposed  himself  to  be.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo  had  asserted  that  he 
had  intimated  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Londonderry  that  he  did  not  intend  to 
divide  against  the  second  reading  of 
this  Bill.  [Mr.  Sexton  :  I  inferred  it.] 
He  could  assure  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sligo  that  he  had  done  nothing  more 
than  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  London- 
derry whether  he  did  intend  to  divide 
the  House  upon  the  Motion,  and  that 
the  hon.  Member  had  replied  in  the 
affirmative ;  but  no  suggestion  that  he 
should  not  do  so  fell  from  him.  He  had 
been  in  favour  of  the  lowering  of  the 
municipal  franchise  in  Ireland  ever  since 
the  year  1 877,  and  he  had  supported  it 
on  the  groimd  that  he  had  supported 
many  other  Irish  measures— namely, 
that  a  safe  means  of  maintaining  the 
Union  in  the  two  countries  was  the 
establishment  of  similar  laws  and  simi- 
lar institutions  in  both  of  them.  It  was 
all  a  matter  of  local  government,  and  he 
still  firmly  believed  that  the  best  way  of 
maintaining  the  Union  would  be  by 
establishing  similar  institutions  in  Ire- 
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land  to  those  they  had  in  England  and 
Scotland.  If  a  division  were  taken  he 
would  have  voted  against  this  Bill,  for 
the  extremely  good  reason  that  he 
thought  it  perfectly  absurd  that  the 
House  of  Commons  should  now  be 
considering  so  small  a  matter  when 
it  was  on  the  eve  of  considering  so 
large  a  matter  as  the  entire  govern- 
ment of  Ireland,  If  the  principle  of 
the  Government  with  regard  to  their 
Irish  policy  was  worth  anything,  it 
was  obviously  not  worth  while  to  divide 
on  this  question.  In  the  language  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  they  would  be  simply 
passing  a  law  which  would  go  to  Ireland 
' '  in  a  foreign  aspect  and  a  foreign  garb." 
The  whole  policy  of  the  Government 
with  regard  to  the  future  government  of 
Ireland  was  that  the  House  of  Commons 
was  not  competent  to  deal  with  such 
peculiar  matters  as  the  municipal  fran- 
chise. He  (Lord  Kandolph  dkurchill) 
did  not  agree  with  that  principle ;  but,  at 
any  rate,  that  was  the  principle  now  be- 
fore the  House,  and  that  was  the  prin- 
ciple they  were  asked  to  act  up  to.  He 
was  quite  surprised,  therefore,  to  find  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  welcoming 
this  Bill  with  so  much  warmth  and  cor- 
diality, when  he  had  declared  over  and 
over  again  that  the  House  was  not  com- 
petent to  deal  with  such  a  matter.  This 
was  not  the  time  to  bring  forward  such 
a  Bill.  If  the  Government  of  Ireland 
was  to  be  given  over  to  an  entirely  new 
Body,  it  was  obvious  that  that  was  the 
Body  that  should  deal  with  a  question  of, 
this  kind ;  but  until  that  was  settled  he 
did  not  think  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons could  consider  such  a  Bill. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
said,  they  might  have  been  prepared  to 
learn  that  the  noble  Lord  the  Leader  of 
the  Tory  Democracy  was  prepared  to  vote 
against  a  reduction  of  the  municipal 
franchise  if  he  had  had  the  opportunity, 
and  that  he  only  regretted  that  the 
opportunity  was  not  afforded  to  him. 
The  reasons  put  forward  by  the  noble 
Lord  for  the  course  he  intended  to 
take  were  on  a  level  with  the  princi- 
ples which  had  guided  his  action  in 
another  matter.  He  said  that  a  larger 
measure  being  under  the  consideration 
of  Parliament  no  small  measure  should 
be  carried  by  the  House.  He  should 
not  be  doing  the  noble  Lord  an  injustice 
when  he  said  that  it  was  the  boast  of 
himself  and  those  with  whom  he  was 
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connected  that  they  would  prevent  the 
passage  of  the  large  measure.  The 
noble  Lord  and  his  Friends  were  never 
tired  of  expressing  their  conviction  that 
this  larger  measure  should  not  pass,  so 
that  he  was  doing  two  things  equally 
effective — he  was  keeping  up  an  irri- 
tating inequality,  and  hindering  the 
smallest  step  in  municipal  reform,  whilst 
covering  himself  with  the  excuse  that  a 
larger  measure  was  being  considered.  If 
the  statements  made  by  the  noble  Lord 
were  accurate — and  everything  that  the 
noble  Lord  stated  was  accurate,  as  he 
(Mr.  Bradlaugh),  from  personal  expe- 
rience, had  reason  to  know — there 
was  no  chance  of  the  larger  measure 
becoming  law,  and  the  noble  Lord 
was  simply  using  it  as  a  cover  to 
hinder  this  smaller  concession ;  and  he 
(Mr.  Bradlaugh)  hoped  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  would  be  agreed  to. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitted 
for  Monday  next. 

PROBATION  OF  FIRST  OFFENDERS 

BILL.— [Bill  39.] 

(Mr,  Howard  Vincent,  Sir  Htnry  Selwiti'Ibbetton, 

Sir  Algernon  Borthwiek,  Mr.  Zaw9on, 

Mr,  MoUoy,) 

SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Gentrai) :  I  rise,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  move, 
with  the  permission  of  the  House,  the 
second  reading  of  the  Probation  of 
First  Offenders  Bill.  Its  object  is  set 
forth  somewhat  more  fully  than  usual  in 
its  Preamble.  It  will  not,  therefore,  be 
necessary  for  me  to  detain  tbe  House 
with  any  lengthened  explanation  of  the 
reasons  which  induced  me  to  seek  per- 
mission to  introduce  it.  The  support  I 
have  ground  for  hoping  the  measure 
may  receive  in  several  quarters  of  the 
House  will  afford  evidence  of  the  public 
good  those  experienced  and  hon.  Mem- 
bers, whose  names  appear  with  mine 
upon  the  back,  trust  it  may  effect.  Let 
me  say,  Sir,  at  the  outset,  that  this  Bill 
has  not  been  framed  in  any  spirit  of 
sentimental  philanthropy  towards  those 
who  are  guilty  of  criminal  offences,  and 
more  especially  towards  hardened  and 
habitual  offenders.  I  hold  a  strong  opi- 
nion with  regard  to  them  that  such 
social  pests  are  less  burdensome  to  the 
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public  whilst  in  prison  than  at  large. 
This  Bill  is  designed  solely  to  meet  the 
case  of  those  guilty  of  first  offences  of  a 
minor  character.  There  can  be  little 
doubt,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  many  first 
offences  are  the  result  of  inexperience, 
surprise,  and  extraordinary  temptations, 
and  various  extenuating  circumstances, 
rather  than  the  product  of  a  criminal 
and  habitually  vicious  mind.  Hon. 
Members  who  have  had  either  judicial 
or  magisterial  experience  will  recall,  I 
feel  sure,  to  their  minds  many  instances 
in  which  they  have  felt  the  difficulty  of 
dealing  properly  with  such  cases.  The 
public  interest  demanded  that  some 
punishment  should  be  inflicted,  and  it 
has  not  been  easy  to  pass  any  sentence 
sufficient  to  meet  the  case,  and  yet  not 
of  a  character  in  its  after  effects,  if  not 
in  its  actual  duration,  to  make  the  pur- 
suit of  an  honest  calling  exceedingly 
difficult.  I  submit  to  the  House  that  the 
object  of  legal  punishment  is  fourfold — 
(1)  the  protection  of  society ;  (2)  the  de- 
terring of  others ;  (3)  the  expiation  of 
the  offence ;  (4)  the  reformation  of  the 
offender.  The  protection  of  society  and 
the  deterrent  effect  upon  the  public  mind 
are  best  achieved,  Mr.  Speaker,  by  the 
certainty  of  detection.  It  is  on  this 
ground  that  I  shall  venture,  so  long  as 
I  have  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  this 
House,  to  claim  the  generous  considera- 
tion of  hon.  Members  towards  the  police 
of  the  country,  whose  mission  it  is,  by 
vigilance,  to  prevent  crime  beinff  com* 
mitted,  and,  by  activity  and  abiHty,  to 
detect  its  perpetrators.  But  the  refor- 
mation of  the  offender  is  far  from  being 
the  least  important  factor  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Criminal  Law.  I 
have  the  highest  judicial  authority  for 
this,  and  I  am  not  guilty,  Mr.  Speaker, 
of  auy  breach  of  confidence  if  I  mention 
that  some  of  the  most  experienced  opi- 
nions in  the  country  are  more  than 
favourable  to  the  principle  of  this  Bill. 
There  is  nothing  more  difficult  to  wipe 
out  than  the  taint  of  prison.  It  hangs 
like  a  millstone  round  the  neck  to  the 
very  edge  of  the  grave.  There  is  the 
difficulty  of  obtaining  employment,  the 
fear  of  recognition  by  prison  companions, 
the  terror  of  denunciation,  and,  not  least 
of  all,  the  moral  contamination  and  de- 
gradation. An  unbroken  career  of  crime, 
a  constant  battle  with  society,  ending  in 
a  long  sentence  of  penal  servitude,  thus 
but  too  often  succeeds  the  few  weeks'  or 


355  ProhaUon  of  First  { COMMONS) 


Offenders  Bill. 


836 


months'  imprisonment  given  for  a  trivial 
first  offence.  In  Boston,  Massachusetts, 
a  system  of  probation  was  instituted  in 
1878  in  order  to  meet  this  evil,  and  the 
complete  success  which  has  attended  its 
operations  has  led  me  to  take  the  earliest 
opportunity  of  bringing  the  matter  be- 
fore the  House  of  Commons.  The  re- 
sults of  the  first  five  years'  work  are  so 
remarkable  that  I  shaU  make  no  apology 
for  reading  to  the  House  an  extract  from 
the  official  Report — 

"  In  reriewing  the  rf^cords  of  the  five  years' 
work  of  probation,  we  are  met  first  by  the  dis- 
couraging fact  that  223  persons  threw  away 
the  opportunity  offered  them  to  reform  without 
puniuiment,  and  had  been  surrendered  and  sent 
to  prison,  and  that  44  others  of  the  same  cha- 
racter had  absconded  to  escape  punishment.  We 
must  also  add  to  these  107  who  did  well  while 
on  probation,  but  had  since  been  conricted  of 
some  offence.  We  therefore  have  a  total  of 
374  persons  to  count  as  lost.  But  when  we 
examine  further,  and  find  that  this  loss  amounts 
to  less  than  15  per  cent,  and  that  2,187  per- 
eons,  or  more  than  85  per  cent,  so  conducted 
themselves  while  on  probation  as  to  merit  the 
approval  of  the  Court  before  which  they  were 
conricted,  and  have  since  led  respectable  lives, 
there  would  seem  to  be  substantial  reasons  for 
encouragement  The  probation  system  saved 
the  State  in  Suffolk  Ck>unty,  Massachusetts,  in 
Ave  years,  more  than  82,000  dollars  in  prison 
expenses,  and  a  large  sum,  also,  by  the  recoup- 
ment of  the  costs  of  prosecution.  But,"  ends 
the  Report,  "  who  can  estimate  the  value  of  a 
change  from  a  course  of  vice  and  crime  to  one 
of  rectitude  and  usefulness  in  hundreds  of  lives, 
or  the  value  of  cheerless  homes  made  peaceful 
and  happy." 

The  House  will  thus  recognize,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  the  good  to  be  efiTeoted  by 
the  enactment  of  this  measure  does  not 
rest  merely  upon  sanguine,  theoretical 
speculation.  The  principle  has  been 
well  tried  under  a  judicial  system  similar 
to  our  own,  founded  by  common  ances- 
tors ;  and  propositions,  too,  for  its  adop- 
tion in  other  territories  occupied  by 
the  Anglo- Saxon  race  are,  I  am  happy, 
Sir,  to  know,  now  before  more  than  one 
Colonial  Legislature.  The  Bill  does 
not,  in  point  of  fact,  introduce  any  new 
feature  into  our  criminal  jurispruaence ; 
it  simply  recognizes  and  extends  the 
practice  sometimes  resorted  to  of  dis- 
charging first  and  youthful  offenders  in 
trivial  cases  without  imprisonment.  The 
present  practice  of  releasing  upon  re- 
cognizances, to  come  up  for  judgment 
when  called  upon,  is  not  extensively 
resorted  to,  because  it  errs  rather  on 
the  side  of  excessive  leniency.  All  fur- 
ther knowledge  of  the  prisoner  is  lost  to 
the  public  authorities ;  he  has  no  great 
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incentive  to  reform;  and  there  are  no 
means  of  bringing  him  up  for  judgment 
if  his  conduct  is  unsatisfactory.  The 
House  will  observe  that  the  Bill  is 
limited  in  its  operation  to  offences  for 
which  imprisonment  may  be  inflicted  in 
contradistinction  to  penal  servitude, 
which  is  the  penalty  attaching  to  all 
serious  crimes.  I  may  also  point  out 
that  as  two  years  is  the  maximum  legal 
duration  of  imprisonment,  that  is  also 
the  maximum  period  of  probation  under 
the  Bill.  The  conditions  of  probation 
in  Massachusetts  are  analogous  to  those 
attaching  to  police  supervision  in  this 
country  under  the  Prevention  of  Crime 
Acts,  and  neither  there  nor  here  do  they 
press  in  any  way  harshly  upon  the  per- 
sons subjected  to  them.  These  conditions 
are,  brieflv — that  a  supervisee  or  proba- 
tioner shall  report  himself  once  a  month, 
either  personally  or  in  writing,  sleep  at 
a  declared  address,  get  his  living  by 
honest  means,  and  not  move  out  of  one 
district  or  into  another  without  giving 
notice.  These  conditions,  while  enabling 
the  Police  Authorities  to  exercise  suffi- 
cient surveillance,  give  them  very  little 
trouble,  spread  over  a  large  area  as  the 
duty  is.  Under  the  same  conditions, 
liberty  is  accorded  to  persons  sentenced 
to  penal  servitude  before  the  full  expira- 
tion of  their  sentences,  and  nothing  has 
contributed  more  to  the  admirable  dis- 
cipline maintained  in  convict  establish- 
ments in  Great  Britain.  Persons  may 
also  be  subjected  to  them,  under  34  &  35 
Viot.  c.  112,  s.  18,  who  have  been  guilty 
of  certain  offences ;  and  while  the  condi- 
tions in  no  way  oppress  the  honestly 
disposed,  and  may  be  relaxed  under 
special  circumstances,  they  act  as  a  great 
deterrent  against  crime,  and  as  a  great 
incentive  to  keep  straight,  for  a  breach 
of  anv  one  of  the  conditions  entails  1 2 
months'  imprisonment  with  hard  labour. 
This  would  be  the  liability  also  with  the 
probationers  under  the  Bill ;  and  as  they 
would  not  be  given  the  benefit  of  its 
provisions  in  any  serious  case,  sufficient 
punishment  would  be  held  in  reserve 
over  them,  and  without  the  expense  or 
trouble  of  re-trial  if  their  conduct  was 
unsatisfactory.     There  may  be  some  few 

Eersons,  and  possibly  some  hon.  Mem- 
ers,   who  have  conceived  a  prejudice 
against  police  supervision,  arising  from 
the   unfounded    complaints  of    a  few 
worthless    men    that  it  had    hindered 
^  them  from  obtaining  honest  employment. 
1 1  can  assure  the  g^^^g^^li^iyfi^^^^ 
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an  experienoe  of  more  than  six  years  as 
Director  of  Criminal  Investigations, 
daring  the  whole  of  which  time  I  had 
many  hundreds  of  conyicts  on  licence 
and  police  supervisees  under  my  control, 
that  such  an  opinion  is  far  from  justified 
by  facts.  I  do  not  say  that  a  policeman 
had  never  been  guilty  of  an  excess  of 
zeal ;  but  during  the  period  of  my  con- 
nection with  the  Metropolitan  Police  no 
charge  of  undue  interference  against 
this  class  of  persons  was  ever  sub- 
stantiated against  them.  Nor  am  I 
travelling  beyond  the  facts  when  I  say 
the  honourable  attitude  of  the  police 
throughout  the  country  towards  the 
class  of  persons  in  question  is  gratefully 
recognized  by  the  various  excellent  As- 
sociations existing  for  the  assistance  of 
discharged  prisoners.  I  venture,  Mr. 
Speaker,  to  claim  for  this  Bill  that  it 
will,  if  enacted — (1)  recoup  to  the  public 
the  expenses  of  many  prosecutions ;  (2) 
save  the  people  the  expense  of  main- 
taining many  hundreds  of  persons  in 
grison ;  (3)  hinder  the  manufacture  of 
abitual  criminals  ;  (4)  gain  to  the  State 
many  honest  citizens,  by  establishing 
powerful  incentives  to  reform,  and 
giving  first  offenders  the  hope  of  leading 
useful  lives,  without  absolving  them 
from  the  consequence  of  crime,  or  dimi- 
nishing the  sfidPeguards  demanded  by 
social  order.  On  all  these  grounds  then. 
Sir,  I  beg  very  earnestly  to  commend 
the  Bill  to  the  consideration  of  the 
House  and  of  Her  Majesty's  Oovem- 
ment,  and  to  move  that  it  be  now  read 
a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (J/r.  Howard  Finesnt) 

The  8E0EETARY  of  STATE  for 
THB  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Ohilders)  (Edinburgh,  8.)  said,  he 
had  listened  with  great  interest  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  He  had  ' 
brought  forward  many  reasons  which 
oaght  to  weigh  with  those  who  had  to 
consider  this  Bill ;  and  he  would  promise 
the  hon.  (Gentleman  that  they  should 
have  the  fullest  consideration  from  the 
Government.  But  he  would  remind  the 
House  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
brought  in  the  Bill  on  the  21st  of 
January,  but  did  not  circulate  it  until 
Monday  last ;  and,  therefore,  he  (Mr. 
Ohilders)  had  practically  only  had  36 
hours  in  which  to  con'^ider  the  proposal 
and  take  aivlce  upon  the  sabjeot.    He 
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need  not  tell  the  House  that  upon  a 
question  of  this  kind,  which  made  a  very 
enormous  change  in  the  Oriminal  Law  so 
far  as  it  affected  punishment,  was  one 
upon  which  he  could  not  venture  to  make 
any  recommendations  without  not  only 
full  consideration,  but  without  consult- 
ing those,  whether  Judges  or  magis- 
trates, who  had  to  administer  the  police 
law,  as  well  as  to  the  police  authorities 
themselves.  In  the  time  since  the  circu- 
lation of  the  Bill  it  had  been  absolutely 
out  of  his  power  to  do  a  tithe  of  what  it 
would  be  necessary  for  him  to  do  in  this 
matter.  He  had,  however,  gone  as  far 
as  he  could,  and  even  in  this  short  time 
the  conflicting  opinions  he  had  received 
were  such  as  to  satisfy  him  that  it  was  a 
difficult  subject  to  deal  with.  The 
change  made  was  practically  this — that 
it  should  be  in  the  power  of  a  Court  in 
future,  in  the  case  of  an  offence  that 
might  be  punished  with  imprisonment, 
to  put  the  offender  under  the  system  of 
police  surveillance.  That,  as  the  House 
would  see,  was  a  very  momentous  and 
serious  change.  He  said  nothing 
against  it,  but  it  would  be  his  duty  to 
study  it  most  carefully  ;  and  he  would, 
therefore,  appeal  to  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
after  the  speech  he  had  made,  to  allow 
the  debate  on  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  to  be  adjourned  for  three  weeks  or 
so,  in  order  to  enable  him  to  obtain  the 
necessary  advice  upon  the  subject. 

Mb.  HOWARD  VINCENT  said,  that 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  desired  it, 
he  had  no  alternative  but  to  postpone 
the  second  reading  until  the  20th  instant. 
He  had,  however,  hoped  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  have  consented 
to  the  second  reading  that  day,  when 
the  Committee  stage  could  be  taken  at 
the  right  hon.  Gentieman's  convenience. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present:  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr) 
said,  he  would  appeal  to  the  Home 
Secretary  to  allow  the  present  stage  of 
the  Bill  to  be  taken,  on  the  understand- 
ing that  the  Committee  stage  should  be 
postponed  for  three  weeks. 

Mr.  ADDISON  (Ashton-under-Lyne), 
in  supporting  the  Bill,  said,  he  would 
appeal  to  the  Home  Secretary  to  allow 
it  to  be  read  a  second  time.  There  were 
many  cases,  particularly  as  to  young 
domestic  servants,  prosecuted  for  some 
trifling   theft,    whepe    oflfeadera  :«ete 
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degraded  and  rained  by  being  sent  to 
prison. 

Mb.  HASTINGS  (Worcestershire,  E.) 
said,  he  thought  the  Bill  would  make  a 
very  salutary  change,  a  change,  how- 
ever, which  was  not  so  large  as  the 
Home  Secretary  seemed  to  suppose. 
As  the  law  stood  at  present  it  was  quite 
possible  for  a  Judge  of  Assize,  or  Chair- 
man of  Quarter  Sessions,  to  pass  a  sen- 
tence of  a  day's  imprisonment,  which 
meant  immediate  discharge  from  the 
dock,  and  to  follow  this  by  police  super- 
vision. The  change,  therefore,  only 
amounted  to  this — ^that  it  gave  Judges 
and  Chairmen  power  to  do  for  a  first  of- 
fence what  they  could  now  do  for  a  second. 
With  considerable  experience,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  it  was  of  great  importance 
that  a  prisoner,  though  guilty,  should 
not  be  sent  to  prison  in  certain  cases  for 
a  first  offence,  but  should  be  subjected 
to  a  term  of  police  supervision.  In  his 
own  county — Worcestershire — the  police 
had  admirably  carried  out  their  duties 
of  supervision,  and  he  did  not  remember 
one  case  of  hardship  or  oppression.  If 
this  additional  duty  was  imposed  upon 
them  he  believed  the  police  would  dis- 
charge it  in  a  kindly  spirit.  The  Bill, 
no  doubt,  proposed  an  innovation ;  but 
he  believed  it  was  in  the  right  direction. 

Mb.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
said,  he  was  in  fayour  of  the  principle  of 
the  Bill. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Wednesday  26th 
May. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE— ORDERS 
OF  THE  DAY  FOR  SECOND  READING 
—POSTPONEMENT  OF  UNPRINTED 
BILLS.— OBSERVATIONS. 
The  SEOEETARY  to  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  C.  T.  D.  Acland)  (Com- 
wall,  Lauuceston)  said,  he  wished  to  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  there  were  four 
out  of  the  first  six  Bills  that  had  been 
put  down  in  a  prominent  position  among 
the  Orders,  of  which  none  had  been 
printed.  He  wished  to  emphasize  the 
exceeding  inconvenience  of  that  practice, 
because  it  necessitated  the  presence  of 
Ministers  who  were  responsible  for  the 
conduct  of  Government  Bills,  and  who 
must  be  early  in  their  places  to  see  that 
such  Bills  were  not  moved  by  any  other 
Member  preseat.  In  the  case  of  the 
last — the  Merchandise  Marks  Act  (1882) 
Amendment  Bill — the  hon.  Member  in 
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charge  of  it  was  aware  that  the  Gbyern- 
ment  were  preparing  a  Bill  which  would 
cover  all  the  points  which  his  Bill  dealt 
with. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
(Paddington,  S.)  said,  that  he  must  re- 
mind the  Home  Secretary  of  his  attitude 
upon  this  question  on  a  recent  occasion. 
He  was  astonished  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  have  allowed  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Acland)  to  make  the  re- 
marks he  had  made.  He  entirely  agreed 
with  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Gentleman ; 
but  it  would  be  in  the  Home  Secretary's 
recollection  that  some  four  or  five  weeks 
ago  he  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  ap- 
pealed to  the  House  to  put  a  stop  to  the 
practice  of  obtaining  leave  to  bring  in 
Bills  and  Members  not  troubling  to  have 
them  printed  and  circulated.  He,  at  that 
time,  appealed  to  the  House  to  take  some 
strong  action  in  the  matter,  in  order  to 
avoid  the  recurrence  of  the  inconve- 
nience, and  the  Home  Secretary  got  up 
and  pointedly  disagreed  with  him,  al- 
though the  general  feeling  of  the  House 
was  undoubtedly  in  his  favour ;  so  that 
if  the  scandal  had  reached  so  great  a 
height  that  four  Bills  had  been  put 
down,  none  of  which  had  been  printed 
and  circulated,  the  blame  lay  with  the 
Government,  and  principally  with  the 
Home  Secretary. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.CniL- 
DEBs)  (Edinburgh,  S. )  said,  that  the  noble 
Lord  was  quite  mistaken  in  making  this 
attack  upon  him.  The  noble  Loid  at* 
tdcked  him  as  if  he  was  a  schoolmaster, 
and  as  if  he  was  to  tell  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Acland)  whether  he  might  or  miffht 
not  make  a  speech  in  whidi  the  noble 
Lord  agreed.  That  was  absurd.  The 
noble  Lord  was  entirely  mistaken.  He 
had  always  held  the  same  doctrine  as 
his  hon.  Priend.  He  made  no  such  re- 
marks as  the  noble  Lord  had  attributed 
to  him.  He  was  not  even  in  the  House 
on  the  occasion. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
I  beg  your  pardon.  My  recollection  is 
perfectly  distinct  on  the  point. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  Then  the  noble 
Lord's  recollection  is  quite  in  error.  I 
could  not  have  said  that  which  I  have 
always  resisted  to  the  utmost  on  half-a- 
dozen  occasions. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  that  on  the  question  of  fact  he 
must  appeal  to  the  Speaker,  because  the 
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action  he  took  would  be  in  the  recollec- 
tion of  that  right  hoD.  GentlemaD.  He 
(Lord  Eandolph  Churchill)  suggested  to 
an  hon.  Member  below  the  Gangway 
that  the  Order  should  be  reaa  and  dis- 
charged on  a  particular  Bill,  on  the 
ground  that  the  Bill  had  not  been 
printed.  It  would  be  in  the  recollec- 
tion of  the  Speaker  and  the  House  that 
the  Home  Secretary  disagreed  with  his 
remarks 

Mb.  CHILDERS:  That  is  a  totally 
different  matter. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
Ton  said  you  were  not  there. 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  that  he  hoped 
he  might  be  allowed  to  say,  in  explana- 
tion, that  he  did  not  agree  with  the  pro- 
posal of  the  noble  Lord  that  the  Order 
should  be  discharged.  That  was  a 
totally  different  question.  It  was  in 
accordance  with  the  Rules  of  the  House 
that,  under  the  circumstances  of  the 
particular  case,  the  Order  should  be  dis- 
charged. He  belieyed  it  was  sound 
doctrine  that  merely  because  a  Bill 
was  not  printed  was  no  ground  for 
discharging  the  Order.  But  that  was 
not  the  point  of  objection  of  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Acland). 

Mb.  speaker  said,  that  perhaps 
he  ought  to  say  that  the  noble  Lord  was 
perfectly  correct  in  this  respect — that  a 
reference  was  made  to  him  (Mr.  Speaker) 
on  a  question  as  to  whether  a  certain  Bill 
should  be  put  off  to  that  distant  date.  He 
then  stated,  from  the  Chair,  that  it  was 
unusual  and  highly  inconvenient  that,  in 
the  absence  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
was  in  charge  of  the  Bill,  it  should  be 
80  put  off;  because  the  hon.  Gentleman 
might  come  dow'n  some  time  later,  and 
find  that  the  Bill  had  been  discharged 
in  his  absence.  On  the  present  occasion 
a  Bill  had  been  put  off ;  but  only  on  the 
authority  of  an  hon.  Gentleman  acting 
on  behalf  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  in 
charge  of  the  Bill. 

REPRESENTATION    OF    THE    PEOPLE 
ACT  (1884)  EXTENSION  BILL. 

(Sir  Kob$rt  Fowler^  Mr,  Lioml  Cohen^  Mr,  Sunt, 

Sir  Moper  LHhbridge,) 

[bill    25.]       SECOND     BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Sib  ROBERT  FOWLER  (London), 
in  moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said,  that  its  object  was  to 


remove  doubts  which  had  arisen  in  the 
interpretation  of  the  Act  of  1884.  The 
decision  of  the  Oourts  had  been  that  an 
employ^  occupying  a  separate  bedroom 
could  vote  at  an  election,  while  an 
employ^  not  occupying  a  separate  bed- 
room might  not  do  so.  The  result  of 
that  decision  was  that  in  the  case  of 
employh  in  large  establishments  not 
occupying  a  separate  bedroom  they  were 
not  at  pi  esent  enfranchised.  The  defect 
in  the  law  had  arisen  without  any  inten- 
tion on  the  part  of  either  side,  and  he 
had  brought  in  this  Bill  in  order  to 
remedy  it. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.'*— (iS^*>  Rohert  Fowler,) 

Mb.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  said, 
he  hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir 
Robert  Fowler)  would  adopt  words  in 
Committee  which  would  make  unneces- 
sary any  appeal  to  the  Courts  of  Law  to 
decide  that  only  men  were  included  in 
the  provisions  of  the  Act.  He  had  him- 
self raised  the  same  question  when  the 
Representation  of  the  reople  Bill,  1867, 
was  before  the  House  ;  and  it  was  only 
after  a  lengthened  argument  that  the 
Judges  decided  that  women  were  not 
enfranchised  by  that  Act.  The  question 
of  woman  sufi&age  must  be  decided 
apart  from  the  Bill,  and  on  the  general 
principle.  What  he  desired,  he  would 
suggest, could  easily  be  effected  by  adopt- 
ing in  the  Bill  the  same  language  as 
was  found  in  the  Act  of  1867,  and  also 
in  the  Act  of  1885,  so  as  to  prevent  any 
doubt  arising  that  the  word  *'  man  "  did 
not  also  include  '^  woman." 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
said,  he  truly  believed  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Fowler)  wished  to 
extend  the  franchise  as  far  as  he  could, 
and  did  not  merely  desire  to  extend  it 
so  as  to  help  his  own  Party  without  re- 
ference to  others.  He  would,  therefore, 
appeal  to  the  hon.  Baronet,  as  another 
Bill  was  on  the  Paper,  and  would  shortly 
be  reached  (The  Parliamentary  Fran- 
chise Bill),  to  terminate  the  discussion  on 
this  Bill,  and  then  they  could  co- operate 
together  to  support  this  other  measure, 
which  was  a  real  measure  of  enfranchise- 
ment. 

Mb.  EVERETT  (Suffolk,  Woodbridge) 
said,  he  would  also  recommend  the  hon. 
Baronet,  for  the  same  reason  as  that 
stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North* 
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ampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  to  withdraw 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  for  the 
present,  as  a  more  oomprehensiye  mea- 
sure was  on  the  Orders  of  the  Day,  and 
would  soon  be  reached. 

Mr.  lewis  (liondonderry)  asked, 
why  a  disability  should  be  sought  to  be 
got  rid  of  with  reference  to  one  class  of 
persons,  and  not  with  reference  to  an- 
other ?  This  Bill  was  to  relieve  the  de- 
Berying  class  of  shopmen  and  warehouse- 
men in  large  towns ;  but  it  seemed  to 
him  that  they  could  not  enter  into  the 
consideration  of  whether  certain  classes 
were  more  worthy  than  others  who  were 
excluded.  Instead  of  the  House  passing 
a  fragmentary  Bill  like  this,  and  then 
considering  another  which  proposed  to 
carry  these  changes  to  a  logical  conclu- 
sion, it  ought  to  leave  the  matter  to  be 
taken  in  hand  by  the  Goyernment,  so 
that  it  might  determine  the  extent  to 
which  the  enlargement  of  the  Franchise 
Act  was  to  be  carried.  The  proper  course 
would  be  to  adjourn  the  debate,  so  that 
the  Government  might  have  an  oppor- 
tunity to  make  up  its  mind  as  to  what  it 
was  desirable  to  do. 

The  SECEETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Ohilders)  (Edinburgh,  S.)  said,  that 
if  he  had  spoken  earlier  he  should  have 
appealed  to  his  hon.  Friend  not  to  press 
the  Bill  at  the  present  time,  but  to  allow 
the  Order  to  be  discharged  or  adjourned 
for  two  months,  as  he  (Mr.  Childers) 
had  already  stated,  in  answer  to  a  Ques- 
tion, that  the  Government  considered  it 
would  be  wise  and  necessary  to  intro- 
duce during  the  present  Session  a  Bill 
to  deal  with  the  question  of  registration, 
and  particularly  with  questions  of  bo- 
rough representation .  Bie  had  also  stated 
on  a  former  occasion  that  it  was  not  wise 
to  tinker  with  the  Representation  of  the 
People  Bill  and  the  other  Acts  which 
were  incorporated  with  it.  There  were, 
no  doubt,  weak  points  in  the  Act  that 
had  been  brought  out  in  the  Registra- 
tion Courts,  and  it  would  be  desirable 
in  due  time  to  deal  with  them ;  but  he 
doubted  whether  it  would  be  possible  to 
do  it  that  Session.  He  should  deprecate 
dealing  with  these  matters  in  a  piece- 
meal way  as  it  was  proposed  to  do,  for 
there  were  many  points  which  the  pre- 
sent Bill  did  not  deal  with  at  all.  It 
dealt  with  a  fringe  only  of  the  subject, 
and  left  many  important  points  un- 
touched.     He  would,    therefore,   very 
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much  prefer  taking  up  the  whole  ques- 
tion in  a  Government  measure.  The  Go- 
vernment, therefore,  this  Session  would 
introduce  the  Bill  in  reference  to  regis- 
tration which  they  were  already  pledged 
to  introduce.  The  other  Bill,  dealing 
with  the  intricate  question  of  the  fran- 
chise, would  be  dealt  with  next  Session, 
as  there  was  not  time  to  deal  with  it  in 
this.  It  would  be  better  to  discharge 
the  Order  relating  to  this  Bill;  but  if 
the  hon.  Member  preferred  it  the  de- 
bate might  be  adjourned  for  two  months. 

SiH  ROBERT  FOWLER  asked  if  it 
was  to  be  understood  that  the  Goyem- 
ment  would  introduce  next  Session  a 
Bill  dealing  with  the  whole  question  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  yes;  that  next 
Session  they  would  tieal  with  the  whole 
question  of  the  franchise. 

Sir  ROBERT  FOWLER  said,  that 
after  what  had  fallen  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  be  woidd  ask  leave  to 
adjourn  the  debate  for  two  months. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Wednesday  7th 
July. 

MARRIED  WOMEN  (MAINTENANCE  IN 
CASE  OF  DESERTION)  BILL. 

(Mr,  Pulley,  Mr.  Thotnas  Blakey  Mr,   Winter- 

bothantf  Mr,  JTarmington.) 

[bill    111.1      SECOND   READING. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [24th  March^.  <*That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." — 
(Mr,  Pulley,) 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
OiiARLEs  Russell)  (Hackney,  S.)  said, 
that  the  main  scope  and  object  of 
the  Bill  was  to  give  to  any  two  justices 
or  a  single  stipendiary  magistrate  the 
power  of  pronouncing  decrees  of  judicial 
separation  if  it  was  shown  that  a  wife 
had  been  deserted  by  her  husband. 
Such  a  Bill  would  be  viewed  differently 
by  those  who  took  different  views  as  to 
the  desirability  of  granting  facilities  to 
sever  the  matrimonial  tie ;  and  beyond 
that  there  was  the  question  of  granting 
the  Dower  proposed  to  such  a  tribunal. 
He  aid  not  say  that  it  might  not  be  neces- 
sary to  gran  t  to  poor  persons  greater  facili- 
ties for  availing  themselves  of  the  law  ; 
but  this  Bill  would  enable  the  magis- 
trates empowered  to  do  so-^and  he  de- 
sired to  speak  of  them  with  aU  respect 
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and  in  oases  of  diyoroe  substituted  ser- 
Tice  of  a  summons  was  already  known. 

Thr  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  (Clackmannan,  &o.)  said,  that 
this  law,  for  anything  that  appeared  in 
it,  would  apparently  apply  to  Scotland  ; 
and  he  wished  to  say  that  he  shared  the 
opinion  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Attorney  Qeneral.  He  thought  the 
power  given  in  the  Bill  was  a  yery  dan- 
gerous one  to  confer  upon  persons  with 
slight  skill  in  administrating  such  a  very 
delicate  jurisdiction.  It  would  be  dan- 
gerous to  give  the  proposed  jurisdiction 
to  even  stipendiary  magistrates,  who 
were  supposed  to  be  appointed  for  their 
knowledge  of  the  Criminal  Law.  There 
oould  be  no  greater  evil  to  society  than 
that  these  orders  should  be  made  mat- 
ters of  course,  and  granted  without  the 
gravest  consideration  and  fullest  appre- 
ciation of  the  evils  they  were  likely  to 
carry  in  their  train.  He  should  suggest 
that,  if  the  Bill  was  to  become  law  now, 
when  they  had  the  Married  Women's 
Property  Act  there  should  be  some  pro- 
vision for  husbands  deserted  by  their 
wives.  The  provision  of  the  Bill  relating 
to  the  custody  of  children  was  already 
met  adequately  by  the  Infants  Bill. 

Mb.  8PI0ER  (Islington,  S.)  said,  there 
was  no  doubt  that  the  Bill  would  meet  a 
large  number  of  cases  of  desertion,  and 
in  that  way  would  remedy  hardships 
that  occurred  in  the  case  of  many  poor 
women ;  and,  after  all,  the  objections  to 
the  Bill  were  not  so  serious  as  they  had 
been  made  to  appear.  The  only  order 
that  could  be  made  was  one  for  the  pay- 
ment of  a  certain  sum  by  the  husband, 
and  that  order  could  be  varied  upon  the 
application  of  either  the  husband  or  the 
wife  to  a  Court  of  Law.  Some  such 
measure  would,  he  felt  certain,  act  as  a 
restriction  on  the  desertion  of  wives. 

Mr.  W.  F.  LAWRENCE  (Liverpool, 
Abercromby)  said,  he  deeply  regretted 
that  the  Qt)vemment  were  opposing  the 
Bill.  He  remembered  a  case  where  a 
man,  earning  £200  or  £300  a-year, 
owing  to  drink  became  entirely  unable 
to  earn  anything ;  and  the  only  way  in 
which  his  wife  was  able  to  obtain  relief 
was  by  taking  one  of  the  roundabout 
courses  referred  to  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral, and  going  to  the  workhouse.  He 
thought  it  would  be  better  to  let  the 
Bill  go  into  Committee,  to  see  whether 
some  better  means  than  those  which 


— however  unlearned  in  the  law  they 
might  be,  to  pronounce  the  decree,  with- 
out the  husband  being  convicted  of  de- 
sertion, and  merely  upon  proof  being 
^ven  that  he  had  deserted  his  wife. 
The  law  had  already  taken  one  very 
important  step  in  the  way  of  giving 
power  to  magistrates.  Under  the  Matri- 
monial Causes  Act,  in  case  a  husband 
was  convicted  of  aggravated  assault,  if 
it  was  shown  that  the  woman  was  in 
actual  peril,  the  magistrates  might  pro- 
nounce a  decree  of  judicial  separation. 
But  this  Bill  appeared  to  open  a  wide 
door  to  collusion  between  man  and  wife, 
who  might  agree  to  leave  each  other, 
and  then  allege  that  there  had  been 
desertion ;  and  no  remedy  was  left  in 
case  it  should  thereafter  be  found  that 
there  had  been  collusion.  The  2nd 
clause  of  the  Bill  gave  an  extraordi- 
nary power  —  a  power  which  he  was 
not  aware  was  given  to  any  other 
tribunal.  It  enabled  an  application  to 
be  made,  a  summons  to  be  granted,  and 
an  order  made,  although  the  husband 
had  never  been  served  with  notice  at  all. 
He  would  admit  that  the  present  law 
was  cumbrous  in  the  case  of  desertion, 
because  the  wife  must  either  go  to  fho 
Poor  Law  Guardians,  get  assistance,  and 
put  them  in  motion,  or  go  and  live  with 
some  relation,  who  would  supply  her 
with  necessaries,  and  in  that  indirect 
way  raise  an  action  against  the  husband. 
Some  shorter  and  more  direct  remedy 
was  required,  and  he  hoped  it  might 
have  been  possible  to  evolve  out  of  this 
Bill  a  reasonable  proposition  to  meet 
the  grievance  he  had  stated ;  but  he  was 
afraid  it  did  not  afford  the  means  of 
providing  a  remedy.  He  could  not 
agree  to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  as  it 
stood. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton), 
in  supporting  the  Bill,  said,  that  the 
objections  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  referred 
to  details  which  could  very  well  be  con- 
sidered in  Committee.  The  principle  of 
the  Bill  was  that  of  securing  main- 
tenance to  married  women  who  had 
been  deserted  by  their  husbands,  and  to 
secure  for  them  the  equivalent  of  a 
decree  of  judicial  separation.  It  was 
impossible  that  poor  women  could  employ 
solicitors,  so  as  to  avail  themselves  of 
the  remedies  now  provided.  It  was  easy 
to  make  this  Bill  say  that  the  husband 
should  have  been  convioted  of  desertion ; 
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existed  could  not  be  found  for  dealing 
with  such  a  difficult  question.  He 
thought  it  very  hard  that  a  woman  de- 
serted by  her  husband  should  haye  no 
other  means  of  obtaining  relief  from 
him  except  by  going  into  the  work- 
house. 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Chil- 
DERs)  (Edinburgh,  S.)  said,  he  believed 
that  the  House  would  be  reluctant  to 
give  to  magistrates  the  power  of  grant- 
ing judicial  separation,  although  it  would 
probably  be  willing  to  see  an  improve- 
ment of  the  machinery  by  which  a  wife 
might  obtain  a  subsistence.  The  G-o- 
vernment  would  object  to  any  provisions 
of  the  Bill  except  those  which,  in  their 
opinion,  had  been  shown  to  be,  and 
were  admitted  to  be,  necessary ;  but 
they  did  not  oppose  the  second  reading. 
He  hoped  that  the  Oommittee  stage 
would  be  put  off  to  such  a  time  as  would 
enable  the  Government  to  bring  up 
Amendments  for  consideration. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Wednesday  19th  May. 

QUARRY  (FENCING)  BILL.— {Bill  186.] 

(Mr,  Thomoi  Blake,  Mr,  Conybearey  Mr.  Burt, 

Mr,  Cobb,  Mr,  Abraham.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read. 

Mb.  T.  BLAKE  (Gloucester,  Forest 
of  Dean),  in  moving  that  the  Bill  be 
now  read  a  second  time,  said,  that  its 
object  was  to  preserve  life,  and  to  pre* 
vent  accidents  in  the  working  of  quarries, 
by  compelling  sufficient  safeguards  to 
be  taken,  as  in  the  case  of  mines. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
^'That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (ifr.  T.  Blake,) 

The  SEOEETAEY  of  STATE  fob 
•the  HOME DEPARTMENT(Mr.  Chil- 
debs)  (Edinburgh,  S.)  sai^  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  intro- 
duce a  more  comprehensive  measure 
which  would  embrace  this  subject;  and, 
under  these  circumstances,  he  trusted 
that  the  hon.  Member  would  not  press 
the  Bill. 

Mb.  T.  BLAKE  said,  he  was  per- 
fectly satisfied  with  the  assurance  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  would  with- 
draw the  Bill. 

Ifr.  W.  F,  Lawrence 


Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Bill  withdrawn. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  ON 

SUNDAY  BILL. 

(Sir  Joseph  Feate,  Mr.  Palmer,  Sir  Uaae  Wilton.) 

[bill  27.]      OOMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Oommittee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
OhaiT.^'^ {Sir  Joseph  Pease.) 

Mb.  ADDISON  (Ashton-under-Lyne), 
in  rising  to  move,  as  an  Amendment — 

**  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  said  Oom- 
mittee that  they  have  power  to  extend  the  pro- 
visions of  the  said  Bill  to  all  houses,  shops, 
and  buildings,  or  any  part  thereof,  occupied  or 
used  by  any  dub,  society,  or  association  in  which 
intoxicating  liquors  are  sold  or  supplied  to  the 
members  of  the  said  club,  society,  or  associa- 
tion, for  consumption  in  the  said  house,  or 
shop,  or  building,  or  any  part  thereof," 

said,  he  wished  to  know  what  was  the 
principle  which  the  House  had  given  its 
assent  to  when  it  agreed  to  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  ?  Was  it  that  drink- 
ing on  Sundays  was  a  wrong  in  itself,  or 
that  the  meeting  together  for  conversa- 
tion and  social  enjoyment  in  public- 
houses  was  idle  and  frivolous  waste  of 
time,  and  also  a  wrong  thing?  He 
hardly  knew  on  what  other  principle  the 
entire  dosing  of  public- houses  on  Sun- 
days could  be  affirmed.  If  the  object  of 
the  Bill  was  to  prevent  people  from 
spending  their  time  in  idle  gossip,  and 
from  drinking  on  Sundays,  that  object 
was  in  no  way  carried  out  by  the  Bill 
as  it  stood.  The  Bill,  in  its  present 
shape,  referred  to  nothiug  but  public- 
houses,  and  these  places  formed  but  a 
very  small  proportion  of  the  agencies  by 
which  drink  was  distributed  on  Sundays, 
and  only  a  very  small  part  of  the  means 
by  which  people  assembled  to  waste 
their  time  on  that  day.  There  was  no 
doubt  that  if  this  Bill  passed  in  its  pre- 
sent shape  it  would  lead  to  an  enormous 
increase  in  the  number  of  what  were 
called  drinking  clubs.  It  was  notorious 
that  the  effect  of  closing  public-houses 
in  Cardiff  had  been  to  extend  and  in- 
crease to  an  enormous  extent  these 
drinking  places ;  and  he  was  told  that 
an  active  member  of  the  temperance 
organization  there  had  deplored  that  he 
was  ever  a  party  to  closing  public-houses 
on  Sunday,  having  become  convinced 
that  it  had  been  the  means  of  greatly 
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increasing  drinking  on  that  day.  If 
they  were  to  affirm  the  principle  that 
drinking  and  meeting  together  for  social 
conyerse  was  wrong,  then  they  ought  to 
affirm  it  honestly  all  round  and  impar- 
tially, and  especially  to  affirm  it  where 
it  would  touch  themselves,  hecause  if 
they  were  to  put  an  end  to  the  compro- 
mise by  which  public-houses  were  al- 
lowed to  be  open  at  particular  hours 
on  Sunday,  they  might  be  preyenting 
other  people  from  doing  that  which  at 
present  they  could  do  themselyes.  The 
answer  to  that  would  be  that  a  club  was 
nothing  more  than  a  private  house,  in 
which  people  collected  to  talk  and  drink, 
if  they  pleased,  as  in  their  own  house. 
He  was  astonished  that  in  these  days, 
when  80  many  legal  fictions  were  being 
abandoned,  such  threadbare  and  flimsy 
pretexts  should  exist  at  all.  A  club  was 
no  more  a  private  house  than  a  public - 
house,  and  the  only  difference  between 
it  and  a  licensed  public-house  was  that 
the  consumption  must  be  upon  the  pre- 
misea,  and  that  there  must  be  some  sorb 
of  subscription  and  membership.  But 
the  subscription  might  be  only  half-a- 
orown,  and  there  might  be  600  mem- 
bers. He  was  told  that  there  were 
many  such  clubs  in  a  large  district  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  Leeds  ;  and  if 
tiiere  were  generous  rules  for  the  ad- 
mission of  strangers  by  members,  no 
one  could  help  imagining  that  more 
grievous  public-houses  did  not  exist, 
and  that  these  clubs  encouraged  the 
evils  attributed  to  public-houses  to  a 
larger  degree.  He  had  heard  of  iQiese 
drinking  clubs  held  at  places  with  a 
rental  of  1#.  %d.  per  week,  and  in  all 
these  places  drinking  took  place  from 
morning  to  night.  An  hon.  Member 
had  told  him  that  publicans  were  greatly 
in  favour  of  the  Bill,  because  if  it  passed 
as  it  stood  they  thought  they  could  turn 
their  houses  into  clubs,  and  so  get  rid  of 
police  control  and  the  rates  and  taxes 
they  now  had  to  pay.  It  was  notorious 
that  drinking  clubs  prevailed  in  some 
Lancashire  towns,  and  he  only  ayoided 
giving  particulars  because  he  did  not 
uke  to  single  out  particular  places  and 
olubs.  He  had,  however,  a  list  of  them 
and  their  members,  which  he  believed 
would  astonish  some  hon.  Gentlemen. 
Now,  such  legislation  as  that  went 
beyond  the  spirit  of  fair  compromise,  and 
wouldgive  rise  to  far  greater  evils  than  any 
that  at  present  existed.    If  idleness  and 


drinking  were  to  be  discouraged  on  Sun- 
days, what,  he  would  ask,  could  be 
easier  than  the  simple  alteration  he 
suggested — namely,  to  provide  that  the 
word  "premises'*  should  be  taken  to 
mean — 

**  Any  place  or  building  occupied  or  used  by 
any  club,  society,  or  association  in  which  in- 
toxicating liquors  are  sold  or  supplied  to  the 
members." 

What  could  be  fairer  than  that?  If 
they  did  not  pass  the  Instruction,  they 
would  be  open  to  the  charge  that  they 
were  content  to  place  burdens  upon 
others  which  they  objected  to  bear  them- 
selyes. Eyery  hon.  Member  ought  to  be 
anxious  to  get  rid  of  an  imputation  of 
that  kind.  He  trusted  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  had  shown  so  much  courage  in. 
extending  to  humble  people  that  most 
useful  law,  that  they  should  stay  at  home 
on  Sundays  and  not  drink  at  public- 
houses,  would  with  equal  courage  apply 
the  principle  to  themselves,  and  pro- 
hibit unlicensed  as  well  licensed  houses 
from  opening  on  Sunday.  By  passing 
the  Instruction  they  would  show  their 
desire  for  really  effective  legislation,  and 
get  rid  of  the  reproach  that  they  made 
one  law  for  the  poor  and  another  for  the 
rich.  No  doubt  hon.  Members  on  his 
side  of  the  House  would  be  glad  to 
carry  his  proposition  into  effect,  and,  if 
necessary,  to  shut  up  the  Oarlton  Club 
on  Sundays.  Thus,  by  abstaining  from 
going  to  their  clubs,  in  which  they  now, 
perhaps,  were  wicked  enough  to  indulge 
in  social  conyerse,  and  eyen  in  political 
discussion,  on  Sundays,  they  would  set 
a  good  example  to  the  humbler  classes 
for  whom  it  was  proposed  to  legislate 
by  this  Bill. 

Sib  EIOHARD  TEMPLE  (Wor- 
cester, Eyesham)  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  said  (Com- 
mittee that  they  have  power  to  extend  the  pro- 
visions of  the  said  Bill  to  bXL  houses,  shops,  and 
buildings,  or  any  part  thereof,  occupied  or 
used  by  any  club,  society,  or  association  in 
which  intoxicating  liquors  are  sold  or  supplied 
to  the  members  of  me  said  club,  society,  or 
association  for  consumption  in  the  said  house, 
or  shop,  or  building,  or  any  part  thereof." — 
{Mr,  Addison,) 

Sm  JOSEPH  PEASE  (Durham,  Bar- 
nard Castle)  said,  if  the  House  would 
allow  the  BUI  to  go  into  Committee  that 
day  he  would  undertake  to  moye  imme- 
diately to  report  Progress,  as  he  did  not 
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see  in  their  plaoes  one  or  two  of  his  hon. 
Friends  who  usually  sat  opposite,  and 
who  had  put  down  Notices  of  Amend- 
ments. He  believed  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Addison)  was 
perfectly  correct  in  moving  the  Instruc- 
tion. He  (Sir  Joseph  Pease)  could  not 
attempt  to  vie  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  in  regard  to  technical  know- 
ledge of  the  Forms  of  the  House ;  but 
he  believed  the  Instruction  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  so 
entirely  outside  the  scope  of  the  Bill 
that  he  would  not,  under  the  Eules  and 
Orders  of  the  House,  have  been  able  to 
move  it  in  Committee  on  the  Bill,  though 
he  was  quite  at  liberty  to  move  it  on  the 
Motion  to  go  into  Committee.  He  could 
not,  however,  help  thinking  there  was  a 
great  absence  of  logic  in  the  Motion  of 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend.  By  the 
Bill  he  (Sir  Joseph  Pease)  did  not  in- 
tend to  deal  with  the  privileges  of  either 
the  rich  or  the  poor  in  regard  to  clubs. 
He  had  left  the  rich  man  his  club,  and 
he  had  left  the  poor  man  his  club  ;  and 
when  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
called  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
position  of  things  in  Wales,  he  (Sir 
Joseph  Pease)  must  remind  him  that 
the  great  difference  between  that  Bill 
and  the  "Welsh  Sunday  Closing  Act  was 
that  this  Bill  allowed  the  poor  man  to 
go  into  the  public- house  for  two  hours 
auring  the  Sunday  afternoon,  and  two 
hours  during  the  Sunday  eyening,  in 
order  that  he  might  procure  for  home 
oonsumption  his  dinner  and  supper  beer. 
He  (Sir  Joseph  Pease)  had  never  said  that 
the  Sunday  drinking  of  a  glass  of  beer 
was  wrong,  or  that  Sunday  conversation 
was  wrong.  All  those  things  were  con- 
jured out  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend's 
own  consciousness.  If  he  accepted  the 
Motion  he  should  go  far  beyond  the 
scope  of  the  Bill,  and  beyond  that  which 
he  believed  to  be  absolutely  necessary. 
He  had  made  careful  inquiries,  so  far  as 
his  own  district  was  concerned,  and  he 
could,  without  hesitation,  say  that  there 
was  no  working  men's  club  in  Durham 
or  in  the  North  Biding  of  Yorkshire  in 
which  intoxicating  liquors  were  sold  on 
Sunday.  Taking  it  as  a  whole,  he  ob- 
jected to  the  Instruction  to  the  Com- 
mittee as  entirely  outside  the  scope  of 
the  Bill.  If  the  poor  man  thought  he  was 
robbed  in  any  way  of  his  rights  in  regard 
to  his  frequenting  the  public-house, 
the  Bill  would  allow  him  to  go  to  his 
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club  ;  and  he  had  sufficient  faith  in  the 
working  men  of  the  country  to  believe 
that  if  they  did  think  it  necessary,  in 
consequence  of  the  passing  of  the  Bil], 
to  establish  clubs,  they  would  be  found 
to  drink  in  moderation.  He  trusted  that 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  would  be 
content  with  the  speech  he  had  made. 
He  (Sir  Joseph  Pease)  would  assure  the 
House  that  he  had  no  wish  to  interfere 
with  the  reasonable  facilities  of  the 
people  to  obtain  liquor  on  the  Sunday. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  support  him 
in  resisting  this  Instruction. 

Colonel  HUGHES  (Woolwich)  said, 
he  earnestly  protested  against  the  Bill, 
the  object  of  which  was  to  further  re- 
strict a  particular  and  respectable  trade, 
without,  in  the  least,  checking  the  evils 
of  intemperance  in  other  respects,  which 
it  left  altogether  untouched.  For  in- 
stance, the  Bill  did  nothing  to  stop 
drinking  on  steamboats,  or  to  regulate 
the  hours  of  sale  on  board.  The  whole 
object  seemed  to  be  to  put  further  re- 
strictions on  a  licensed  trade,  and  to 
drive  people  to  drinking  clubs,  which 
were  open  during  the  time  of  Divine 
Service,  and  were  frequented  by  hun- 
dreds of  women  as  well  as  men.  It  was 
a  grievance  that  while  the  Temperance 
Party  were  endeavouring  in  one  direc- 
tion to  stop  what  they  considered  a  small 
evil,  they  were  actually  encouraging  by 
their  silence,  or  want  of  legislation,  a 
very  much  larger  evil,  which  was  gra- 
dually springing  up  in  all  the  great 
towns. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Main  Question,  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  (Hours  of  closing  on  Sunday). 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  '^That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again," — (Sir  Joseph 
Pease,) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Friday  7th  June. 

PAKLIAMENTARY  FRANOHISB  BILL. 

[Bill  124.] 

{Mr,  Mmdton,  Mr,  A,  Aeland,  Mr.  DiUwyn.) 

SECOND  BEADING.     [ADJOURNED   DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [2nd  April],  "  That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 
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Qaestion  again  proposed. 
Debate  resumed. 


Mb.  EVERETT  (Suffolk,  Wood- 
bridge)  said,  that  as  he  did  not  see  the 
hon.  Ghdntleman  who  had  charge  of  the 
Bill,  or  any  of  the  hon.  Members  whose 
names  appeared  on  the  back  of  the  Bill 
in  their  places,  lie  begged  to  move  the 
second  reading. 

8iB  JOSEPH  PEASE  (Durham.  Bar- 
nard Castle)  asked,  if  it  was  competent 
for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  moye  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  ? 

Mb.  speaker  said,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Everett)  was  perfectly 
in  Order.  The  Bill  was  now  the  pro- 
perty of  the  House,  and  any  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  at  liberty  to  move  it. 

Mb.  EVERETT,  resuming,  said,  he 
was  anxious  that  the  Bill  should  pro- 
ceed, because  it  affirmed  a  very  im- 
portant principle,  or,  at  any  rate,  went 
a  long  way  towards  affirming  an  im- 
portant principle — that  of  manhood  suf- 
frage. Ho  was  confident  that  every  hon. 
Member  who,  like  himself,  carefully 
watched  the  progress  of  the  County 
Franchise  Bill,  must  have  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  only  intelligible 
foundation  on  which  they  could  stand  in 
regard  to  suffrage  was  that  of  manhood 
sufirage.  There  was  no  qualification 
possessed  by  a  man  so  high  as  that  of 
manhood ;  and  on  that  ground  he  thought 
that  the  sooner  they  incorporated  in 
their  legislation  the  principle  of  one  man 
one  vote,  the  sooner  they  would  arrive  at 
the  goal  which  everybody  admitted  to  be 
most  desirable.  It  might  be  feared  that 
property  would  be  endangered  if  power 
were  put  in  the  hands  of  men  without 
any  regard  as  to  whether  they  possessed 
property  or  not.  If  there  was  a  wish  on 
the  part  of  the  poor  men  to  rob  the  rich 
men  of  their  possessions,  he  knew  of 
nothing  to  prevent  them  doing  so  now. 
They  had  the  advantage  of  numbers, 
and  the  property  of  the  rich  was  dis- 
tinctly within  their  power;  but  he  was 
glad  to  think  that  there  was  the  same 
honest  principle  abiding  in  the  poor 
man's  mind  as  in  the  rich  man's  mind. 
He  had  pleasure  in  moving  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  because  it  contained 
provisions  for  removing  many  of  the 
difficulties  now  connected  with  registra- 
tion. Everyone  who  had  had  to  do  with 
registration  was  aware  how  greatly  it 
was  complicated  by  the  great  variety  of 
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snAiiges  now  in  existence.  This  BUl 
would  sweep  away  all  sufirages  except  one 
— namely,  that  of  manhood;  and  it  would, 
therefore,  make  the  work  of  registration 
infinitely  more  simple  than  it  was  now. 
Having  said  this  much  in  favour  of  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  he  wished  to  add 
that  he  had  no  desire,  against  the  will 
of  the  House,  to  persevere  with  the 
second  reading,  if  he  was  to  understand 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  intended 
to  deal  with  registration  this  year,  and 
with  the  suffrage  question  next  year. 
He  trusted  that  the  Government  would 
see  their  way  to  adopt,  in  regard  to  the 
suffrage,  the  only  final  and  intelligible 
resting  place — namely,  that  of  manhood 
suffrage.  They  would  thus  sweep  away 
all  registration  difficulties,  and  stand 
upon  the  ground  which  was  most  con- 
ducive to  the  highest  and  best  interests 
of  the  country  in  which  they  lived. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.*'— {^fr,  Eoereit) 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.CmL- 
DBRs)  (Edinburgh,  8.)  said,  that  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Everett)  had  pro- 
bably not  heard  the  discussion  which 
took  place  on  the  Franchise  Bill  in 
charge  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  London  (Sir  Robert  Fowler).  He 
(Mr.  Childers)  then  explained  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  intended  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  on  the  subject  of  registration, 
though  they  did  not  propose  to  deal  with 
the  franchise  during  the  present  Ses- 
sion. This  Bill  went  much  further  than 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  London,  and  practically  gave 
the  franchise  to  everyone  who  lived  in 
the  same  house  during  the  month  of 
June,  provided  he  had  possessed  the 
electoral  stattM  for  six  months.  He 
would,  however,  express  no  opinion  upon 
it ;  but  would  only  ask  that  it  should  be 
adjourned  to  the  same  date  as  that  to 
which  the  other  Bill  was  adjourned,  and 
for  that  purpose  he  would  make  the  re- 
quisite Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Debate  be  further  adjourned  till 
Wednesday  7th  July," — {Mr,  Secretary 
ChilderSy) — put,  and  agreed  to, 
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Twenty-fifth  Eesolutioii  poetponed, 
Subsetiuent  Resolutions  ajreed  to. 
Postponod  Resolutioii  to  be  considered 
To-morrow, 

MOTIONS. 


JTTBOBS'   DETENTION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Lockwood,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  detention  of  Juries 
daring  the  trial  of  felonies,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Lockwood,  Mr.  Crompton,  Mr.  Fin- 
lav,  and  Mr.  Baggallay. 
Billj?rMMto(f,andread  the  first  time.  [Bill  202.] 

MININa    LEASES    (COBNWALL  AND  DEVON) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  John  St.  Aubyn,  Bill  to 
facilitate  the  grant  and  renewal  of  leases  to 
Metalliferous  Mines,  and  for  other  purposes 
within  the  Stannaries  of  Cornwall  and  Devon, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  John  St.  Aubyn, 
Mr.  Courtney,  Viscount  Ebrington,  Mr.  Beck- 
ford  Smith,  and  Mr.  Seale-Hayne. 
Wlpreeentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  204.] 

STANNABIES  AOT  (1869)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  John  St.  Aubyn,  Bill  to 
amend  <*The  Stannaries  Act,  1869,"  and  for 
other  purposes  relating  thereto,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Sir  John  St.  Aubyn,  Mr.  Court- 
ney, Viscount  Ebrington,  Mr.  Beckford  Smith, 
and  Mr.  Seale-Hayne. 
Bill  presentedy&nd  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  203.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Four  <rolock. 


HOUSE    OP    LORDS, 
Thursday,  tth  May,  1886. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— JVr*^  Reading- 
Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Lands  (Ire- 
land) Provisional  Orders  (No.  2)»  (84).'; 
Infants  *  (86) :  Metropolitan  Police  Sta- 
tions •  (87);  Hyde  Park  Comer  (New 
Streets)  •  (88). 

Second  Reading— DTowsaodi  Persons  (Discovery 
and  Interment)  (77). 

THE  LATE  EARL  OF  REDESDALE 
(CHAIRMAN  OF  THE  COMMITTEES  OF 
THIS  HOUSE). 

OBITUARY  NOTICE. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  COLONIES  (Earl  Granville): 
Your  Lordships  will  bear  with  me  while 
I  say  a  few  words  respectiog  the  loss 
which  we    have   sustained  during  the 


Recess.  Lord  Redesdale  has  passed 
awaj  in  a  ripe  and  honoured  old  age. 
He  sat  in  this  House  56  years ;  I  believe 
that  he,  with  another  of  the  most  re- 
spected Members  of  this  Assembly,  Lord 
Chichester,  was  the  last  who  sat  here 
during  the  Reign  of  Oeorge  IV.  Lord 
Redesdale  was  one  of  my  oldest  personal 
friends,  and  I  am  one  of  now  a  small 
number  who  saw  him  unanimously 
chosen  as  the  Chairman  of  your  Lord- 
ships' Committees,  an  Office  the  duties  of 
which  he  has  discharged  for  35  years 
with  distinction,  judgment,  and  decision, 
and  in  a  manner  most  advantageous  to 
your  Lordships'  House  and  to  the 
public.  Lord  Redesdale  was  a  keen 
politician;  he  at  one  time  held  a  con- 
fid^itial  Office  in  this  Assembly,  to  which 
no  strictly  official  title  belongs,  but 
which  implies  the  full  confidence  of  the 
Leaders  of  a  Party  in  the  Peer  who  holds 
it.  He  resigned  this  post  in  consequence 
of  the  repeal  of  the  Corn  Laws  under  the 
Government  of  Sir  Robert  Peel.  It  is, 
perhaps,  odd  for  me  to  say  so,  but  I  could 
not  help  feeling  strong  admiration  .for 
the  genuine  Conservatism  with  which 
Lord  Redesdale  regarded  all  questions, 
whether  great  or  small.  There  were  few 
things  which  he  did  not  consider  to  be 
better  as  they  were  rather  than  as  they 
might  be  after  alteration.  Yet  I  do  not 
remember  any  instance  in  which  these 
strong  political  prepossessions  influenced 
at  all  Ms  conduct  in  the  Chair.  He  was 
a  strong,  just,  shrewd,  and  kind  man. 
He  was  afraid  of  no  one  in  or  out  of  the 
House.  He  could  say  **  No,"  and  even 
a  disagreeable  '*No,"  when  the  need 
arose ;  yet  such  was  the  simplicity  and 
straightforwardness  of  his  character,  and 
the  absence  of  all  personal  vanity  from 
his  disposition,  that  he  never  gave 
offence.  The  void  created  by  his  death 
will  be  difficult  to  fill,  and  it  will  belong 
before  we  cease  to  miss  his  respected  and 
familiar  presence  in  this  place. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
Your  Lordships  will  have  listened  with 
feelings  of  admiration  and  of  regret  to 
the  touching  language  and  judicious 
criticism  that  have  fallen  from  the  lips 
of  the  noble  Earl  who  leads  this  House. 
He  has  in  no  way  exaggerated  the  high 
qualities  that  distinguished  Lord  Redes- 
dale, or  the  void  which  we  shall  have  to 
fill  when  his  place  must  be  occupied 
again.  The  House  will  seem  strange 
without  that  familiar  figure,  for  he  b^s 
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played  not  only  a  long  but  a  great  part 
in  the  deliberations  of  this  House.  He 
governed  the  disposal  of  our  Private 
Business  at  a  time  when  Private  Business 
was  very  different  from  what  it  is  now, 
at  a  time  when  on  the  judgment  and 
honesty  and  resolution  of  the  noble  Lord 
who  occupied  that  Ohair  it  depended 
whether  our  proceedings  should  or 
should  not  be  made  an  instrument  for 
the  perpetration  of  much  that  was 
oppressive  and  even  fraudulent.  By  his 
great  courage  and  his  discernment  he 
has  given  a  great  power  to  the  delibera- 
tions of  this  House  in  connection  with 
matters  of  Private  Business,  a  power 
which  I  trust  we  shall  not  speedily  lose. 
His  power  was  so  great  that  his  dictator- 
ship had  become  proverbial,  and  yet  that 
dictatorship  was  exercised,  not  by  reason 
of  any  transcendent  talents,  but  simply 
on  account  of  the  sterling  and  pellucid 
honesty  of  the  man  who  exercised  those 
powers.  Nothing  but  that  honesty  could 
have  procured  for  him,  with  so  imperious 
an  action,  the  respect  which  he  uniformly 
secured.  The  noble  Earl  has  alluded  to 
the  strength  of  his  political  opinions. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  he  was  a  very 
strong  partizan  ;  but  I  never  knew  him 
in  all  the  strength  of  his  partizanship 
stoop  to  wrest  an  argument  or  ignore  a 
fact,  and  he  possessed  this  quality,  pre- 
cious above  all  others  and  diminishing 
in  these  days— he  had  the  courage  of  his 
individual  opinions.  He  was  not  afraid 
to  act  upon  what  he  individually  believed 
to  be  right,  and  he  was  not  deterred  by 
any  prevalence  of  public  feeling  against 
him  from  expressing  his  opinions  courage  • 
ously  to  the  whole  world.  My  Lords,  he 
enjoyed  the  universal  deference  and 
respect  of  all  Peers,  not  only  of  those 
who  shared  his  own  political  opinions, 
but  on  both  sides  of  the  House.  We 
may  easily  put  into  that  Chair  a  man 
who  shall  be  his  equal  in  ability;  I 
doubt  whether  we  shall  ever  put  into  it 
one  who  will  exceed  him  in  the  sterling 
honesty  and  clearness  of  his  decisions,  or 
in  the  universal  respect  and  unanimity 
which  those  decisions  commanded. 

The  Earl  of  COEK  said,  though  he 
could  not  claim  the  gift  of  eloquence 
manifested  by  the  two  preceding  speakers, 
yet,  as  one  who  had,  perhaps,  been 
more  intimately  associated  with  the  late 
Lord  Bedesdale  in  the  management  of 
the  Busiiiess  of  the  House  than  any  other 


Peer,  he  begged  to  be  allowed  to  say 
how  deeply  he  deplored  his  death,  and 
to  add  his  humble  testimony  to  the  great 
fairness,  straightforwardness,  and  judi- 
ciousness which  his  late  Friend  brought 
to  bear  ujH>n  his  work.  In  his  decisions 
he  did  justice  to  everyone.  Those 
among  their  Lordships  who  had  served 
upon  Committees  with  the  noble  Earl 
had  never  failed  to  be  struck  with  the 
clearness  and  readiness  of  his  decisions 
upon  difficult  and  complicated  points. 
Having  been  brought  into  constant  con- 
tact with  the  noble  Earl  he  was  in  a 
position  to  know  how  great  a  loss  the 
Mouse  had  sustained.  They  must  derive 
what  consolation  they  could  from  the 
fact  that  among  the  noble  Lords  who 
had  taken  part  in  the  Private  Business 
of  the  House  many  could  be  found 
actuated  by  as  high  a  regard  for  justice 
as  that  which  distinguished  their  noble 
Friend. 

Eabl  GEANVILLE  :  Your  Lordships 
will  readily  understand  why  I  do  not 
propose  to  take  any  action  in  the  matter 
this  evening.  I  will  merely  give  Notice 
that  I  intend  to  place  on  the  Paper  the 
terms  of  a  Motion  for  Monday  next. 

DROWNED  PERSONS  (DISCOVERY  AND 

INTERMENT)  BILL.-(No.  77.) 

(The  Earl  Stanhope,) 

SEGOm)   READmO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

Earl  STANHOPE,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
that  the  effect  of  it  was  to  extend  the 
provisions  of  a  former  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment—namely, an  Act  48  Geo,  m.  o.  75. 
That  Act  enabled  churchwardens  or 
overseers  to  order  the  interment  of 
bodies  cast  on  shore  from  the  sea  to  be 
buried,  and  the  cost  to  be  borne  by  the 
rates  of  the  particular  parish  in  which 
the  bodies  were  found.  The  Bill  ex- 
tended this  power  by  inserting  the 
words  **  cast  on  shore  from  any  tidal  or 
navigable  waters.''  Such  an  extension 
was  really  required,  as  the  House  would 
remember  that  lamentable  difficulties 
arose  in  the  case  of  the  wreck  of  the 
Princess  Alice,  various  parishes  refusing 
to  pay  the  cost  of  interment.  The  Bill 
had  passed  the  House  of  Oommons, 
with  the  approval  of  the  Government 
and  of  both  sides  of  the  House,  and  he 
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hoped  it  would  be  accepted  by  their 
Lordships. 

Moved,  * '  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2V" 
—{The  Marl  Stanhope.) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2'  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

POOR  LAW  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES)— 

DEATH  OF  A  CHILD  IN  T0TNE8 

WORKHOUSE.— QUESTION. 

VisooTOT  BAEBINGTON  asked  Her 
Majesty's  Gbyernment,  Whether  the 
inquiry  having  reference  to  the  death  of 
an  infant  in  Totnes  Workhouse,  arising 
from  overfeeding,  has  taken  place  ;  and, 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  can 
now  give  the  results  of  that  inquiry  ? 

LoBD  SUDELEY  (for  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board),  in  reply,  said,  that 
the  Local  Government  Board  had  made 
inquiries  into  the  matter,  and  bad  been 
furnished  with  copies  of  the  depositions 
tf^en  before  the  Coroner  and  with  a 
copy  of  a  report  of  a  committee  of  the 
Totnet  Guardians  appointed  to  investi- 
gate the  circumstances.  The  Board 
found  that  the  medical  officer  of  the 
workhouse  gave  directions  that  the 
child,  who  was  ailing,  should  receive  a 
pint  of  milk  daily,  and  no  other  food. 
The  matron  of  the  workhouse  was  un- 
aware of  these  directions,  and  allowed 
the  pauper  attendant  in  care  of  the 
child,  who  was  aware  of  the  doctor's 
directions,  but  did  not  inform  the  matron 
of  them,  to  give  it  baked  flour,  which  it 
appeared  to  have  been  unable  to  digest. 
The  dietary  tables  approved  by  the 
Board  expressly  provided  that  infants 
under  two  years  of  age  should  be  dieted 
as  directed  by  the  medical  officer,  and 
the  orders  of  the  Board  imposed  on  the 
matron  the  duty  of  consulting  the  medi- 
cal officer  in  reference  to  the  dietary  of 
such  children.  The  Board  had,  there- 
fore, been  obliged  to  say  that  they 
thought  the  action  of  the  matron  de- 
serving of  serious  censure.  As,  how- 
ever, the  committee  of  the  Guardians 
had  expressed  the  opinion  that  the 
matron  believed  she  was  acting  for  the 
best,  and  had  warned  her  to  observe 
strictly  the  regulations  of  the  Board, 
the  Board  had  not  taken  any  further 
action  in  the  matter,  beyond  cautioning 
the  matron  to  be  more  careful  in  the 
future. 

Earl  Stanhope 


DBAINAOE  AOT)    IMPROVEMElTr    OF    LANDS 

(lBELAm>)   PROVISIONAL  OBDBES 

(no.   2.)  BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  confirm  certaiii  Provisional  Orders 
under  the  Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Lands 
(Ireland)  Act,  1863,  and  the  Acts  amending  the 
same,  relating  to  the  Upper  Nanny  River 
Drainage  District  in  the  county  of  Meath,  and 
the  Greanagh  River  Drainage  District  in  the 
county  of  Limerick— Was/^rMew/frf  by  The  Lord 
Thurlow ;  read  1* ;  and  nftmd  to  the  Exa- 
miners.   (No.  84.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Five  o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thweday,  6<A  May,  1886. 


MINUTES.] — Supply — eontidered  in  Committee 
Hetolutions  [May  3]  reported — Postponed  Reso- 
lution (No.  25)  considered ;  debate  adjourned. 

Public  Bills — Ordered—First  Reading— hims 
(Ireland)  •[2061. 

Second  Reading— BsSlwnj  and  Canal  Traffic 
[138]. 

Referred  to  Select  Committee— Vhter  Oanal  and 
Tyrone  Navigation  •  [141]. 

Commt^^M— International  and  Ck)lonial  Copy- 
right [166]— a.p. 

Considered  as  atnended  —  Croftera  (Scotland) 
(No.  2)  [200]. 

Considered  as  amended— Third  Reading — High- 
ways Acts  Amendment  [149],  and  passed. 

QUESTIONS. 


INLAND  REVENUE— THE  INCOME  TAX 
(IRELAND). 
Sir  JOSEPH  M*KEIWA(Monagban, 
S.)  asked  tbe  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Whether  tbe  amount  returned  as  as- 
sessed to  Income  Tax  in  the  Statistical 
Abstract  under  Schedule  (B)  for  the 
year  1884  (Ireland)  £9,982,117  is  not 
erroneous  ;  or  at  any  rate  arrived  at  on 
a  different  principle  from  that  applied 
in  making  up  the  sums  in  same  Schedule 
and  in  same  Abstract,  for  England 
and  Scotland,  which  are  returned  at 
£48,025,698,  and  £7,506,365  respec- 
tively ;  whether  in  fact  the  annual  value 
assessable  under  Schedule  (B)  for  Scot- 
land  is  not  greatly  in  excess  of  the 
amount  assessable  in  Ireland  under  a 
like  Schedule  ;  and,  whether,  if  tbe  facts 
are  as  implied  in  the  above  questions, 
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corrections  shall  be  made  to  adjust  the 
figures  in  future  Abstracts  ? 

Thb  SECRETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
STJEY  (Mr.  Hbnrt  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
yerhampton,  E.) :  The  amounts  printed 
on  page  25  of  the  Statistical  Abstract 
under  Schedule  B  are  the  gross  yalues  of 
lands  under  Schedule  A  of  the  tax,  a  note 
at  the  foot  of  the  page  explaining  that  the 
profits  from  the  occupation  of  lands  («.«., 
the  amount  which  is  charged  to  Income 
Tax  under  Schedule  B)  are  by  law 
deemed  to  be  equal  in  England  to  one- 
half,  and  in  Scotland  and  Ireland  to  one- 
ihird,  of  the  full  annual  value  of  the  lands. 
No  distinction  in  principle  has  been  fol- 
lowed in  ascertaioiug  assessments  in 
England  as  contrasted  with  Scotland  and 
IreUnd.  In  England  the  gross  value 
of  lands  in  1883-4  was  £48,025,698; 
deductions  for  incomes  under  £150, 
abatements,  &c.,  £20,881,469,  leaving 
net  amount  for  assessment  £27,144,229, 
which  was  charged  to  duty  at  2^i. 
in  the  pound  by  Act  46  Vict,^  c.  10, 
lees  one-eighth  previously  allowed  by 
5  &  6  Vict.,  c.  35,  s.  63.  In  Scot- 
land the  gross  value  of  lands  was 
£7,506,365 ;  deductions,  abatements,  &c., 
£3,882,378;  net  assessment,  £3,623,987, 
whdich  was  charged  to  duty  at  1^. 
in  the  pound  by  the  46th  Fiet,  c.  10. 
In  Ireland  the  gross  value  of  lands 
was  £9,982,117;  deductions,  abate- 
ments, &c.,  £7,290,284;  net  assess- 
ments, £2,691,833,  upon  which  duty 
was  charged  at  the  same  rate  as  in 
Scotland. 

COUBT  OF  BANKRUFrCY  (IRELAND)— 
DELAYS  OF  LIQUIDATION. 

Mb.  PETER  M'DONALD  (Sligo,  N.) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  a  recent 
Keport  of  the  proceedings  in  the  Irish 
Court  of  Bankruptcy  presided  over  by 
Judge  Miller,  by  which  it  appeared  that 
a  number  of  cases,  some  of  which  were 
over  thirty  years  in  liquidation,  now 
came  up,  after  the  audit  of  the  chief 
clerk.  Re  Charles  Henry  James,  ex 
official  assignee ;  and,  whether  the  Go- 
vernment purpose  introducing  a  Bill  to 
remedy  these  and  other  abuses  in  the 
Irish  Court  of  Bankruptcy  ? 

Thb  SECRETARY  to  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Hbnby  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
vethampton,  E.) :  I  have  not  seen  the 
Report  to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers ; 
bat  I  have  made  inquiries,  and  find  that 


a  number  of  cases  were  set  down  for 
audit  lately  of  very  old  standing,  three 
or  four  being  of  more  than  30  years' 
standing.  In  no  case  was  the  balance  a 
large  one,  and  I  am  informed  that  these 
very  old  cases  were  probably  overlooked 
when  the  Court  was  remodelled  in  1857. 
The  cases  to  which  this  explanation  does 
not  apply  are  of  much  less  standing, 
probably  10  to  20  years.  I  do  not  know 
that  there  is  any  intention  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  to  introduce  an  Lrish 
Bankruptcy  Bill. 

COURT  OF  BANKRUFTCY  (IRELAND)— 
IRREGULARITIES. 

Mb.  PETER  MCDONALD  (Sligo,  N.) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  a  case  sche- 
duled No.  1578  in  the  Irish  Court  of 
Bankruptcy,  and  adjudicated  on  the  13th 
of  Cotober  1863,  is  yet  not  wound  up; 
whether  all  the  creditors  in  said  case 
have  received  their  final  dividends ;  and, 
whether  the  name  of  the  bankrupt  was 
incorrectly  indexed,  and  other  names 
under  the  letter  K  in  same  index  were 
cut  out,  80  as  to  prevent  proper  refer- 
ence being  made  to  the  records  of  the 
Court? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  Henby  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  The  case  referred  to, 
No.  1678,  is  not  a  case  of  bankruptcy, 
but  of  arrangement,  the  lands  oi  the 
debtor  being  vested  in  trustees.  No 
dividends  were  payable  through  the 
Court,  and  the  only  money  received  was 
£16  I2s,  Id.,  which  has  been  duly  ac- 
counted by  the  Official  Assignee.  I  am 
informed  that  the  name  of  the  debtor 
was  correctly  indexed,  and  that  the 
cutting  out  of  part  of  a  page  in  the 
Index  was  due  to  some  names  under  the 
letter  **H''  having  been  by  inadvert- 
ence entered  under  the  letter  *'K,"  aiid 
the  excision  was  made  in  order  to  facili- 
tate reference  to  the  Index  Book. 

PIERS  AND  HARBOURS  (IRELAND)— 
ARKLOW  BREAKWATER. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  (Wicklow,  E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  one  of  his 
predecessors  in  office,  in  reply  to  a  Ques- 
tion on  26th  February  1886,  as  to  the 
damage  to  the  Arklow  Breakwater, 
stated — 

'<  The  recent  stormB  have  caused  a  slight 
■ubsidence,  which  is  of  no  ■traotural  import- 
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anoe»  and   has  been   remedied   at  a  trifling 
ooet;" 

whether,  after  many  ineffectual  attempts 
on  the  part  of  the  Harbour  Committee, 
representing  the  ratepayers,  who  have 
guaranteed  repayment  of  the  loan  of 
twenty  thousand  pounds,  to  get  an  in- 
quiry, the  Engineer  of  the  Board  of 
Works,  who  designed  the  Breakwater, 
reported,  20th  April  1885,  that  the  sand 
foundations  had  been  scoured  out  by 
the  sea,  which  scouring  out  extended 
under  the  storm  wall  for  its  entire  width 
of  nineteen  and  a  half  feet ;  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  paper  just 
laid  upon  the  Table,  from  which  it 
appears  an  additional  sum  of  ten  thou- 
sand five  hundred  pounds  will  be  re- 
quired to  carry  out  the  recommendations 
of  Messrs.  Stevenson  and  Stoney,  which 
sum  it  is  proposed  to  charge  upon  the 
rates ;  whether  he  is  awcure  that  the  ship 
and  boat  owners  from  the  first  con- 
demned the  plans  of  the  Board  of 
Works;  and,  whether  the  ratepayers 
will  be  called  on  for  a  fresh  guarantee 
under  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case  ? 
The  SEOEETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
rerhampton,  E.) :  The  statements  in  the 
first  two  paragraphs  of  the  Question  are 
substantially  correct.  Before  the  extra 
expense,  £10,500,  involved  in  Messrs. 
Stevenson  and  Stoney's  recommendations 
is  incurred,  the  consent  of  the  Town 
Oommissioners  to  that  amount  being 
charged  on  the  town  rates  would  have 
to  be  obtained.  With  regard  to  para- 
graph 4,  I  am  informed  that  the  ship 
and  boat  owners  of  Arklow,  though  at 
first  objecting  to  the  design  of  the  Board 
of  Works*  Engineer,  have  from  time  to 
time  disagreed  among  themselves.  They, 
however,  appear  to  be  now  in  favour  of 
the  execution  of  the  works  in  accordance 
with  the  original  design  with  slight 
modifications,  with  one  exception — 
namely,  the  northern  groins.  No  deci- 
sion has  yet  been  come  to  as  to  Messrs. 
Stevenson  and  Stoney's  plan.  If  the 
additional  expenditure  of  £10,500  is  in- 
curred it  would  have  to  be  guaranteed 
in  the  same  manner  as  the  £20,000. 

POST  OFFICE  (SCOTLAND)— THE  IN- 
VERNESS POST  OFFICE. 
Mr.  FINLAT  (Inverness,  &c.)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether, 
having  regard  to  the  fact  that  the  Post 
Office  authorities,  recognising  the  neces- 
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sity  of  increased  postal  accommodation 
for  the  town  of  Inverness,  acquired  a 
site  for  a  new  post  office  there,  upon 
which  they  have  been  paying  a  feu  duty 
since  Whitsunday  1885,  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  postal  authorities,  in  the 
interests  of  the  general  community  at 
Inverness,  to  order  the  work  of  building 
the  new  post  office  to  be  proceeded  with 
without  further  delay  ? 

The  SEOEETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
8UEY  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowlee)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  Plans  for  the  pro- 
posed new  Post  Office  at  Inverness  have 
been  prepared;  but  some  alterations  were 
found  necessary  in  order  to  provide  more 
complete  and  satisfactory  accommoda- 
tion. Fresh  plans  are  now  being  made 
in  Her  Majesty's  Office  of  Works,  and 
are  expected  to  be  ready  within  a  few 
weeks.  The  Postmaster  General  is 
anxious  that  no  time  should  be  lost  in 
settling  them,  and  in  proceeding  with 
the  erection  of  the  building. 

NAVAL   PENSIONS -SAMUEL   BARBER. 

Mb.  JAMES  HUTTON  (Manchester, 
N.)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Admi- 
ralty, The  grounds  upon  which  the 
Admiralty  refuse  to  pay  to  Samuel 
Barber,  Naval  Pensioner,  residing  in 
Manchester,  the  full  pension  to  which 
he  is  entitled  according  to  Eegulation, 
No.  121,  of  June  1853,  having  served 
sixteen  years  in  the  Navy,  and  having 
been  discharged  in  consequence  of  injury 
received  while  on  duty,  and  also  holding 
two  good  conduct  medals  ? 

The  SEOEETAEY  to  the  ADMI- 
EALTY  (Mr.  Hibbert)  (Oldham) :  Sir, 
Samuel  Barber  voluntarily  left  the  Ser- 
vice in  1 864,  after  1 0  years'  time  had  boen 
completed,  and  before  he  became  eu- 
titled  to  any  pension.  Having  remained 
out  of  the  Service  for  more  than  five 
years  Barber  could  not  count  his  former 
time  ;  and  on  re-entry  therefore,  in  1869, 
he  commenced  a  new  career.  Having 
been  invalided  in  1875,  after  a  service 
of  nearly  six  years,  he  received  the 
utmost  pension  that  the  Eegulations  em- 
power us  to  grant  from  Naval  Funds. 
Being  unable  to  work,  this  pension  was 
supplemented  from  G-reenwlch  Hospital 
Funds,  and  for  the  last  nine  years  he 
has  received  a  pension  from  that  source. 

TRAMWAYS  (METROPOLIS). 
Sib  aUYEE  HUNTEE   (Hackney, 
Central)  asked    the  Chairman   of   the 
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Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
serions  accidents  which  are  frequently 
occurring  through  the  defective  and 
dangerous  condition  of  the  Tramway 
metals  in  the  London  streets ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  time  has  not  arrived  when  some 
responsible  officer  should  be  charged 
with  the  duty  of  frequently  inspecting 
the  numerous  Tramway  routes  in  the 
Metropolis  ? 

The  chairman  (Sir  James 
M*Gakel-Hogo)  (Middlesex,  Hornsey): 
My  attention  has  been  called  from  time 
to  time  to  accidents  attributed  to  defects 
in  the  condition  of  tramway  metals ;  but 
I  am  not  aware  that,  generally  speak- 
ing, they  are  either  defective  or  dan- 
gerous. The  streets  of  the  Metropolis 
are  under  the  control  of  the  Vestries 
and  District  Boards,  who  have  their  pro- 
perly qualified  and  responsible  surveyors ; 
and  I  do  not  see  the  necessity  of  appoint- 
ing a  special  officer  to  discharge  the  duty 
of  inspecting  tramway  routes. 

MERCHANDISE  MARKS  ACT,  1862— 
MARKINa  OF  BRITISH.MADE  GOODS. 

Mb.  HOWAED  VINCENT  (Shef- 
field, Central)  asked  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  If  Her  Majesty's 
Qoyemment  propose  to  provide  by  Law 
for  the  marking  of  all  British-made 
goods,  in  accordance  with  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  Master  Cutler  of  Sheffield  to 
the  Boyal  Commission  on  Trade  and 
Industry,  and  to  prohibit  the  sale  of 
articles  bearing  false  or  misleading 
names  and  marks;  and,  in  such  case, 
if  he  can  fix  the  date  upon  which  he 
will  introduce  a  Bill  of  such  conse- 
quence to  British  manufacturers  and 
workmen? 

The  PEESIDENT  (Mr.  Mundblla) 
(Sheffield,  Brightside) :  We  had  pre- 
pared a  measure  before  Easter  for  the 
amendment  of  the  Merchandise  Marks 
Act,  1862;  but,  after  conferring  with 
our  Bepresentatives  at  the  International 
Conference  at  Borne,  including  the  Mas- 
ter Cutler,  it  was  deemed  advisable  not 
to  introduce  a  measure  until  after  the 
Conference  had  completed  its  labours. 

THE  DOVER  HARBOUR  BOARD. 
Major  DICKSON  (Dover)  askod  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  follow- 
ing extract  from  the  Minutes  of  a  meet- 
ing of  the  Town  Council  of  Dover,  held 


on  the  20th  of  April,  relating  to  the 
recent  appointment  of  Mr.  Lowndes  as 
the  Board  of  Trade  representative  at 
the  Dover  Harbour  Board  : — 

"The  Mayor  having  announced  that  Coun- 
cillor William  Henry  Crundall  has  received  an 
intimation  from  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  that  he  has  appointed  Mr.  Lowndes  to 
act  in  his  place  as  the  representative  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  on  the  Dover  Harbour  Board, 
this  Council  desires  to  point  out  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  that  the  office  has 
hitherto  been  considered  to  be  one  made  for 
life;  that  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Crundall 
gave  the  utmost  satisfaction  to  the  inhabitants 
of  the  borough  generally ;  that  it  received  the 
unanimous  approval  of  the  local  press ;  and  that 
Mr.  Crundall,  from  his  mercantile  and  other 
interests  in  the  borough  and  his  great  business 
abilities,  is,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Council,  a  most 
fit  and  proper  representative  of  the  Board  of 
Trade;  the  Council  earnestly  hopes  that  the 
President  will  not  deprive  the  Department  or 
the  Harbour  of  such  an  excellent  representa- 
tive, nor  inflict  such  a  gprievous  personal  insult 
upon  a  member  of  the  Itouncil ;  and  it  is  ordered 
that  copies  of  this  Resolution  be  sent  to  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  the  Lord 
Warden,  and  the  members  of  the  Harbour 
Board;" 

if  he  will  explain  to  the  House  why  he 
adopted  the  uDprecedented  course  of 
cancelling  an  appointment  made  by  his 
immediate  predecessor  in  office;  and, 
whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  Copies  of  all  Correspondence 
which  has  taken  place  between  himself 
(or  the  Board  of  Trade)  and  Earl  Gran- 
ville (President  of  the  Dover  Harbour 
Board)  and  the  Treasury  or  others  upon 
this  subject  ? 

The  president  (Mr.  Mxhtoblla) 
(Sheffield,  Brightside):  Yes,  Sir;  my 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  extract 
in  question.  The  Dover  Harbour  Board 
is  a  Board  representing  a  variety  of  in- 
terests—  the  Q-overnment,  the  Town 
Council,  and  the  two  Railway  Com- 
panies— and  is  presided  over,  ex  officio, 
by  the  Lord  Warden  of  the  Cinque 
Ports.  Under  the  Act  constituting  the 
Board,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Dover  Town 
Council  to  appoint  two  gentlemen  to  re- 
present the  interests  of  their  own  body ; 
but  they  are  in  no  way  concerned  in  the 
appointment  of  the  representatives  nomi- 
nated by  the  Government.  The  Rail- 
way  Companies  also  appoint  their  own 
representatives,  whom  they  change  from 
time  to  time.  Under  these  circumstances, 
it  is  important  that  the  representative 
of  the  Government  should  be  perfectly 
independent,  more  especially  consider- 
ing the    large    expenditure   of  pubUo 
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money  which  is  now  oontemplated  at 
Dover.  No  personal  affront  ha3  been 
intended  or  offered  to  Mr.  Orundall; 
but  as  he  is  a  gentleman  who  is  engaged 
in  negotiating  large  contracts  with  the 
local  Kailway  Companies,  I  felt  that  he 
did  not  fulfil  the  conditions  that  I  have 
named.  No  correspondence  has  passed 
between  the  Board  of  Trade  and  the 
Treasury,  and  I  have  only  received  one 
letter  from  Earl  Granville  in  the  matter, 
which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  can 
have  if  he  likes  to  move  for  it.  I  may 
add  that  the  gentleman  we  have  ap- 
pointed meets  all  the  requirements  of 
the  post.  He  is  a  resident  proprietor 
at  Dover,  with  independent  means  and 
leisure.  He  has  always  devoted  himself 
to  public  business.  He  was  for  many 
years  the  Chairman  of  Quarter  Sessions 
and  of  the  Highway  Board  in  Salop; 
and  in  politics,  I  am  told,  he  is  a  staunch 
Conservative. 

Majob  DICKSON  asked  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  aware  that 
the  other  representative  was  interested 
in  Railway  Companies ;  and  whether  the 
Government  intended  to  remove  him 
also? 

Mr.  MDNDELLA  :  I  am  not  aware 
of  that  fact ;  but  he  is  not  appointed  by 
the  Board  of  Trade.  I  am  only  respon- 
sible for  the  appointments  made  in  my 
own  Department. 

Major  DICKSON  gave  Notice  that 
on  the  earliest  day  possible  he  should 
call  attention  to  this  matter,  and  move  a 
Kesolution. 

Sir  EDWARD  WATKIN  (Hythe) 
asked  on  what  authority  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  made  the  statement  that  Mr. 
Crundall  had  negotiated  large  contracts 
with  Railway  Companies  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  was  understood  to 
say,  in  reply,  that  it  had  been  set  forth 
in  a  printed  document,  issued  by  Mr. 
Crundall  himself,  that  he  had  from  time 
to  time  negotiated  large  railway  con- 
traotfl. 

INLAND  REVENUE— HERB  BEER. 

Mr.  BANISTER  FLETCHER  r Wilts, 
Chippenham)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  If  his  attention  ha^  been 
called  to  the  fact  that  the  Excise  Officers 
have  interfered  with  and  stopped  the 
sale  of  Herb  Beer,  and  if  he  will  state 
why  there  has  been  any  interference 
with  the  manufacture  and  sale  of  this 
non-intoxicating  beverage;   and,  if  he 

Mr,  Mundella 


is  prepared  to  propose  such  an  altera- 
tion in  the  law  relating  to  non-intoxi- 
cating liquors  as  shall  place  their  manu- 
facture and  sale  upon  a  more  satisfactory 
footing  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  William  HAR00URT)(Derby ), 
in  reply,  said,  he  had  had  an  opportunity 
of  examining  this  question,  and  the  fact 
was  that,  according  to  the  law,  no  beer 
could  be  brewed  under  the  name  of  herb 
beer  which  had  more  than  two  degrees 
of  alcohol ;  but  the  Inland  Revenue  did 
not  interfere  if  it  was  under  three  de- 
grees of  proof  spirit— that  was  to  say, 
that  they  did  not  take  notice  of  the  frac- 
tions between  two  and  three  degrees  of 
proof  spirits.  If  these  liquors  were 
brewed  stronger  than  that  they  prac- 
tically became  beer  in  the  ordinary 
sense  of  the  word,  and  ought  to  be  so 
treated.  Some  of  these  non-intoxicating 
liquors  sold  as  temperance  drinks  had 
been  foimd  to  be  of  considerably  greater 
strength  than  London  porter.  He  found 
that  it  was  the  fact  that  many  of  these 
temperance  drinks  were  popular  in  pro- 
portion to  the  number  of  degrees  of 
proof  spirit  which  they  contained.  The 
consequence  was  that,  for  the  protection 
of  the  Revenue,  it  was  impossible  to  al- 
low drinks  of  this  character  to  be  treated 
as  non-intoxicating  if  they  contained 
more  than  three  degrees  of  proof  spirit. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  WRITERS  AND 
CLERKS. 

Sir  GUYER  HUNTER  (Hackney, 
Central)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Whether  the  Treasury  has 
come  to  any  decision  in  the  case  of  the 
Civil  Service  writers;  if  not,  when  it 
may  reasonably  be  looked  for  ? 

Mr  BAZLEY  white  (Gravesend) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Whether  the  exact  date  can  now  be 
given  when  the  new  regulations  con- 
cerning the  future  position  of  Civil  Ser- 
vice writers  will  come  into  operation ; 
and,  if  not,  considering  the  promises 
given  from  time  to  time  by  him,  at  what 
probable  future  date  such  information 
can  be  granted  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  I  can  only  refer  the 
hon.  Members  who  have  asked  Ques- 
tions 8  and  12  to  the  answers  which  I 
gave  on  the  same  subject  to  the  hon. 
Members   for    Camberwell    and    East 
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Donegal,  respectively,  on  the  29th  of 
March  and  9th  of  April.  I  can  assure 
the  House  that  the  question  of  the  Civil 
Service  writers  is  receiving  the  most 
careful  attention  of  the  Treasury  ;  but  I 
cannot  undertake  to  fix  the  date  at 
which  the  decision  of  the  Treasury  will 
be  arrived  at. 

PIERS    AND   HARBOURS    (IRELAND)— 
PORTPATRICK  HARBOUR. 

Mr.  mark  STEWART  (Kirkoud- 
bright)  (for  Sir  Herbebt  Maxwell) 
(Wig ton)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  Whether  he  is  aware 
of  the  further  threatened  destruction  of 
public  and  private  property  at  Port- 
patrick  Harbour,  owing  to  the  removal 
of  natural  defences  in  the  course  of 
forming  the  Government  works,  which, 
having  been  abandoned,  are  now  going 
to  ruin;  whether  he  will  consider  the 
propriety  of  removing  from  the  entrance 
of  the  harbour  some  of  the  fallen  ma- 
sonry, and  carrying  it  back  to  the  inner 
end  so  as  to  afford  a  protection  against 
further  damage  to  the  public  road  and 
private  house  property;  and,  whether 
he  will  cause  inquiry  to  be  made  into 
what  would  be  the  probable  cost  of  such 
an  undertaking  ? 

The  president  (Mr.  Mundblla) 
(Sheffield,  Brightside) :  The  Board  of 
Trade  are  not  aware  of  the  present  state 
of  Portpatrick  Harbour,  which  is  not 
under  their  control ;  and,  having  regard 
to  the  Report  made  to  them  by  Mr. 
Trevor  and  Sir  George  Nares,  and  pre- 
sented to  Parliament  in  June,  1884, 
they  do  not  propose  to  make  any  further 
inquiry  or  to  undertake  the  works  sug- 
gested by  the  hon.  Member. 

PARCEL  POST— CONVENTIONS  WITH 
FRANCE  AND  ITALY. 

Mb.  HENNIKERHEATON  (Canter- 
bury)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether  the  Postmaster  General 
has  any  objection  to  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  papers  respecting  an  In- 
ternational Parcels  Post  with  Prance 
and  Italy,  which  would  enable  the  House 
to  understand  the  nature  of  the  difficul- 
ties which  have  already  retarded  this 
arrangement  for  more  than  two  years  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Heney  H.  Fowler)  :  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  beg  to  say 
that  it  would  be  unusual,  while  negotia- 
tions are  in  progress— and  such  is  the  case 


as  regards  the  Parcel  Post  ConventioDS 
with  France  and  Italy — to  publish  the 
Correspondence.  The  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral informs  me  that  the  difficulties  which 
have  prevented  the  establishment  of  a 
Parcel  Post  with  France  and  Italy  at  as 
early  a  date  as  with  some  other  Con- 
tinental countries  are  on  the  point  of 
being  satisfactorily  settled ;  and  he  hopes 
that  the  Parcel  Post  with  the  two  coun- 
tries in  question  will  now  be  speedily 
inaugurated. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANI31ALS) 
ACTS— AMENDING  LEGISLATION. 
Mr.  DUCKfl  AM  (Herefordshire,  Leo- 
minster) asked  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster,  Whether  he  can 
inform  the  House  of  the  number  of 
cattle  that  have  been  slaughtered  in 
Great  Britain  in  order  to  stamp  out 
pleuro-pneumonia,  under  the  provisions 
of  **  The  Contagious  Diseases  (Animals) 
Act,  1878,"  also  the  number  that  have 
been  reported  to  have  died  whilst  suffer- 
ing with  the  disease,  and  the  amount  of 
compensation  paid  out  of  local  rates  for 
the  cattle  slaughtered ;  whether  he  can 
enumerate  the  counties  or  places  in  great 
Britaiu  in  which  the  disease  was  re- 
ported to  have  existed  during  the  week 
ending  20th  March,  1886;  and,  whether 
he  can  supply  similar  information  from 
Ireland?  He  further  asked  when  the 
Bill  would  be  introduced  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  DUCHY 
(Sir  Ughtbbd  Kay  -  Shuttle wobth) 
(Lancashire,  Clitheroe) :  I  can  assure 
my  hon.  Friend  that  each  of  the  points 
mentioned  in  his  Question  has  been 
carefully  considered  in  the  preparation 
of  the  Bill.  But  it  would  not  be  regu- 
lar, until  the  Bill  is  introduced,  to  enter 
into  any  details  as  to  its  clauses.  Lord 
Spencer  is  anxious  to  introduce  the  Bill 
as  soon  as  possible  in  the  other  House ; 
but  some  delay  is  unavoidable  owing  to 
the  necessity  of  communicating  with 
three  Departments.  An  answer  has 
been  received  from  the  Irish  Office ;  but 
there  is  no  answer  as  yet  from  the 
Scotch  Office,  nor  from  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS) 
ACT,  1878-COMPULSORY  SLAUGHTER 
—AMOUNT  OF  COST  AND  INCI- 
DENCE. 

MK.DUCKHAM(Herefordshire,  Leo- 
minster) asked  the  Chancellor  of  the 

le 


871 


Inland  Revenue — 


{COMMONS} 


Exe%9e^-^  Chicory 9 


872 


Duchy  of  Lancaster,  Whether  the  pro- 
mised Bill  for  amending  the  Contagious 
Diseases  (Animals)  Act  of  1878  will 
extend  the  provisions  of  Clause  20  of 
that  Act  from  56  to  90  days  after  the 
cessation  of  the  disease  before  the  local 
authority  shall  declare  the  place  free 
from  pleuro-pneumonia ;  whether  it  will 

Erovide  for  the  slaughter  of  cattle  that 
ave  been  in  the  same  shed,  herd,  or  in 
contact  with  cattle  affected  with  pleuro- 
pneumonia; and,  whether  the  delega- 
tions of  powers  to  the  local  authorities 
by  the  Privy  Council  will  be  so  regulated 
as  to  promote  a  greater  uniformity  in 
the  orders  for  the  movement  of  animals 
and  in  giving  effect  to  the  general  pro- 
visions of  the  Act  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  DUCHY 
(Sir  UoHTKED  BIay  -  Shuttlewoeth) 
(Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  said,  the  num- 
ber of  cattle  slaughtered  in  Great 
Britain  under  the  Act  of  1878  to 
stamp  out  pleuro-pneumonia  has  been 
20,525;  in  Ireland  11.150,  while  455 
have  died  in  Great  Britain,  and  251  in 
Ireland.  The  amount  paid  out  of  local 
rates  for  cattle  slaughtered  has  been, 
in  Great  Britain,  £239,576  6«.  Id, 
(including  compensation  for  swine 
slaughtered  for  swine  fever  up  to  the 
end  of  1883) ;  in  Ireland  the  amount 
has  been  £74,889  for  cattle  slaughtered. 
The  following  are  the  British  counties 
and  Irish  Poor  Law  Unions  in  which 
pleuro-pneumonia  was  reported  to  exist 
m  the  week  ending  20th  March:— Bri- 
tish Counties  —  Chester,  Cumberland, 
Hants,  Kent,  Lancaster,  Middlesex, 
Salop,  the  Metropolis,  Aberdeen,  Edin- 
burgh, Fife,  Forfar,  Roxburgh,  and 
Selkirk.  Irish  Poor  Law  Unions — Bal- 
rothery,  North  Dublin,  South  Dublin, 
and  Kathdown.  In  the  week  ending 
24th  April  pleuro-pneumonia  was  re- 
ported in  all  the  foregoing  counties 
except  Cheshire  and  Roxburghshire,  and 
in  the  following  : — namely,  Dorset,  Nor- 
folk, Surrey,  West  Sussex,  Warwick, 
West  Riding,  and  Kincardine.  In  Ire- 
land cases  were  reported  in  all  the  fore- 
going Unions  except  Balrothery. 

NAVY- OBSOLETE  VESSELS  OF  WAR 
LoKD  GEORGE  HAMILTON  (Mid- 
dlesex, Ealing)  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty,  If  he  would  have  any 
objection  to  grant  a  Return  showing  the 
number  of  Gun-boats,  Gun-vessels, 
Sloops  and  Corvettes  which  are  now  in 
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commission,  and  which  are,  in  the  opi- 
nion of  the  Admiralty,  obsolete  as  Ves- 
sels of  War ;  and  also  the  Expenditure 
which  will  have  to  be  incurred  during 
the  next  two  years  in  repairing  or  re- 
fitting vessels  which  cannot  steam  ten 
knots  per  hour,  in  order  to  provide  the 
necessary  reliefs  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  Hibbert)  (Oldham):  I 
trust  the  noble  Lord  will  not  press  for 
the  Return  asked  for  in  the  first  part  of 
his  Question,  as  it  is  extremely  difficult 
to  draw  the  line  at  the  precise  stage  at 
which  a  ship  becomes  obsolete  as  a 
vessel  of  war.  With  regard  to  the 
second  part  of  the  Question,  I  may  state 
that  the  list  of  ships  for  reliefs,  which 
governs  the  programme  for  repairs,  has 
only  been  arranged  for  one  year.  In 
this  repairing  programme  only  one 
vessel,  uih  Starling,  is  included,  which 
has  a  measured  mile  speed  of  less  than  10 
knots— namely,  9*7  knots.  This  vessel 
will  be  refitted  and  recommissioned  at 
Malta  if  the  estimated  cost  of  her  repair, 
which  has  not  yet  been  received,  is  not 
considered  excessive. 

NAVY— H.M.S.  ••  THUNDERER.'» 
Lord  CHARLES  BERESFORD 
(Marylebone,  E.)  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty,  Whether,  considering 
the  present  useless  state  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ship  Thunderer  for  fighting  pur- 
poses, the  Admiralty  will  give  directions 
for  her  to  be  paid  off  in  order  to  have 
her  made  effective,  and  transfer  her 
officers  and  men  to  some  more  efficient 
vessel  for  service  on  the  Mediterranean 
station  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  Hibbert)  (Oldham) :  The 
Thunderer  is  at  present  at  Malta,  com- 
pleting her  refit,  which  was  interrupted 
during  a  brief  visit  to  Suda  Bay.  There 
is  no  reason  to  believe  that  after  this 
refit  she  will  not  be  efficient  for  further 
service. 

INLAND  REVENUE-EXCISE— 
CHICORY. 
Mr.  ALFRED  PEASE  (York)  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  If  he 
is  aware  that  the  formerly  important  in- 
dustry of  the  cultivation  of  chicory  has 
been  almost  entirely  destroyed  by  the 
Duty  imposed  on  chicory,  and  by  the 
manner  of  collecting  the  Excise;  and, 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  fact  that 
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in  1860,  prior  to  the  impoBition  of  a 
Daty,  there  were  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  York  alone  more  than  1,000  acres, 
and  in  1884,  throughout  England,  not 
more  than  74  acres  under  the  cultiva- 
tion of  this  crop,  and  in  1 860,  for  every 
ton  g^wn  in  England,  we  imported  one 
ton,  and  in  1884,  40}^  tons  from  Abroad, 
he  will  consider  the  advisability  of 
abolishing  or  reducing  the  English 
chicory  Duty  ? 

The  CH ANOELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER(8ir  William  HABOOURT)(Derby), 
in  reply,  said,  that  chicory  being  used 
as  a  substitute  for  coffee,  it  was  neces- 
sary to  impose  a  duty  upon  it,  whether 
it  was  home-grown  or  not.  The  present 
duty  upon  imported  chicory  was  13«.  Sd. 
per  cwt.,  and  the  Excise  duty  upon  home- 
grown chicory  was  12«.  \d.  per  cwt.  The 
difference  in  favour  of  the  home-grown 
article  was  intended  to  be  a  compensa- 
tion to  the  grower  for  his  being  placed 
under  Excise  regulations,  although  these 
were  very  slight,  and  did  not  in  any 
way  interfere  with  the  cultivation.  The 
Inland  Bevenue  authorities  were  of  opi- 
nion that  the  decrease  in  the  growth  of 
chicory  was  not  in  any  way  due  to  the 
duty.  From  1865  to  1872,  when  the 
Excise  duty  was  24#.  2d,  per  cwt.,  the 
average  amount  charged  with  duty  per 
annum  was  13,600  cwt. ;  while  since 
then,  with  a  duty  of  12«,  li.,  or  one-half 
the  former  duty,  the  quantity  on  which 
it  was  charged  had  fallen  to  4,500  cwt. 
This  showed  that  it  was  not  the  duty 
that  discouraged  the  growth.  The  In- 
land Revenue  authorities  were  of  opi- 
nion that  the  decrease  in  the  growth  of 
chicory  was  due  to  the  fact  that  chicory 
could  not  be  grown  in  England  to  ad- 
vantage in  competition  with  foreign- 
grown  chicory. 

SUPREME  COURT  OF  JUDICATURE- 
THE  CENTRAL   OFFICE. 

Mb.  RYLANDS  (Burnley)  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  When  it  is 
probable  that  the  inquiry  now  being 
conducted  by  a  Departmental  Committee 
into  the  Constitution  and  Expenditure 
of  the  Central  Office  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Judicature  will  be  completed ; 
and,  whether  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Heney  H.  Fowler)  TWol- 
verhampton,  E  ) :  The  inquiry  rererred 


to  is  being  actively  prosecuted ;  but  I 
cannot  say  when  it  will  be  completed. 
The  Report  of  the  Committee  will  be 
presented  to  the  Lord  Chancellor,  whom 
I  will  consult  as  to  laying  it  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House. 

EGYPT— ARMY  OF  OCCUPATION 
(NUMBERS). 

Me.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  he  can  state 
the  number  of  British  soldiers  now  in 
Egypt,  together  with  an  approximate 
Estimate  of  the  rate  of  cost  per  annum 
to  the  British  Treasury  of  the  occupa- 
tion? 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY, 
WAR  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Herbert 
Gladstone)  (Leeds,  W.)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  approximate  number  of  British 
troops  now  serving  in  Egypt  is  14,000 ; 
but  orders  have  been  given  which  will 
reduce  the  force  to  about  9,000.  The 
extra  cost  of  the  occupation  beyond  the 
ordinary  expense  of  the  troops  may  be 
taken  at  £700,000  a-year,  towards  which 
the  estimated  contribution  by  the  Egyp- 
tian Government  is  £170.000. 

• 
CANALS    AND   RAILWAY   COMPANIES. 

Mr.  HERBERT  GARDNER  (Essex, 
Saffron  Walden)  asked  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  he  can  in- 
form the  House  as  to  the  number  of 
canals  in  the  United  Kingdom  whose 
navigation  is  now  under  the  control, 
direct  or  indirect,  of  Railway  Com- 
panies ;  and,  how  many  canals  are  inde- 
pendent of  the  control  of  Railway  Com- 
panies ? 

The  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  Mundblla) 
(Sheffield,  Brightside) :  The  number  of 
canals,  including  canal  navigations,  now 
under  the  control  of  Railway  Companies 
is  39,  with  an  aggregate  length  of  1,436 
miles.  There  are  also  40  other  canals 
with  an  aggregate  length  of  1,592  miles ; 
but  how  far  any  of  these  navigations  are 
indirectly  under  the  control  of  Railway 
Companies  I  am  unable  to  state.  In  the 
Appendix  to  the  Report  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  Canals  in  1883,  at  pages 
215  and  217,  will  be  found  a  statement 
of  the  names  and  lengths  of  the  canals 
and  canal  navigations  under  the  control 
of  Railway  Companies  and  the  respec- 
tive periods  when  they  came  under  the 
control  of  those  Companies. 
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subjected  ;  and  whether,  having  regard 
to  the  demoralizing  effect  produced  by  a 
doubt  as  to  the  life  of  a  gun,  the  Admi- 
ralty would  request  that  all  the  43-ton 
guns,  mounted  or  not,  should  be  sub- 
jected to  higher  tests  than  had  been  al- 
ready used  ? 

The  SEOEETAEY  to  the  ADMI- 
EALTY  (Mr.  Hibbebt)  (Oldham),  in 
reply,  said,  that  although  no  life  was 
lost  by  the  unfortunate  accident  which 
occurred  on  the  firing  of  the  gun  it  was 
an  accident  much  to  be  deplored.  The 
gun  referred  to  was  one  of  1 1  which  had 
been  made  at  Woolwich  for  the  use  of 
the  Admiralty.  Of  that  number  1 0  were 
mounted — four  upon  the  Colossus^  two  on 
the  Conqueror,  and  four  on  the  Colling- 
mood.  One  of  the  guns  upon  the  Colling- 
wood  was  fired  without  any  bad  result 
previously  to  the  bursting  of  the  gun 
now  being  spoken  of.  The  guns  of  the 
Colossus  had  been  fired  upon  many  occa- 
sions at  sea,  and  also  the  guns  upon  the 
Conqueror.  With  regard  to  the  testing 
of  the  guns  before  they  were  mounted, 
he  must  refer  the  noble  Lord  to  the 
Surveyor  General  of  the  Ordnance.  Im- 
mediatelyupon  the  accident  being  known 
at  the  Admiralty  Lord  Ripon  conferred 
with  the  Ordnance  Department,  and  it 
was  agreed  that  steps  should  be  taken 
at  once  with  a  view  to  the  strengthening 
of  all  the  guns  he  had  alluded  to.  The 
Ordnance  Committee  which  sat  last  year, 
and  which  was  a  very  strong  Committee, 
recommended  that  these  guns  should  re- 
main unaltered,  but  that  the  full  charge 
should  not  be  used  in  firing  them.  The 
gun  which  burst  was  tested  with  a  charge 
of  221  Jib.,  which  was  only  three-fourths 
of  the  usual  charge.  He  trusted  the 
House  would  be  satisfied  that  the  Ad- 
miralty had  at  once  taken  action  with 
a  view  to  prevent  the  recurrence  of  a 
similar  accident. 

Sfr  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
(Sussex,  North- West)  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty,  whether  the  10 
guns  served  by  the  Ordnance  Department 
to  the  Admiralty  were  to  be  returned  to 
that  Department  to  be  strengthened, 
and,  he  presumed,  to  be  tested?  He 
should  like  to  ask  the  Surveyor  General 
of  Ordnance  what  course  he  intended 
to  take  with  regard  to  an  important 
question  of  this  kind  ? 

The  SURVEYOR  GENERAL  of 
ORDNANCE  (Mr.  Woodall)  (Hanley) 
said,  he  had  very  little  to  add  to  the 


ARMY— RETIRED  OFFICERS. 

Captain  VERNEY  (Bucks.  N.  Buck- 
ingham)  asked  the  Financial  Secretary  to 
the  War  OflBce,  Whether  it  is  the  case 
that  Captains  of  Militia  Regiments  and 
Volunteer  Corps  are,  under  certain  regu- 
lations, allowed  to  retire,  with  permis- 
sion to  retain  their  rank  and  to  wear 
their  uniform ;  whether  this  privilege  is 
afforded  to  Captains  of  other  Regiments ; 
and,  whether  any  list  is  kept  of  these 
Officers;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  will 
consider  the  advisability  of  having  a  list 
drawn  up  and  published  from  time  to 
time? 

The  financial  SECRETARY, 
WAR  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Herbert 
Gladstone)  (Leeds,  W.):  Captains  of 
Militia,  Yeomanry,  and  Volunteers  are 
allowed,  after  15  years*  commissioned 
service,  to  retire  with  a  step  of  honorary 
rank,  and  with  permission  to  retain  their 
rank  and  to  wear  their  uniform.  Captains 
of  the  Regular  Forces  are  allowed  to 
retain  their  rank  and  wear  the  uniform 
after  similar  service.  A  list  of  generals, 
field  officers,  and  captains  retired  from 
the  Army  with  permission  to  retain  their 
rank  and  wear  the  prescribed  uniform  is 
published  in  the  Official  Army  List.  A 
fist  is  also  given  of  the  field  officers 
retired  from  the  Auxiliary  Forces,  in- 
cluding captains  who  have  obtained  the 
honorary  rank  of  major  on  retirement. 
To  extend  this  list  to  captains  of  Auxi- 
liary Forces  who  have  retired  with  per- 
mission to  retain  the  rank  of  captain 
would  be  difficult,  and  would  involve 
considerable  labour.  The  Secretary  of 
State  will,  however,  consider  the  sug- 
gestion. 

NAVY— BURSTING  OF  A  GUN  ON 
H.M.8.  *»COLLTNGWOOD." 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  (Mid- 
dlesex, Ealing)  asked  tho  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  any  in- 
formation in  addition  to  that  which 
has  appeared  in  the  newspapers  could 
be  given  with  regard  to  the  burst- 
ing of  a  gun  on  board  the  Collin g wood  ; 
and  what  number  of  rounds  were  re- 
quired at  the  trial  test  of  this  gim  before 
it  was  passed  ? 

Lord  CHARLES  BERESFORD 
(Marylebone,  E.)  asked  how  many  guns 
of  a  similar  pattern  were  ordered  by  the 
Admiralty ;  how  many  were  already 
mounted;  to  what  test  they  had  been 
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reply  which  had  been  given.  With  re- 
gard to  thiiB  particular  gun  concerned  in 
the  accident  of  Tuesday,  he  might  state 
that  it  was  one  of  a  class  which  had  been 
Sported  upon  by  a  special  Ordnance 
Committee,  whose  Eeport  was  presented 
to  the  House  in  July  of  last  year,  and 
which  Oommittee  reported  in  respect  of 
that  particular  gun  that  was  to  remain 
unaltered,  but  that  the  charge  of  295  lb. 
was  not  to  be  exceeded.  The  House 
was  aware  that  the  charge  under  which 
the  gun  burst  was  only  three-fourths  of 
that  amount,  whereas  the  same  gun  had 
been  fired  nine  times  previously,  four  of 
the  rounds  having  exceeded  the  regula- 
tion charge,  being  as  high  as  340  lb. 
He  believed  that  the  statements  in  the 
newspapers  were  substantially  accurate 
as  to  the  circumstances.  They  were  also 
such,  however,  that  the  House  would  see 
that  they  called  for  a  minute  and  par- 
ticular inquiry,  and  a  special  Committee 
of  experts  had  been  appointed  to  con- 
duct an  inquiry.  Their  Eeport  would 
be  presented  as  soon  as  possible. 

SOUTH-EASTERN  EUROPE— OREECE 
AND  THE  POWERS. 

Mb.  BOUEKE  (Lynn  Eegis) :  In  the 
absence  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Bristol  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks- Beach),  and  at  his  request,  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  he  can  inform  the  House  of  any 
negotiations  which  are  going  on  between 
the  Powers  and  Greece;  and  whether 
the  Powers  adhere  to  the  Collective  Note 
which  was  presented  to  Greece  a  few 
days  ago  ? 

The  PIBST  LOED  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone )  (Edinburgh,  Mid  Lothian) : 
Bearing  in  mind  the  Notice  given  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  other  day, 
I  have  put  myself  in  a  position  to  give 
the  latest  information  in  my  power  to 
the  House,  though  I  cannot  make  a  final 
statement,  nor  is  the  statement  which  I 
have  to  make  altogether  of  a  satisfactory 
nature.  What  has  happened  with  re- 
spect to  what  is  known  as  the  Greek 
difficulty  is  this.  A  Note  was  presented 
which  required  the  disarmament  of 
Greece  with  a  view  of  putting  an  end  to 
the  state  of  uncertainty  and  expectation, 
attended  with  hazard  and  also  with  vast 
expense,  which  prevails  in  the  East. 
To  that  Note  there  was  returned  an 
answer  which  was  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Powers  inadequate,  and  in  its  particulars 


not  satisfactory.  A  further  Note  has 
been  presented  to  the  Greek  Government 
to-day,  which  points  out  to  the  Greek 
Government  that,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Powers,  the  assurances  given  in  their 
reply  with  respect  to  disarmament  are 
insufficient  to  meet  the  case ;  and  to  the 
question  whether  they  are  sufficient  or 
not  we  apply  a  very  simple  test.  Are 
they  assurances  on  the  ground  of  which 
we  can  expect,  in  point  of  propriety, 
that  Turkey  would  be  called  upon,  or 
on  grounds  of  prudence  she  could  ven- 
ture herself,  to  discontinue  the  costly 
preparations  which  she  has  been  obliged 
to  make  in  consequence  of  the  action  of 
Greece?  We  do  not  think  that  the 
reply  of  Greece  is  a  reply  on  which  we 
could  found  an  application  to  Turkey 
to  that  effect,  and  on  which  Turkey  could 
be  expected  voluntarily  to  adopt  that 
course.  Therefore,  fcSir,  as  I  have  said, 
a  fresh  Note  has  to-day  been  presented 
by  the  Powers  to  the  Greek  Govern- 
ment, which  I  think  will  bring  the  mat- 
ter to  some  issue  within  a  very  short 
time.  Should  the  answer  of  the  Greek 
Government  to  that  Note  presented 
to-day  not  be  a  sufficient  answer,  steps 
will  at  once  be  taken  of  a  nature  which 
will,  in  the  judgment  of  the  Powers, 
tend  to  secure  the  great  object  we  all 
have  in  view. 

EGYPl'-SIR  HENRY  WOLFF'S 
MISSION. 
The  FIEST  LOED  of  the  TEEA- 
8UEY  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian) :  There  is  another 
Question,  also,  of  public  interest,  which 
stands  in  the  printed  list  in  the  name  of 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  St. 
Pancras  (Sir  Julian  Goldsmid),  who  does 
not  appear  in  his  place  owing  to  some 
accident.     It  f 


**  Whether  any  further  informatioa  can  be 
given  to  the  House  with  regard  to  the  mission 
of  Moukhtar  Pasha  and  Sir  Henry  Wolff  to 
Egypt,  and  with  regard  to  the  proposals  made 
by  the  Turkish  Commissioner  ?  ** 

My  reply  is  this— that  after  a  very 
careful  examination  of  the  plans  of 
Moukhtar  Pasha  for  the  re-organization 
of  the  Egyptian  Army,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
we  could  not  properly  agree  to  them ; 
and  in  consequence  Sir  Henry  Wolff,  in 
accordance  with  instructions  received 
from  home,  has  communicated  this  reply 
to  Moukhtar  Pasha,  and  h^s  likewise 
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inquired  whether  he  could  so  modify 
them  as  to  meet  the  objections  which  we 
have  found  it  our  duty  to  take.  We 
are  not  in  a  condition  yet  to  say  whe- 
ther that  can  be  done ;  but  copies  both 
of  the  proposals  by  Moukhtar  Pasha 
and  of  the  reply  will  be  presented  to 
Parliament.  I  may  add  that  upon  all 
other  matters  connected  with  the  Mission 
the  communications  between  Moukhtar 
Pasha  and  Sir  Henry  Wolff  continue  as 
before ;  but  they  have  not  yet  reached  a 
stage  at  which  it  would  be  possible  with 
convenience  to  present  them  to  Parlia- 
ment. 

PCJBLIC  BILLS— SALE  OF  INTOXI- 
CATING  LIQUORS  ON  SUNDAY  BILL- 
ALTERATION  OF  DATE. 

Sir  JOSEPH  PEASE  (Durham,  Bar- 
nard  Oastle)  said,  he  wished  to  make  an 
appeal  to  the  Speaker  on  a  personal 
matter  of  a  peculiar  nature,  ft  would 
be  remembered  that  yesterday,  when 
the  House  went  into  Committee  on  the 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday 
Bill,  he  undertook  at  once  not  to  pro- 
ceed, but  to  ask  that  the  Committee 
should  report  Progress.  When  the 
question  was  put  to  him  as  to  what 
date  he  would  take  the  Committee  again 
he  said  Friday,  the  7th  May.  In  that 
view  he  was  corroborated  by  the  hon. 
Members  who  sat  around  him ;  but  on 
looking  at  the  Votes  this  morning  he 
found  the  date  mentioned  as  Friday,  the 
7th  June.  There  was  no  Friday,  June  7 ; 
but  the  Clerks  at  the  Table  had,  in  a 
revised  edition  of  the  Order  Book,  put 
the  Bill  down  for  Friday,  June  4.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  the  Speaker 
could  not  by  the  exercise  of  his  authority 
alter  the  date  as  previously  mentioned, 
he  giving  an  undertaking  to  communi- 
cate with  all  Members  who  had  Amend- 
ments against  the  Bill,  and  arranging 
with  them  not  to  proceed  until  June 
without  their  consent  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER  said,  it  would  not  be 
within  his  duty  to  alter  the  date.  The 
date  had  been  deliberately  named  by 
him  from  the  Chair,  and  taken  down  by 
the  Clerk  at  the  Table.  It  was  quite 
true  that  there  was  no  Friday  falling  on 
June  7 ;  but  as  an  impression  had  gone 
forth  that  the  Bill  would  be  taken  on 
that  date,  he  would  suggest  that  it  might 
be  fair  to  take  the  BiU  on  the  Friday 
nearest  to  that  date. 

Mr.  JT.  JS.  Gladstone 
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{Mr,  Mundella^  Mr.  Aeland^  Mr.  Attorney 

General.) 

[bill  138.]     SECOND  READnra. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (ifr.  Mundella.) 

Me.    J.    C.   BOLTON  (Stirling),   in 
rising  to  move  an  Amendment,   said, 
he  would  have  to  claim  more  than  the 
usual  indulgence  of  the  House,  for,  in 
addition  to  the  other  difficulties  of  his 
position,  he  had  the  misfortune  to  be  a 
Eaiiway  Director.  He  feared  that  it  was 
a  too  common  opinion  amongst   hon. 
Members  that  on  railway  questions  it 
was  quite  impossible  for  a  Bailway  Di- 
rector to  see  that  the  question  had  two 
sides.    He  could  assure  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  held  that  view  that  there  was  not 
one  amongst  them  more  convinced  than 
he  was  that  the  prosperity  of  railways 
and  the  prosperity  of  traders  were  in- 
separably connected,  and  that  injury  to 
the  one  by  mismanagement  or  miscon- 
duct must  reflect  adversely  on  the  other. 
It  was  in  that  spirit  that  he  approached 
the  consideration  of  the  Bill  now  before 
the  House,  as  well  as  the  lucid  speech 
with  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.    Mundella)    introduced    it    on    a 
former  occasion.    The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  attached  to  his  Bill  a  Me- 
morandum, which  stated  that  the  prin- 
cipal object  of  the  Bill  was  to  perpetuate 
the  Bailway  Commission  created  by  the 
Eaiiway  Regulation  Act,  1873,  to  alter 
its    constitution,    and    to    enlarge    its 
powers.     He  was  confident  that  if  this 
Bill  became  law  in  the  form  in  which  it 
was  presented  to  the  House,  whatever 
might  have  been  the  intention  of  its 
framers,  the  main  result  of  the  legisla- 
tion would  be  very  different  indeed  from 
that  represented  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman.    He  should  like  to  say  a  few 
words  on  that  much  abused  tribunal, 
the  Railway  Commissioners'  Court.  That 
Court  was  handicapped  from  the  outset. 
It  was  thought  that  it  was  established, 
not  to  do  legal  justice  between  railway 
shareholders  and  railway  traders,  but  to 
protect  railway  traders,  whether  they 
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were  legally  right  or  legally  wrong ;  and 
he  was  sorry  to  say  that  that  opinion, 
whether  justly  entertained  or  not,  had 
reoeiyed  some  additional  force  from  the 
remarks  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  in  in- 
troducing that  Bill.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  stated  that  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Commission  had  been  considerably 
limited  and  its  usefulness  circumscribed 
since  its  appointment  by  the  action  of 
the  Courts  of  Law.  That  was  as  much 
as  to  say,  if  he  might  interpret  these 
words,  that  the  usefulness  of  the  Com- 
mission consisted  to  some  extent,  at  all 
events,  in  its  power  of  overriding  the 
law.  It  was  to  be  presumed  that  the 
Superior  Courts  gave  correct  decisions. 
He  wished  to  express  his  own  views  of 
the  Bailway  Commission  Court.  He 
had  been  interested,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, in  many  cases  brought  before 
that  Court,  and  he  was  always  struck 
by  the  intelligence  of  the  Commissioners, 
by  their  evident  desire  to  master  the 
facts  of  the  case  that  came  before  them, 
and  he  had  never  heard  anyone  suggest 
the  slightest  suspicion  of  its  impartiality. 
So  convinced  was  he  of  the  honourable 
way  in  which  the  Commissioners  had 
acted  that  he  had  voluntarily  proposed 
that  they  should  be  selected  as  arbitra- 
tors in  preference  to  anyone  else  in  a 
great  railway  case,  being  convinced  that 
they  would  do  their  best  to  master  the 
intricacies  of  the  question,  and  might  be 
depended  upon  to  give  an  honest  opi- 
nion. That  course  was  taken,  and 
those  who  adopted  it  had  no  reason 
to  regret  having  done  so.  If  the  ex- 
isting Commission  was  handicapped, 
so  would  the  proposed  Body  be,  because 
altbongh  it  might  be  strengthened  and 
in  one  sense  improved  by  being  made 
perpetual,  it  would  still  be  handicapped, 
unless  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave 
the  House  such  explanation  as  would  do 
away  with  the  impression  that  it  was  not 
to  be  a  Court  to  do  strict  legal  justice 
between  suitors,  but  to  protect  Naders 
wherever  the  law  failed  to  do  it.  The 
Court  would  never  have  the  confidence 
of  the  public  unless  the  same  rights  were 
granted  to  railway  shareholders  when 
they  pleaded  before  it  in  the  capacity 
of  shareholders  as  would  be  granted 
to  them  if  they  pleaded  before  any  Court 
in  any  other  capacity,  and  unless  they 
had  as  full  rights  as  were  granted  to 
erery  other  suitor.  That  Bill  contained 
proTisions  to  enable  every  conceivable 


combination  of  traders  or  agriculturists, 
or  associations  of  men  who  called  them- 
selves traders,  or  Corporate  Bodies,  or 
County  Authorities,  whatever  they  might 
be,  to  prosecute— or  he  might  rather  say 
to  persecute — Railway  Companies.  The 
Eailway  Companies  did  not  object  to 
those  powers  being  granted  to  combina- 
tions of  traders  and  associations  of  agri- 
culturists, or  to  any  number  of  men, 
under  whateyer  name  they  put  them> 
selves,  provided  they  were  to  pay  their 
own  expenses ;  but  they  objected,  and 
objected  very  strongly,  to  the  provision 
enabling  Corporate  Bodies  and  Local 
Authorities  to  bring  actions  against  Kail- 
way  Companies,  although  they  were  not 
themselves  interested  in  the  matters  com- 
plained of,  and  to  charge  the  costs  on  the 
ratepayers.  The  Bill  provided  that  the 
Commission  should  make  the  costs  follow 
the  event  if  they  so  thought  fit ;  but  it 
was  well  known  that  the  Eailway  Com- 
panies were,  in  many  cases,  the  largest 
contributors — often  enormous  contribu- 
tors—to the  rates  in  the  districts  through 
which  they  ran  ;  and  thus  they  might  be 
prosecuted  on  some  frivolous  pretext, 
and  might  have  costs  awarded  to  them 
by  the  Court,  and  yet  have  to  pay  them 
in  the  form  of  rates  practically  out  of 
their  own  pockets.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
had  given  the  House  an  interesting 
retrospect  of  railway  legislation ;  but, 
unfortunately,  he  boRan  with  the  year 
1854.  But  the  legi^ation  of  1844  had 
a  most  important  bearing  on  that  ques- 
tion. At  that  period  an  Act  relating  to 
railways  was  passed  based  on  the  Eeport 
of  the  Committee  that  was  presided  over 
by  the  present  Prime  Minister ;  and  the 
Act  itself  was  introduced  into  the  House 
by  that  right  hon.  Gentleman.  It  pro- 
vided the  mode  in  which  the  revision  of 
railway  rates  under  the  authority  of 
Parliament  should  take  place— namely, 
that  the  railway  should  have  existed  for 
a  certain  number  of  years,  and  that  it 
should  have  been  earning  for  three  con- 
secutive half-years  a  dividend  of  not  less 
than  10  per  cent ;  and,  further,  it  pro- 
vided that  if  Parliament  undertook  to 
revise  the  rates,  Parliament  should  at  the 
same  time  guarantee  that  that  revision 
should  not  entail  a  loss  On  the  Eailway 
Companies.  Again,  in  1865,  the  legisla- 
tion which  had  provided  that  the  revision 
of  railway  rates  should  take  place  after 
21  years  (a  clause  in  a  subsequent  Act 
said  15  years)  was  considered  by  the 
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CommisBion  of  1865  to  which  his  right 
hon.  Friend  had  referred.  That  Oom- 
mission  adopted  the  recommendation  of 
the  Committee  of  1854  that  Parliament 
should  take  no  steps  that  should  give 
rise  to  the  suspicion  that  they  intended 
in  breach  of  good  faith  to  interfere 
with  privileges  which  they  had  already 
granted.  Moreover,  in  1867,  it  reported 
that  the  railways  which  were  in  ex- 
istence in  1844  were  outside  the  powers 
of  Parliament  with  respect  to  the  pro- 
posed revision,  and  that  they  could 
only  be  dealt  with,  if  Parliament  re- 
quired to  deal  with  them  at  all,  by 
paying  them  compensation.  Now,  there 
was  no  doubt  that  this  clause,  to 
which  he  had  frequently  referred,  bring- 
ing all  railways  dated  subsequently  to 
1844  under  the  provisions  of  any  Act 
which  this  Parliament  might  subse- 
quently pass,  might  be  held  applicable  to 
some  of  those  railways  which  were  then 
existing ;  and  in  view  of  that  the  opinion 
of  the  Eoyal  Commission,  so  much  lauded 
by  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
was  worthy,  at  all  events,  of  some  con- 
sideration. This  Commission  went  on 
to  say  that  all  future  railways  should  be 
conceded  on  the  condition  of  being  sub- 
ject to  a  reduction  of  the  maximum  rates 
and  tolls  where,  after  15  years  from  the 
passing  of  the  Act,  the  profits  should 
exceed  10  per  cent.  That  was  a  con- 
firmation of  the  opinion  of  the  Com- 
mittee which  sat  in  1844,  and  by  this 
House,  which  passed  the  Bill  founded 
upon  that  recommendation  of  the  Com- 
mittee in  the  same  year.  For  his  own 
part,  he  was  no  lawyer;  he  was  only  a  very 
plain  man  ;  but  he  thought  that  it  would 
be  most  unjust  for  that  House  to  deal 
with  railways  which  were  in  existence 
before  1844  without  paying  them  full 
compensation  for  the  losses  they  would 
oertainly  sustain  by  this  proposed  legis- 
lation. He  did  not  like  to  use  the  word 
**  confiscation  "  because  it  was  an  ugly  one, 
but  no  other  word  would  satisfactorily 
express  his  view  of  the  result  of  the  pro- 
posal contained  in  this  Bill.  It  might 
be  legally  right ;  it  might  be  that  the 
Attorney  General  and  other  learned 
Members  of  that  House  would  be  able 
to  show  that  technically  the  Railway 
Companies  to  which  he  referred  had 
forfeited  their  rights  by  accepting  the 
clause  in  question ;  but  he  was  sure  that 
the  public  would  hold  that  they  had  ac- 
cepted the  concessions  they  had  obtained 
Mr.  J,  C.  BoUon 


from  Parliament  to  make  railways  on 
condition  of  receiving  the  privileges 
which  were  conferred  by  those  Acts,  with 
the  belief  that  those  privileges  should 
not  be  withdrawn,  unless  compensation 
was  given  for  them  in  some  shape  or 
another.  All  that  the  Railway  Com- 
panies desired  was  that  they  should  be 
treated  in  an  equitable  and  an  honour- 
able manner,  and  that  they  should  not  be 
compelled  to  place  their  whole  property 
at  the  mercy  of  Parliament,  who  was  to 
have  power  to  deal  with  it  without  con- 
sulting them.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, however,  had  lumped  all  the 
railways  together,  including  those  re- 
presenting a  capital  of  £48,000,000  that 
had  never  paid  a  dividend  at  all,  those 
which  had  never  paid  a  dividend  exceed- 
ing 3  per  cent—old  and  young— some 
wHch  had  not  even  earned  a  penny — 
and  said  the  whole  of  them  must  submit 
to  such  reduction,  only  he  called  it  re- 
mission, in  their  rates  as  Parliament 
chose  to  impose  upon  them.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  speak  very 
highly  of  the  Committee  which  sat  in 
1881-2;  and  the  impression  he  (Mr. 
Bolton)  received  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  remarks  was  that  the  rail- 
way interest  was  more  than  fully  repre- 
sented upon  it.  [Mr.  Muotjella  :  No !] 
He  was  glad  to  hear  the  disclaimer. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  out 
of  the  27  Members  of  the  Committee  nine 
were  Railway  Directors ;  but  the  fact  was 
that  only  seven  of  its  Members  were 
Railway  Directors,  and  his  (Mr.  Bolton's) 
pecuniary  interest  as  a  Member  of  the 
Commission  was  not  less  than  ten  times 
as  great  as  a  trader  as  his  pecuniary  in- 
terest as  a  railway  shareholder ;  indeed, 
two  of  the  Railway  Directors  who  sat  on 
it  were  more  traders  than  railway  share- 
holders. The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
when  the  other  night  he  indicated  that 
seven  railway  men  were  more  than  a 
match  for  20  traders,  paid  the  former  an 
undeserved  compliment.  The  result  was 
due  to  the  facts  which  they  had  before 
them,  and  were  able  to  prove  to  the 
other  Members  of  the  Committee.  What 
were  the  groimds  for  this  legislation  ? 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
said  he  wasoverwholmed  with  complaints 
of  unfair  and  unreasonable  charges,  and 
in  some  instances  he  called  them  exas- 
perating charges.  But  liie  Committee 
of  1 881-2  had  to  deal  with  similar  exas- 
perating charges,  and  after  listening  to 
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and  examining  all  the  complaints  which 
could  be  brought  before  them,  they  de- 
clared that    some    specific  instances  of 
OTercharge  appeared  to  have  been  estab- 
lished, but  on  the  whole  of  the  evidence 
they  acquitted  the  Eaiiway  Companies 
of  any  grave  dereliction  of  their  duty  to 
the  public.     The  number  of  transactions 
which  were  included  in  a  year's  business 
of  the  Eaiiway  Companies  of  this  coun- 
try, the    revenue  of   which   was  some 
£60,000,000,  rendereditacertaintythatat 
some  time  or  other  during  the  year  there 
would  be  improprieties  committed.     The 
Committee  of  1881-2  also  reported  that  no 
witnesses  appeared  to  complain  of  undue 
preferences  to  individuals,  such  as  were 
frequent  during  the  years  preceding  the 
Act  of  185*1.  Did  that  not  speak  volumes 
for  the  management  of  the  railways? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  he 
was  overwhelmed  with  evidence  of  in- 
equality ;  but  with  one  exception  he  gave 
no  instances  by  which  they  could  test 
the  correctness  of  these  charges.     The 
case  he  mentioned  was  the  charge  for 
the  carriage  of  fish  from  Wick  to  London. 
The  distance  between  the  two  places  was 
750  miles,  and  the  charge  by  the  quickest 
train  for  fish  was  3-8ths  of  a  penny  per  lb. 
Was  there  anything  exorbitant  in  such 
a  charge  for  such  a  distance  and  at  such 
a  speed  ?   His  right  hon.  Friend  referred 
also  to  foreign  traffic,  and  he  might  say 
that  there  was  no  secret  about  the  special 
rates  granted  in  1877  for  foreign  traffic. 
It  was  a  fair  question  whether  it  was  in 
the  interest  of  the  country  at  large  or 
not   that    these  special   provisions    in 
favour  of  foreign  traffic  should  continue, 
and  that  was  a  question,  he  respectfully 
submitted,  that  this  House  at  the  present 
moment  was  not  in  a  position  to  judge 
of.     But  there  was  an  immense  amount 
made   of  this  traffic,  which  was  of  no 
value  at  all.    He  could  not  speak  so  well 
of  the  Newcastle  traffic  ;  but  he  could 
speak  of  the  traffic  in  Scotland,  where  it 
was  said  they  had  been  grave  offenders. 
They  had  carried   American  cattle   or 
beef  from  Glasgow  to  London  at  little 
more  than   half  the  price  which  their 
rate-books  showed  was  to   be  charged 
for  home-grown  beef.     But  they  were 
well  convinced  that  there  was  no  home- 
grown beef  to  be  carried  from  Glasgow 
to  London.     The  rate  for  this  American 
beef   from    Glasgow    to    London    was 
merely  part  of  the  through  rate  from 
New  York  to  London,  and  whether  the 
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meat  went  direct  to  London  or  vid  the 
Clyde  made  no  difference  to  the  Glasgow 
grower  of  meat.  But  they  were  well 
convinced  that  there  was  no  home- 
grown meat  seeking  transport  from 
Glasgow  to  London,  and  thev  put 
it  to  the  test.  From  the  1st  of  April 
or  the  end  of  March  thoy  determined 
to  have  only  one  rate  for  the  convey- 
ance of  meat  from  the  Clyde  to  Lon- 
don, and  they  made  that  rate  the  same 
as  that  which  had  hitherto  been  charged 
for  American  meat.  The  result  was  that 
83  tons  of  American  beef,  in  lots  of  30, 20, 
and  29  tons,  were  sent  to  London,  while 
only  2  tons  2  owt.  3  qrs.  of  home-grown 
meat  were  forwarded.  The  special  rate 
of  45«.  was  only  charged  for  lots  of  one 
ton,  and  there  had  not  been  one  sinsle 
lot  of  home-grown  meat  sent  at  this 
rate,  the  whole  of  It  having  been  sent 
in  lots  of  4  or  5  cwts.  His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Forfarshire  (Mr.  J.  W. 
Barclay)  had  told  the  House  that  the 
Caledonian  Company,  of  which  he  (Mr. 
Bolton)  was  the  Chairman,  had  ill- 
treated  the  traders  of  Dundee,  inasmuch 
as  they  had  run  off  by  low  charges  a 
steamer  which  was  trading  between 
Dundee  and  Glasgow,  and  had  then 
advanced  the  rates.  His  hon.  Friend 
also  stated  that  the  Caledonian  Company 
had  also  made  the  shipping  rate  from 
Dundee  to  Glasgow  so  low  uiat  Dundee 
merchants  were  able  to  send  their  goods 
to  Glasgow  and  to  New  York  vid  Livor- 

Sool  cheaper  than  if  they  sent  them 
irect.  His  hon.  Friend  promised  him 
some  clue  by  which  he  might  examine 
the  correctnees  of  his  statement ;  but  he 
was  sorry  to  say  he  had  not  done  so. 
He  had,  however,  made  inquiries,  and 
he  could  not  find  that  at  any  time  a 
steamer  was  plyingbetween  Dundee  and 
Glasgow,  ana  if  no  steamer  ever  plied 
he  presumed  no  railway  could  ever  run 
it  off  the  route.  There  was  no  justifi- 
cation for  these  reflections.  The  fact 
was  that  freights  from  New  York 
appeared  to  have  reached  their  lowest 
point.  In  some  cases  pig  iron  was 
carried  free,  and  corn  was  brought  both 
to  Glasgow  and  Liverpool  for  nothing. 
With  reference  to  an  observation  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  that  liberal  re- 
sults followed  a  liberal  policy,  he 
wished  to  remind  him  that  before  the 
Midland  Eailwav  Company  abolished 
their  second   and  reduced  their   first- 
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class  fares,  a  small  Company  with  wbioh 
he  was  connected  had  already  done  the 
same  wherever  they  were  able  to  act  for 
themselves.     He  had  always  been  an 
advocate  of  low  opposed  to  high  rates, 
and  he  entirely  approved  of  the  action 
of  the  Midland  Company ;  but  they  all 
knew  that  this  "  liberal  policy  "  had  not 
been  approved  of  by  Railway  Managers. 
There  was  no  question  more  disputed, 
and    there    was    this    certain,   that    a 
**  liberal  result "  had  not  always  fol- 
lowed a  "  liberal  policy."  The  dividend 
paid  by  the  Midland  at  the  time  they 
made  the  change  was   higher  than  it 
had  ever  been  since.     Where,  then,  was 
the   "liberal  result"   of  the   "liberal 
policy  ?  "  Then  they  were  told  that  they 
were  to  be  kept  out  of  evil  by  a  Board 
of  Conciliation — that  was  to  say,  the 
Board  of  Trade  was  to  act  as  the  go- 
between.     They  were  told  by  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  that   the 
Railway  Commission  in  America,  which 
was  somewhat  similar  to  the  Railway 
Commission  established  in  this  country, 
had  been  very  successful,  and  that  the 
Boards  of  Conciliation   had  also  been 
very  successful.     His  (Mr.  Bolton's)  in- 
formation did  not  entirely  agree  with 
that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.     He 
found  that  in  the  State  of   Iowa  the 
attempt  to  regulate  the  rates  had  led  to 
a  cessation  of  railway  construction  and 
the    withdrawal    of   capital    from    the 
State.     In  New  York  he  found  that  it 
was  asked  that  the  Board  of  Concilia- 
tion should  have  some  means  of  com- 
pelling the   railways  where  there  was 
no  conciliation.    The  result  of  the  Bill, 
if  it  became  law,  would  be  that  Railway 
Directors  and  Managers  would  be  kept 
in  such  a  continufd  state    of   harass- 
ment and  hot  water  that  their  life  would 
be  one  which  no  one  would  voluntarily 
undertake  to  live.     No  escape  was  pro- 
vided for  them  by  the  Bill.     Clause  24, 
which  he  thought    was  the   most  im- 
portant clause  in  the  Bill,  provided  that 
the  maximum  charges  should  be  revised 
if  they    were    found    to   be  excessive. 
Even  though  they  happened  to  be  ex- 
cessive at  one  time  it  did  not  follow  that 
they  would  always  be  excessive,  and  the 
Board  of  Trade  would  have  nothing  to 
guide  their  action  except  the  complaints 
of  traders  who  thought  they  were  being 
overcharged.      It    was    said    that    the 
Board  of  Trade  would  not  listen  to  fri- 
volous complaints.    But  how  were  they 
to  know  that  they  would  be  so  ?    Com- 

Mr.  J.  C.  Bolton 


plaints  were  frivolous  when  they  had 
been  examined  and  found  to  have  no 
1  foundation.    They   had,    however,    no 
'  guarantee  that  complaints  which  were  in 
I  reality  frivolous  would  be  so  considered 
by  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  it  would  be 
necessary  for  every  Railway  Company 
to  keep  a  staff  who  would  have  nothing 
to  do  but  to  meet  these  so-called  com- 
plaints.    He  had  much  more  to  say,  but, 
owing  to  a  severe  cold  and  hoarseness, 
he  could  not  complete  his  task.     He 
{  would  simply  add,  in  conclusion,  that 
I  the  Railway  Companies  had  no  desire 
I  to  shirk  this  Bill.     They  desired  to  have 
1  this  matter  settled,  but  they  desired  to 
J  have  it  settled  on  reasonable  and  equi- 
!  table  terms,  and  not  in  accordance  with 
the  terms  which  this  Bill  proposed  in 
these  clauses.     The  clauses  to  which  he 
had  been  referring  they  must  oppose  to 
the  utmost,  because  they  believed  that 
if  they  were  carried  as  they  stood  they 
would  have  confiscation — neither  more 
nor  less.     There  were  many  other  mat- 
ters which  they  must  also  oppose ;  but 
they  were  quite  willing  to  trust  them  to 
the  Committee,  where  they  would  be  able 
to  state  their  case,  and  he  believed  con- 
vince hon.  Members  of  its  justness  when 
they  had  stated  their  case.     It  would  be 
for  the  House,  in  its  wisdom,  to  decide 
whether  or  not  the  policy  on  which  the 
Railway  Companies  had  been  carrying 
on  their  business  was  in  the  interest  of 
the  people  of  this  country  or  to  their 
disadvantage. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That,**  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"while  this  House  desires  legislation  with 
the  object  of  securing  uniformity  of  classifi- 
cation for  merchandise  conveyed  by  Railway, 
the  consolidation  of  the  toll  powers  of  Bailway 
Companies,  and  such  other  modifications  of  the 
existing  law  as  experience  has  shown  to  be  use- 
ful and  necessary,  including  the  establishment 
of  a  strong  and  permanent  Court  with  special 
powers  over  Railways  and  Canals,  it  is  not  pre- 
pared to  sanction  anv  compulsory  interference 
with  or  diminution  of  those  powers  of  earning 
revenue  granted  by  Parliament  to  Railway 
Companies  'ipon  the  faith  of  which  eight  hun- 
dred millions  of  capital  have  been  expended, 
and  upon  which  the  security  of  that  capital 
depends,"— (if r.  Joseph  Bolton,) 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE  (Lincolnshire, 
Homcastle)  said,  that  the  coacluding 
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words  of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, which  was  evidently  delivered 
under  great  physical  difficulties,  encou- 
raged him  to  hope  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber did  not  intend  to  press  his  Amend- 
ment to  a  division.  He  believed,  speak- 
ing in  the  interest  of  the  obiect  which 
the  Bailway  Companies  desirea  to  attain, 
that  to  take  a  division  on  that  Amend- 
ment at  the  present  stage  of  the  Bill 
would  completely  defeat  that  object. 
The  hon.  Member  approved  of  the  greater 
part  of  the  Bill,  while  objecting  to  one 
or  two  clauses  of  it;  and  a  division 
taken  on  the  Amendment  would  raise  a 
false  issue,  and  convey  to  the  country  an 
erroneous  view  of  the  opinion  of  Parlia- 
ment on  the  subject.  He  regretted  that 
he  was  unable  to  be  present  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  intro- 
duced this  Bill.  He  was  especially  sorry 
that  he  was  not  able  at  the  time  to  ex- 
preee  his  sense  of  the  fairness  with  which 
he  had  brought  the  matter  under  their 
notice.  The  position  of  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  was  an  exceedingly 
delicate  and  difficult  one.  He  could 
not  hope  to  please  both  the  traders 
and  the  Bailway  Ck>m panics,  and  the 
only  resource  open  to  him  was  to 
endeavour  to  steer  his  course  in  a  way 
consistent  with  justice  and  sound  prin- 
ciple. In  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  he  detected — as  far  as  he 
oould  judge  from  reading  it — every  de- 
sire to  comply  with  that  principle  which 
he  had  just  laid  down.  He  himself,  so 
far  as  he  had  any  personal  interest, 
approached  the  Bill,  not  from  the  view 
of  a  trader,  but  rather  from  the  view  of 
a  railway  shareholder.  It  seemed  to  him 
that,  at  the  present  time,  shareholders 
and  traders  both  had  cause  to  com- 
plain of  the  existing  state  of  things.  The 
traders  had  causes  of  complaint,  many 
of  which  he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying 
were  legitimate  causes  of  complaint.  But, 
besides  that,  hon.  Members  £iew  the  cir- 
cumstances in  which  the  trade  of  the 
country  had  been  carried  on  for  the  last 
few  years.  It  was  no  wonder,  therefore, 
that  the  traders,  finding  that  no  profit 
was  derived  from  their  business,  should 
endeavour,  in  the  strongest  possible  way, 
to  secure  some  relief  from  the  difficulties 
under  which  they  were  placed.  The 
B^ulway  Companies  also  had  good  cause 
to  complain  of  the  present  state  of 
things.  He  was  persuaded  that  the 
Companies,  knowing  that  they  possessed 
a  monopoly,  were  prepared  to  submit  to 


those  just  restrictions  which  the  wisdom 
of  Parliament  and  the  interests  of  the 
country  might  desire  to  impose  upon 
them.  On  the  other  hand,  they  had  an 
absolute  right  to  call  on  Parliament  to 
take  care  that  there  should  be  no  inter- 
ference with  the  responsibility  of  the 
Directors  in  carrying  on  their  affairs, 
and  no  interference  with  the  just  rights 
conferred  upon  them  by  Parliament. 
They  also  had  a  right  to  say  that  the 
tribunal  to  which  questions  affecting 
them  were  to  be  intrusted  should  be  one 
which  should  command  their  confidence. 
In  his  opinion,  what  was  wanted  in  this 
matter  was  a  tribunal  which  should  be 
cheap,  convenient,  efficient,  and  ac- 
cessible. First  of  all,  it  ought  to  be 
accessible  and  cheap;  and  he  believed 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
would  agree  with  him  that,  if  it  was  to 
be  cheap,  it  must  not  sit  at  Westminster 
— [Mr.  MuNDELLA :  Hear,  hear!]— 
where  the  atmosphere  was  impregnated 
with  the  traditions  as  to  large  counsel 
fees  before  Private  Bill  Committees.  He 
did  not  wish  to  prevent  eminent  counsel 
from  appearing  before  the  Court;  but 
he  should  like  these  cases  to  be  deter- 
mined in  some  place  nearer  the  Temple, 
where  people  who  did  not  want  to  pay 
heavy  fees  could  pay  moderate  fees; 
and  this  result  could  only  be  achieved  if 
the  Court  no  longer  sat  at  Westminster. 
He  hoped  that  care  would  also  be  taken 
to  regulate  the  procedure  of  the  Court. 
It  would  not  do  to  give  the  Court 
general  power  to  sit  where  it  liked ;  but 
it  might  be  desirable  to  lay  down  in- 
structions as  to  the  conditions  under 
whiph  it  should  sit  locally.  There  were 
many  oases  where  it  might  be  desirable 
to  hold  a  local  inquiry,  and  the  rules  of 
the  Court  ought  to  be  sufficiently  flexible 
to  enable  it  to  detach  one  of  its  mem- 
bers to  take  evidence  locally.  For  the 
same  reason  he  objected  to  multiplica- 
tion of  appeals.  He  was  glad  to  see  that 
there  was  in  the  Bill  some  restriction  on 
appeals,  and  it  might  be  well  to  go  a 
step  farther,  since  the  Court  was  to  be 
a  strong  one,  in  which  the  legal  element 
was  adequately  represented,  and  make 
the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  final, 
without  any  right  of  recourse  to  the 
House  of  Lords.  The  present  Court 
would  require  to  be  reconstituted.  He 
did  not  desire  to  depreciate  the  services 
rendered  by  the  three  distinguished  gen- 
tlemen who  now  constituted  the  Bailway 
Commission.  They  entfr^r^^^Jfeeirie 
0  2 
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duties  at;  an  ezoeedingly  difflenlt  time, 
and  they  had  to  create  the  procedure  of 
their  Court  under  circumstances  of  great 
opposition.  Traders  and  the  community 
generally,  and  even  Railway  Companies, 
were  indebted  to  them  for  the  manner 
in  which  they  had  discharged  their 
duties.  But  the  time  had  come  when,  as 
its  powers  were  about  to  be  largely  ex- 
tended, and  looking  to  the  importance 
of  the  cases  which  were  likely  to  come 
before  the  Commission,  and  the  emi- 
nence of  counsel  habitually  retained  in 
such  cases,  the  Commission  required  to 
be  strengthened  and  reconstituted,  and, 
above  all,  it  required  to  have  a  legal 
Chief  Commissioner.  Appeals  would 
thereby  be  diminished,  and  greater  con- 
fidence would  be  placed  in  its  decisions. 
But  then  he  parted  company  with  the 
Government.  The  Bill  proposed  that  the 
Chief  Commissioner  should  be  a  Judge 
of  the  High  Court,  selected  from  time  to 
time  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  in  England, 
and  the  Court  of  Session  in  Scotland.  He 
was,  however,  strongly  of  opinion  that  it 
was  desirable  to  have  a  special  legal 
Chief  of  the  Commission,  and  not  diffe- 
rent Judges  at  different  times  appointed 
ad  hoc,  for  besides  legal  points,  questions 
would  arise  involving  a  knowledge  of 
railway  management  and  railway  busi- 
ness, and  it  was  important  not  only  to 
have  a  good  lawyer,  but  a  man  who 
would  devote  his  time  to  the  study  of 
questions  of  this  kind.  It  was  suggested 
that  it  would  be  well  to  ask  one  of  the 
present  Judges  to  accept  the  Chief  Com- 
missionership ;  but  he  had  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  on  the  whole  the  best 
thing  would  be  to  adhere  to  the  present 
constitution  of  the  Commission,  and 
have  a  man  of  legal  attainments  who 
would  give  his  whole  time  to  the  work. 
It  might  be  urged  that  this  would  in- 
volve great  waste  of  time,  as  there  was 
not  enough  work  to  keep  the  Commission 
occupied  all  the  year.  But  the  time 
was  coming  when  Private  Bill  business 
would  no  longer  be  done  by  Parliamen- 
tary Committees,  but  by  some  outside 
body,  and  it  would  be  well  if,  in  any 
appointments  that  might  be  made  to 
this  Commission,  the  right  was  reserved 
of  casting  upon  the  Commissioners  the 
duty  of  taking  their  share  in  any  busi- 
ness of  this  kind  that  Parliament  might 
think  fit  to  commit  to  them.  It  was 
proposed  by  the  Bill  to  extend  the  juris 
diraon  of  the  Commissioners  in  various 
directions,  and  on  most  of  these  points 
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hon.  Members  would  be  all  agreed* 
Many  of  these  extensions  of  jurisdiction 
had  been  long  recommended ;  but  some 
were  still  open  to  controversy,  and 
among  the  latter  was  that  relating  to 
the  rates  and  charges  of  Bailway  Com- 
panies, to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  had  devoted  the  greater  part 
of  his  speech.  Supporting  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  as  he  did,  to  a 
large  extent  in  his  views  with  regard  to 
this  Bill,  there  was  one  thing  to  which 
he  must  take  exception.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  as  soon  as  he  found  that 
certain  clauses  were  not  palatable  to 
the  Bailway  Companies,  appeared  to 
have  resorted  to  the  plan  of  stating  that 
they  were  all  the  work  of  his  Prede- 
cessors. Now,  that  was  most  objec- 
tionable. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundella)  (Sheffield, 
Brightside)  said,  that  was  not  quite  cor- 
rect. When  the  deputation  waited  upon 
him  and  spoke  of  the  statesmanlike  cha- 
racter of  the  Bill,  he  felt  that  he  could 
not  honestly  accept  credit  for  the  work 
of  his  Predecessor,  and  so  he  stated  that 
the  Bill  was  not  the  work  of  one  side  of 
the  House,  and  that  there  was  scarcely 
an  operative  clause  for  which  he  was 
not  indebted  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  Perhaps  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  allow  him 
to  conclude  what  he  was  going  to  say. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  that 
all  the  clauses  which  affected  Railway 
Companies  were  practically  the  work  of 
his  Predecessors. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA :  No,  no. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  he  had  the 
right  hon,  Gentleman's  words  as  they 
were  reported.  The  late  Government 
never  presented  any  Bill  on  this  subject 
to  Parliament ;  and,  so  far  as  he  knew, 
the  late  Cabinet  never  agreed  to  the  pro- 
visions of  any  Bill  whatever  on  the  sub- 
ject. This  was  not  a  question  affecting  the 
government  of  Ireland,  and  therefore 
the  Members  of  a  Cabinet  might  be 
allowed  to  have  independent  opinions 
upon  it.  But  if  this  style  of  argument 
was  going  to  be  pursued,  there  would 
be  an  end  to  that  confidence  between  the 
Members  of  an  outgoing  and  the  Mem- 
bers of  an  incoming  Government  which 
had  hitherto  been  of  so  satisfactory  a 
character.  He  had  to  complain  that 
confidential  memoranda  of  his,  marked 
as  confidential,  had  been  shown  by  the 
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right  bon.  Gentleman  to  people  outside 
the  Department  in  order  to  prove  that 
he  (Mr.  Stanhope)  was  in  favour  of  cer- 
tain proposals 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  I  beg  pardon. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  To  the  deputa- 
tion from  the  Bail  way  Companies? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  No;  certainly 
not. 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  said,  that  his 
assertion  was  that  this  deputation  were 
shown  his  confidential  memoranda  with- 
out his  leave,  and  he  would  venture  to 
say  such  a  thing  had  never  occurred 
before  in  the  history  of  the  relations  of 
the  two  Parties,  But  he  passed  from 
that  personal  matter  to  state  the  manner 
in  which  he  had  approached  the  ques- 
tion. "When  he  left  OflBce  he  was  on  the 
point  of  receiving  a  deputation  on  the 
subject,  representing  both  traders  and 
Bailway  Companies,  and  there  were 
three  points  with  regard  to  jurisdiction 
brought  under  his  notice  —  first,  the 
classification  of  rates ;  secondly,  terminal 
charges ;  and,  thirdly,  undue  preference. 
He  felt  that  in  regard  to  the  classifica- 
tion of  rates  there  was  the  strongest 
ground  of  complaint  on  the  part  of  the 
traders,  who  desired  a  simple  and  uniform 
classification,  which,  indeed,  the  Railway 
Companies  were  not  unwilling  to  grant. 
It  was  recommended  by  Mr.  Ashley's 
Committee  to  the  House.  Everjone  must 
see  its  primary  importance.  That  Bail- 
way  Companies  should  have  the  means 
by  alteration  of  the  classification  to  in- 
crease their  rates  was  a  matter  that  re- 
quired very  watchful  attention.  But  if 
there  was  to  be  uniform  classification  of 
rates,  how  was  it  to  be  achieved  ?  This 
must  be  left  to  some  tribunal  like  the 
Commission  that  would  be  able  to  deal 
with  rates  on  a  uniform  system.  With  re- 
gard to  the  question  of  terminal  charges, 
he  thought  that  no  one  would  deny  that 
it  was  in  an  utterly  unsatisfactory  con- 
dition. He  believed  that  there  was  liti- 
gation pending  with  regard  to  some  of 
these  terminal  charges.  Not  that  it 
mattered  very  much  which  way  it  was 
decided,  since,  in  his  opinion,  the  pre- 
sent condition  of  terminal  charges  was 
unjust  to  both  parties.  On  the  one  hand, 
there  was  no  doubt  that  there  were 
many  cases  in  which  the  Railway  Com- 
panies did  not  receive  that  adequate  re- 
muneration for  the  services  which  they 
had  rendered  to  which  they  wore  justlpr 
entitled;  while,  on  the  other  hand,  it 
would  be  absolutely  monstrous,  if  the  Com- 
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panics  were  enabled  universally  to  levy 
terminal  charges  in  addition  to  the  maxi- 
mum rate  permitted.  The  House  would 
also  recollect  that  in  the  case  of  many 
of  the  Companies  there  was  considerable 
doubt  whether  they  could  levy  any  ter- 
minal charges  at  all.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  was  confident  that  the 
House  would  agree  with  him  that  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  that  some  power 
should  be  taken  to  control  and  regulate 
this  possibly  enormous  addition  to  the 
charges  of  the  trading  community.  The 
direction  in  which  it  had  seemed  to  him 
that  that  regulation  should  proceed  was 
that  there  should  be  a  judicial  tribunal, 
and  it  had  been  his  own  intention  to 
have  made  such  a  proposal.  Some  hon. 
Members  thought  that  Parliament  itself 
was  perfectly  competent  to  deal  with 
this  matter,  because  in  the  case  of  every 
Bailway  Bill  it  was  open  to  Parliament 
to  review  the  conditions  of  the  contract. 
In  his  opinion,  this  was  altogether  in- 
adequate to  meet  the  necessities  of  the 
case;  and  if  they  wished  to  deal  with 
these  terminal  charges  at  all  they  must 
be  brought  before  a  judicial  tribunal. 
Under  the  Act  of  1873  the  Bailway  Com- 
missioners had  at  the  present  moment 
in  the  case  of  terminal  charges  power  to 
declare  what  were  reasonable  charges. 
He  would  have  liked  to  have  seen 
that  power  largely  extended,  and  the 
Bailway  Commissioners  allowed,  after 
hearing  both  parties,  to  deal  with 
the  matter  in  the  way  that  they 
thought  satisfactory  to  the  Companies 
and  to  the  traders.  But  the  proposal  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  was  very 
different.  They  had  adopted  the  method 
of  calling  in,  not  the  Bailway  Commis- 
sioners, but  a  Department  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  who  were  to  draw  up  a  scheme 
for  tho  purpose  of  regulating  the  classi- 
fication of  rates  and  charges,  and  also  of 
dealing  with  maximum  rates  and  termi- 
nals. He  had  the  strongest  objections 
to  that  proposal.  He  would  be  the  last, 
for  his  own  part,  to  say  anything  against 
the  present  officials  of  the  Soard  of 
Trade.  These  officials  had  again  and 
again  had  to  perform  very  responsible 
and  in  many  cases  novel  duties,  and  had 
done  so  with  satisfaction;  but  he  ob- 
jected to  their  being  employed  in  this 
matter,  because,  in  the  first  place,  they 
had  no  real  acquaintance  with  the  details 
of  railway  management  and  were  un- 
qucdified  to  lay  down  such  charges ;  and, 
in  the  second  place,  they  were  not  the 
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proper  body  to  deal  with  the  matter ;  they 
were  not  a  j  udicial  body.  If  the  Board  of 
Trade  was  to  decide  these  questions,  what 
became  of  the  Board  of  Conciliation? 
The  28th  clause  had  a  direct  bearing 
upon  this  question.  He  would  look 
hopefully  upon  the  action  of  this  clause ; 
in  his  opinion,  that  was  all  that  any- 
one could  do.  But  it  seemed  to  him 
to  be  killed  by  the  24th  clause.  For 
these  reasons  he  hoped  that  the  House 
would  pause  before  it  intrusted  the  Board 
of  Trade  with  any  such  powers  as  were 
suggested.  With  regard  to  the  question 
of  undue  preference  to  foreign  goods, 
that  was  actually  the  centre  of  the  con- 
flict. In  some  oases  where  these  rates 
were  levied  the  Eailway  Companies  did 
get  sufficient  advantage  from  them  to 
make  it  worth  their  while  to  continue 
them;  and  he  was  sure  that  what- 
ever happened  there  would  continue 
to  be  an  agitation,  and  in  many  cases 
a  just  agitation,  against  them.  They 
had  seen  that  there  had  been  many 
meetings  with  regard  to  this  matter  held 
on  behalf  of  the  Eailway  Companies. 
He  regretted  deeply  that  the  first  oppor- 
tunity had  not  been  taken  of  saying  that 
by  some  joint  arrangement  among  the 
Companies  themselves  after  a  reason- 
able time  this  undue  preference  to 
foreign  goods  should  cease.  If  it  were 
gradually  abandoned  he  was  sure  that 
all  acerbity  would  come  to  an  end, 
and  the  question  would  be  settled  upon 
a  basis  just  and  generous  to  all  parties. 
He  was  glad  that  the  Government  did 
not  propose  substantially  to  alter  the 
Act  of  1854,  which  laid  down  in  the 
clearest  possible  terms  the  law  as  to 
undue  preference.  All  that  that  Act 
wanted  was  that  it  should  be  boldly 
and  justly  administered  by  a  competent 
tribunal.  From  what  he  had  said  the 
House  would  readily  understand  that  he 
was  going  cordially  to  support  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill,  and  he  hoped  that 
it  would  be  read  a  second  time  without 
a  division.  Lookiug  at  the  aspect  of 
affairs  in  general,  there  was  consider- 
able risk  to  the  Bill,  and  he  earnestly 
hoped  that  the  Government  would  lose 
no  time  in  pressing  it  forward  in  Com- 
mittee. There  could  not  be  a  greater 
evil  for  Eailway  Companies  and  for 
traders  than  that  a  matter  of  this  cha- 
racter should  remain  open  after  having 
been  once  raised,  and  they  should  en- 
deavour that  it  should  be  settled  as 
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soon  as  possible    with   justice    to    all 
parties. 

Mb.  MAGNIAC  (Bedford,  N.,  Big- 
gleswade) said,  he  must  congratulate 
the  Eailway  Companies  oq  the  change 
in  their  front  as  shown  by  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  Friend.  He  thought, 
however,  that  a  good  deal  of  the  lan- 
guage which  had  been  used  as  to  confis- 
cation and  robbery  in  connection  with 
this  Bill  was  to  be  regretted.  This  sub- 
ject was  one  of  great  importance  to  the 
large  class  of  market  gardeners,  who,  in 
many  cases,  felt  that  upon  this  Bill  de- 
pended the  continuance  of  their  income. 
The  right  of  Parliament  to  deal  with 
this  question  had  been  contested  by  an 
hon.  Member ;  he  had  not  gone  quite  so 
far  as  some  of  the  legal  gentleman ;  but 
he  thought  on  this  point  some  confusion 
had  arisen,  particularly  as  to  the  Act  of 
1844.  The  days  of  buying  up  railways 
on  the  expectation  that  they  would  pay 
1 0  per  cent  had  now  passed  away ;  out 
the  right  of  Parliament  to  interfere  was 
beyond  all  doubt.  This  point  was  always 
raised  when  any  monopoly  was  attacked. 
It  had  been  truly  said  by  a  well-known 
writer  in  The  Times,  who  signed  himself 
**  B,'*  that  no  Act  of  Parhament  could 
bind  any  subsequent  Act,  and  one  Par- 
liament could  not  bind  a  future  Parlia- 
ment. The  railways  had  taken  their 
Acts  with  all  their  contingent  liabilities. 
There  was  one  very  important  principle 
in  the  Bill  upon  which  he  wished  to 
make  a  few  remarks,  and  as  to  which 
Lord  Grimthorpe  had  helped  him,  al- 
though perhaps  he  did  not  intend  it. 
The  noble  Lord  said  that  by  the  Eail- 
way Clauses  Act — Clause  86 — ^it  was 
provided  that  rates  must  not  only  not 
exceed  the  maximum,  they  must  be  rea- 
sonable. In  dealing  with  undue  prefer- 
ence, they  would  fiud  that  clause  of  the 
greatest  value.  It  was  a  safe  rock  on 
which  to  stand.  The  complaint  of  the 
traders  and  agriculturists  was  not  that 
the  maximum  rates  were  exceeded  by  the 
Companies;  the  complaiut  was  that  the 
Companies  charged  differential,  prefer- 
ential, and  secret  rates.  That  was  the 
gravamen  of  the  charge.  The  law  ought 
to  be  perfectly  simple  and  clear,  and  if 
any  blame  fell  on  anyone  it  should  not 
be  on  the  Court  but  on  that  House  for  not 
framing  the  Act  clearly.  He  did  nottnow 
that  alawyer  was  required  on  the  Court — 
he  meant  absolutely  necessary.  He  would 
admit  that,  in  deference  to  public  opi- 
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nion,  it  would  be  better  that  they  should 
have  one  lawyer ;  but  what  he  did  de- 
precate in  the  strongest  manner  was 
that  provision  in  the  Bill  which  made 
two  non-legal  members  of  the  Court 
dummies  sitting  alongside  the  lawyer. 
He  did  not  know  why  tb.ere  should  be 
this  difference.  He  thought  a  tribute 
was  due  to  Sir  Frederick  Peel  and  Mr. 
Price,  who  had  discharged  the  business 
with  an  extraordinary  degree  of  success. 
He  did  not  understand  there  was  any 
complaint  against  them  by  the  public 
or  the  Companies,  although,  as  to  the 
latter,  sometimes  complaints  were  heard. 
["  No  !  "]  Well,  some  hon.  Members  in 
that  House  attended  meetings,  and  could 
judge  for  themselves.  They  knew  that 
Bail  way  Companies  revelled  in  law 
proceedings.  [**  Oh  1 "]  If  a  Director 
would  stand  up  and  declare  the  total 
spent  in  law  proceedings  it  would  be 
frightful.  When  one  knew  the  enor- 
mous sums  that  were  spent  by  Bailway 
Companies  in  this  way  he  was  irre- 
sistibly driven  to  the  conclusion  that 
there  must  be  something  wrong,  and  he 
was  glad  to  think  that  the  Bill  would 
put  a  stop  to  that  state  of  things.  After 
ally  who  was  it  wanted  a  double  appeal  ? 
It  was  not  the  traders  at  all.  He  con- 
tended most  strongly  that  one  appeal 
waa  ample.  There  was  a  most  excellent 
provision  in  the  Bill,  and  that  was  the 
provision  for  transferring  rating  cases 
to  the  Bailway  Commission,  although  he 
thought  that  the  proposal  might  be  im- 
proved by  allowing  the  Court  to  make  the 
final  order  instead  of  referring  it  back 
to  Quarter  Sessions.  As  to  the  classifi- 
cation of  rates,  the  traders  contended 
that  they  did  not  know  what  rate  they 
had  to  pay  for  their  goods,  or  what  other 
people  paid,  and  the  consequence  was 
they  had  no  protection  whatever  against 
unreasonable  and  preferential  charges. 
The  Chairman  of  the  London  and  North- 
Weetem  Company  the  other  day  informed 
the  shareholders  that  they  had  rates  for 
dealing  with  2,000  articles,  and  that  they 
had  a  list  of  20,000,000  of  rates  appli- 
cable to  goods  carried  by  this  one  railway 
alone.  That  was  an  answer  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Stirlin&^shire, 
•*  Why  they  wanted  legislation  ?  "  He 
defied  any  man  to  find  out  beforehand 
in  20,000,000  of  items  what  the  rate  was 
for  any  goods  he  might  have  to  send. 
And  that  might  be  multiplied  indefi- 
nitely for  every  railway  in  the  King- 
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dom.  Although  the  interest  of  the 
traders  was  so  paramount,  he  thought 
some  means  of  accommodation  might  be 
found  with  the  Companies.  In  his  opi- 
nion it  was  not  absolutely  necessary  that 
the  Board  of  Trade  should  fix  the  rates. 
That  was  one  of  the  points  objected  to 
by  the  Bailway  Companies,  and  he 
believed  upon  that  point  agreement 
could  be  come  to.  He  did  not  see  how, 
without  some  better  indication  of  the 
principles  which  should  guide  the  Com- 
missioners, they  could  fix  the  rates  and 
terminals.  He  thought  there  should 
also  be  some  term  stated  within  which 
the  rates  should  remain  unchanged  and 
untouched.  The  most  important  part  of 
the  Bill,  in  his  view,  was  the  2nd 
section  of  Clause  25,  referring  to  pre- 
ferential rates.  That  seemed  to  involve 
the  whole  case  of  the  traders ;  and  he 
felt  certain  that  if  the  words  of  that 
clause  were  retained  they  had  much 
better  have  no  Bill  at  all.  He  believed 
that  the  law  as  it  stood  was  amply  suffi- 
cient to  cover  any  cases  that  might  pos- 
sibly arise ;  and  he  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  consent  to  expunge  the  25th 
clause,  in  order  that  the  law  might  not 
be  altered  to  the  great  detriment  of 
traders  and  agriculturists.  In  the  Con- 
ciliation Clause  he  took  a  strong  and 
even  a  paternal  interest.  The  principle 
of  that  clause  was  established  in  1881 
when  the  London  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce was  founded ;  one  of  the  principal 
objects  of  its  formation  being  to  pro- 
mote arbitration  in  trading  disputes. 
The  application  of  that  principle  had 
been  attended  with  considerable  success. 
Several  cases  had  been  decided  at  a 
cost  which  to  a  lawyer  or  a  Bailway 
Director  would  appear  ludicrous.  At  a 
cost  of  £28  13«.  8e^.  a  case  was  decided 
where  an  enormous  sum  of  money  was 
at  stake  and  a  principle  of  considerable 
importance  involved,  and  the  outcome  of 
the  matter  was  that  in  the  City  there 
was  a  list  of  400  or  500  traders  who  were 
at  hand  ready  to  deal  with  cases  of  arbi- 
tration and  conciliation.  Public  opinion, 
he  believed,  would  do  a  great  deal  more 
than  law  in  these  railway  disputes.  Only 
within  the  last  few  weeks  the  Directors 
of  several  Bailway  Companies  had  met 
a  considerable  number  of  traders  in  the 
part  of  the  world  in  which  he  lived,  and 
had  been  endeavouring  to  ameliorate 
their  respective  relations.  He  did  not 
say  that  that  was  pr^pUr  hoc  beoaueo 
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po9t  koOf  but  it  was  a  carious  coincidence 
that  the  printing  of  this  Bill  should  have 
been  followed  in  so  striking  a  way  by 
the  conferences  he  had  alluded  to.  Turn- 
ing to  the  provisions  relating  to  canals, 
he  observed  that  canals  formed  a  con- 
siderable part  and  represented  a  con- 
siderable share  of  the  £800,000,000  of 
capital  about  which  Eailway  Directors 
were  in  a  state  of  so  much  concern  at 
present.  A  great  deal  of  that  money 
had  been  spent  in  buying  up  canals. 
What  for  ?  For  the  benefit  of  the  pub- 
lic ?  Not  a  bit  of  it.  These  had  been 
bought  up  for  the  purpose  of  shutting 
them  up  to  evade  competition.  That 
was  not  a  proper  state  of  things.  The 
difficulty  existed  in  other  countries, 
where  it  arose,  not  as  in  England  from 
the  disuse  of  canals,  but  from  their  ab- 
sence. In  France  a  Commission  of  In- 
quiry had  recently  been  sitting,  which 
recommended  the  construction  of  canals 
in  connection  with  the  Loire,  Ehone,  and 
other  rivers.  He  trusted  that  the  Rail- 
way Companies  would  meet  traders  and 
agriculturists  in  a  fair  spirit ;  and  he 
was  sure  that  if  the  Companies  accepted 
the  Bill  and  treated  their  customers  in 
a  reasonable  spirit,  their  own  interests 
would  be  served  as  well  as  those  of  the 
community,  and  something  might  be 
done  to  arrest  the  decline  now  unhappily 
going  on  of  our  commerce  and  agricul- 
ture. 

Mb.  HICKMAN  (Wolverhampton, 
W.),  in  supporting  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill,  said,  that  it  was  in  the  in- 
terest of  both  parties  that  some  settle- 
ment of  the  present  difficulties  between 
the  Railway  Companies  and  the  traders 
should  be  come  to.  It  could  not  be  to 
the  interest  of  the  Eailway  Companies 
that  their  customers  should  feel  that  they 
were  oppressed  and  unjustly  treated.  It 
was  intended  when  great  powers  were 
given  to  Railway  Companies  that  there 
should  be  maximum  rates  which  the 
Companies  should  not  go  beyond  ;  and 
the  words  of  the  principal  Acts  were  **  in- 
cluding every  expense  incidental  to  con- 
veyance." But  it  had  been  held  that  these 
maximum  rates  did  not  include  stations 
or  the  salaries  of  clerks  engaged  in  the 
conduct  of  the  traffic.  The  question  of 
what  should  be  covered  by  the  maximum 
rates  should  be  settled  both  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  Railway  Companies  and  of 
the  traders.  It  was  not  right  that  Rail- 
way Companies  should  be  able  to  charge 
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three  or  four  times  their  maximum  rates 
in  respect  of  their  provision  of  stations 
and  clerks.  The  question  of  terminals 
ought  to  be  settled,  and  this  Bill  pro- 
vided an  excellent  tribunal  for  the  pur- 
pose. The  Railway  Directors  and  share- 
holders said  that  this  meant  confiscation. 
But  if  they  had  got  a  good  case  why 
should  they  be  afraid  of  submitting  it 
to  an  impartial  tribunal  ?  What  tribu- 
nal could  be  fairer  than  that  to  which 
the  schedule  of  rates  would  be  presented 
under  this  Bill  ?  Why,  the  rates  would 
in  the  last  resort  be  submitted  to  that 
House,  and  decided  upon  by  it ;  and  it 
could  not  be  supposed  that  that  House 
would  do  anything  unfair.  Then  there 
was  the  question  of  undue  preference. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Stirlingshire  had 
said  that  there  was  no  longer  any 
undue  preference  as  regarded  indivi- 
duals, ^ut  what  traders  complained 
of  was  not  undue  preference  as  be- 
tween individuals,  but  as  between  one 
district  and  another.  Take,  for  instance, 
the  action  of  the  Midland  Railway  Com- 
pany. They  carried  coke  from  Staveley 
to  Northamptonshire — a  distance  of  84 
miles— for  3«.  Ad.  a-ton,  while  they 
charged  3«.  lOi.  for  carrying  it  from 
Staveley  to  Wolverhampton— a  distance 
of  only  65  miles — so  that  the  rate,  which 
should  only  be  2«.  lOrf.,  if  the  coke  was 
carried  at  the  same  rate  as  from  Staveley 
to  Northamptonshire,  was  really  1«.  a-ton 
more  than  it  ought  to  be.  This  differ- 
ence of  \b.  a-ton  made  all  the  difference 
between  profit  and  loss  to  the  traders. 
Nor  was  this  a  solitary  case ;  there  were 
a  great  number  of  other  cases  in  which 
the  rates  from  Wolverhampton  to  London 
and  other  points  were  proportionately 
much  larger  than  the  rates  charged  be- 
tween other  places  and  the  same  desti- 
nations. This  Bill  would,  he  believed, 
provide  a  means  for  preventing  this  in- 
justice being  done  to  the  district  he 
represented ;  nor  was  this  Bill  only  for 
the  good  of  traders,  but  it  was  for  the 
good  of  Railway  Companies  as  well,  for 
at  present  Railway  Companies  were  in 
many  cases  unable  to  reduce  rates  when 
they  wished  in  consequence  of  the  com- 
binations and  confederations  into  which 
they  had  entered  with  other  Companies. 
An  instance  of  this  was  afforded  by  the 
inability  of  the  Midland  Railway  Com- 
pany to  reduce  their  South  Staffordshire 
rates  in  fulfilment  of  the  promises  they 
had  made  before  obtaining  access  to  the 
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district.  The  only  real  competition  be- 
tween railways  now  was  as  to  the  pas- 
senger traffic.  According  to  the  London 
and  North  -  Western  Company,  their 
passenger  traffic  paid  4«.  Ad,  per  ton  per 
train  mile,  while  their  goods  traffic  paid 
6«.  6rf.  per  ton  per  train  mile ;  and  m  a 
recent  case  a  Railway  Company  proposed 
to  charge  a  constituent  of  his  at  the  rate 
of  7«.  3<?.  per  ton  per  train  mile  for 
sending  two  truck  loads  of  goods  from 
Wolverhampton  to  London — or  at  nearly 
double  the  rate  charged  for  a  whole  pas- 
senger train.  Railway  Companies  could 
not  be  surprised  if  traders,  under  these 
circumstances,  felt  sore ;  and  it  was  their 
interest  in  the  long  run  to  meet  the 
traders  before  an  impartial  tribunal, 
when  the  case  on  both  sides  might  be 
fully  considered.  No  doubt,  the  Bill 
might  require  some  amendment;  but, 
on  the  whole,  it  was  a  most  able,  im- 
partial, and  statesmanlike  effort  to  deal 
with  a  most  difficult  question,  and  he 
appealed  with  confidence  to  the  House 
to  pass  it  by  a  large  majority. 

Mr.  jacks  (Leith,  &c.)  said,  he  rose 
for  the  purpose  of  supporting  the  Bill 
as  a  trader.  He  was  sure,  seeing  that 
so  much  of  their  railway  legislation  was 
almost  ancient  history,  it  was  positively 
refreshing  to  get  a  practical  measure 
brought  forward  to  deal  with  the  evils 
of  which  traders  so  justly  complained. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Stirlingshire  (Mr. 
J.  0.  Bolton)  referred,  in  sitting  down, 
to  the  exasperating  cases  of  which  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  com- 
plained. He  (Mr.  Jacks)  would  take 
the  liberty  of  pointing  out  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  if  he  could  see  his 
way  to  insert  a  clause  or  make  provi- 
sion in  the  Bill  to  compel  the  Railway 
Companies  to  make  a  return  of  a  ton 
per  mile  rate,  the  same  as  was  made  in 
every  country  in  the  world  except  our 
own,  it  would  do  away  with  these  ex- 
asperations, because  it  would  enable  the 
trader  not  only  to  judge  between  the 
rate  which  he  paid  to  his  railway  and 
the  rate  which  was  charged  by  other 
railways,  but  also  to  form  a  comparison 
between  the  rates  charged  by  British 
railways  and  those  charged  by  railways 
on  the  Continent.  The  advantage  would 
be  not  only  to  the  trader,  but  also  to 
theRailway  Companies,  because  it  would 
enable  them  to  control  their  expendi- 
ture ;  and,  he  was  bound  to  say,  a  pro- 
vision could  be  made  and  carried  out 
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without  any  expense,  because  he  felt 
sure  there  was  no  competent  railway 
manager  in  Great  Britain  who  had  not 
the  information  in  some  form  or  other. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Stir- 
lingshire said  very  strongly  that  the  in- 
terests of  the  Railway  Companies  were 
the  interests  of  the  traders.  As  a  matter 
of  sentiment,  he  supposed  there  was  no 
one  in  this  House  who  did  not  agree 
with  him ;  but  how  did  it  come  out  in 
practice?  Was  the  hon.  Gentleman 
aware  that  while  12  years  ago  the  mine- 
rals of  this  country  paid  16  per  cent  of 
their  cost,  now  they  paid  24  per  cent  ? 
He  knew  the  reply  the  hon.  Gentleman 
suggested.  It  was  the  fall  of  the  prices. 
But,  he  would  ask,  whilst  raw  material 
had  fallen  something  like  three  times — 
take  the  case  of  iron  and  heavy  articles 
— how  had  the  rates  varied  ?  Twelve 
years  ago  the  rates  were  23  pence  per 
mile;  now  the  cost  was  21*1  pence — a 
difference  of  8  per  cent,  as  compared 
with  between  300  and  400  per  cent.  He 
could  quite  understand  the  reply  of  Gen- 
tlemen connected  with  the  railway  in- 
terest. It  was,  where  is  the  dividend  to 
come  from  ?  In  his  opinion,  the  cause 
of  these  rates  was  the  excessive  cost  of 
British  railways  as  compared  with  the 
railways  of  other  countries.  Ten  years 
ago  British  railways  cost  £34,000  per 
mile  on  the  average.  Now  they  cost 
£42,000  per  mile.  What  had  they  got 
to  show  for  that  as  compared,  for  in- 
stance, with  the  United  States,  which  10 
years  ago  cost  £9,000  per  mile,  as  com- 
pared with  £12,000  per  mile  now?  Or 
France,  where  the  respective  costs  were 
£30,000  per  mile  and  £27,000  per  mile  ? 
The  difference  was  easily  explained  if 
they  looked  at  the  extravagant  way  in 
which  he  thought  the  railways  in  Great 
Britain  were  managed.  He  would  refer 
to  one  glaring  case.  They  would  find 
an  illustration  in  the  Devonshire  Report 
of  the  enormous  sums  that  were  paid 
by  railways  for  creatine  money,  and 
tbat  was  the  London,  Chatham,  and 
Dover  Company,  which  in  order  to  raise 
£16,000,000  had  to  pay  £3,000,000. 
There  were  other  instances  equally 
glaring.  Then  there  was  another  cause, 
and  that  was  that  from  being  carriers  the 
Railway  Companies  had  greatly  changed 
their  character  and  become  hotel- 
keepers.  Taking  one  of  the  best  ma- 
naged Railway  Companies  in  the  King- 
dom, the  North  Eastern,  they  found  a 
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large  hotel  put  up  at  York,  at  an  ex- 
pense of  £260,000,  which  only  paid  1 
per  cent  on  the  hotel  itself.  That  had 
naturally  to  be  spread  over  the  workings 
of  the  Company.  What  he  had  risen 
chiefly  to  emphasize  was  the  question 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford- 
shire (Mr.  Magniac) — the  question  of 
canals.  In  this  country  tiere  were 
about  2,430  miles  of  canals,  of  which 
there  was  known  to  be  in  the  possession 
of  the  Railway  Companies  nearly  1,700 
miles,  altogether  independent  of  the 
mileage  which  they  controlled.  How 
were  these  canals  used  ?  They  were 
not  used  at  all.  In  France  there  were 
3,500  miles  of  canals,  upon  which 
£30,000,000  had  been  spent,  and  a 
Commission  appointed  by  the  Chamber 
of  Deputies  reported  some  five  years 
ago  to  the  effect  that  they  found  it  was 
utterly  impossible  to  carry  on  the  trade 
and  commerce  in  France  without  canals, 
because  the  rate  per  ton  per  mile  by 
railway  was  something  like  double  that 
by  canals.  The  experience  in  the  use 
of  canals  in  the  United  States  was  of  a 
somewhat  similar  kind ;  and  in  France 
there  had  been  the  practical  outcome 
that  a  few  years  ago  the  Government 
voted  £40,000,000  to  create  and  develop 
new  canals.  That  was  a  very  different 
policy  from  the  policy  pursued  by  the 
English  Bail  way  Companies,  who  spent 
money  to  buy  up  canals,  not  to  work 
them.  The  consequence  wab  that  for 
the  money  spent  by  the  Railway  Com- 
panies in  buying  the  canals  dividend 
had  to  be  provided  out  of  the  legitimate 
railway  traffic.  The  amount  of  money 
invested  in  British  canals  was  nearly 
£60,000,000.  No  one  knew  what  the 
Railway  Companies  had  paid  for  the 
canals  which  they  bought ;  but,  taking 
it  at  the  proportion  of  what  they  held,  it 
would  be  about  £20,000,000,  and  upon 
that  sum  no  dividend  was  paid  from  the 
working  of  the  canals,  but  had  to  be 
provided  out  of  the  working  of  the  rail- 
way traffic.  The  next  point,  he  thought, 
was  a  very  serious  one  for  traders.  It 
was,  that  during  the  last  12  or  1 5  years  the 
gross  earnings  of  Railway  Companies 
had  increased  by  20  per  cent.  Share- 
holders knew  pretty  well  that  the  divi- 
dends had  not  increased  in  anything 
like  that  ratio.  But  where  had  the  money 
gone  to  ?  To  accommodate  the  public, 
said  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Durham  (Sir  Joseph  Pease).     But  they 
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accommodated  the  public  in  the  United 
States  of  America,  and  they  did  not  pay 
anything  like  the  same  amount  of  money. 
The  increased  cost  was  only  £3,000  as 
against  £8,000,  and  the  proportion  was 
increasing  every  day.  Therefore  he 
thought  the  traders  as  represented  in  this 
House  ought  to  do  everything  they  could 
to  facilitate  the  passing  of  this  Bill,  which 
seemed  to  be  the  only  practical  and  real 
effort  that  had  been  made  for  some  time 
to  grapple  with  this  question.  He  would 
respectfully  press  on  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  to  endeavour  to 
give  effect,  and  useful  effect,  to  these 
two  points — namely,  to  have  a  ton  per 
mile  rate  on  the  material  that  was  car- 
ried over  the  railways  for  the  purposes 
he  had  named,  and  to  see  that  the  canals 
were  so  used  that  traders  could  have 
access  to  their  rates  the  same  as  they 
could  have  to  the  railways ;  and,  if  ne- 
cessary, he  would  almost  say,  the  Go- 
vernment might  themselves  interfere 
and  buy  up  the  canals.  He  did  not 
forget  the  lecture  they  got  from  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  as  to  pro- 
posing votes  of  money,  but  he  would 
very  respectfully  submit  that  this  was 
not  a  waste  of  money ;  but  an  invest- 
ment. With  all  deference  to  the  pre- 
sent and  past  Governments,  he  thought 
the  House  had  been  asked,  and  very 
probably  might  be  asked  at  some  future 
time,  to  make  investments  which  would 
not  be  so  good  as  these  canals,  besides 
the  enormous  benefit  and  gain  to  the 
British  manufacturer  and  trader  in  as- 
sisting them  in  the  difficult  and  tremen- 
dous task  now  laid  upon  them  of  com- 
peting with  those  nations  which  brought 
all  these  natural  characteristics  of  their 
country  into  play. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  (Lan- 
cashire, S.W.,  Newton)  said,  he  did  not 
think  he  should  have  intervened  only 
that  with  one  exception  he  was  the  only 
Member  of  the  Joint  Committee  of  the 
Lords  and  Commons  which  sat  in  1872 
who  was  now  a  Member  of  that  Houne. 
In  that  capacity  he  wished  to  state  how 
very  much  he  sympathized  with  those 
who  had  spoken  about  the  canals,  be- 
cause that  was  a  question  which  was 
brought  before  the  Committee,  and  no 
Committee  was  ever  more  unanimous  in 
its  recommendations  on  the  subject.  One 
of  the  most  important  of  those  recom- 
mendations was  that,  except  in  special 
circumstances,  no  canal  from  that  time 
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flhoiild  be  allowed  to  be  bought  by  a 
Eailway  Company.  The  result  was, 
unhappily,  not  what  they  expected,  be- 
cause he  believed  that  hardly  any  Com- 
mittee which  had  the  matter  brought 
before  them  ever  paid  any  attention  to 
it,  but  allowed  the  canals  to  be  bought 
up  as  they  had  been  bought  up  before. 
He  was  one  of  those  who  thought  that 
the  interests  of  the  Bailway  Companies 
and  of  the  traders  ought  to  be  considered 
ideutical.  The  Companies  would  act 
wisely  if  they  were  to  reduce  the  rates 
so  low  that  they  would  not  be  felt  to  be 
oppressive,  and  traders  would  do  well 
not  to  be  unreasonable  in  their  demands. 
Those  engaged  in  the  mining  interest, 
for  example,  were  looking  round  to  see 
how  they  could  benefit  themselves ;  and 
no  doubt  some  things  which  they  recom- 
mended would  have  that  effect,  but  uot 
all.  One  point  was  to  get  rid  of  royal- 
ties paid  to  the  landlords.  He  had  re- 
ceived deputations  himself  on  the  sub- 
ject. He  did  not  mean  to  get  rid  of 
royalties  altogether,  but  to  diminish 
them.  It  was  said  that  these  royalties 
were  fixed  at  the  time  when  the  mining 
industry  was  prosperous,  and  when  the 
owners  of  the  soil  could  get  anything 
they  asked  for,  but  that  the  times  had 
changed,  and  therefore  some  alteration 
should  be  made  in  the  matter  of  royal- 
ties. The  traders  in  the  same  way  said 
that  if  they  could  get  their  goods  carried 
at  a  less  rate  they  would  make  more 
profit.  He  should  be  very  glad  to  see 
this  question  properly  settled,  and  he 
quite  agreed  with  many  of  the  points 
raised  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  late 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  He 
thought  that  these  questions  of  un- 
due preference  were  altogether  wrong. 
There  was  a  great  deal  of  misrepresen- 
tation in  the  country  upon  the  subject, 
which  in  his  opinion  ought  to  be  settled 
by  an  independent  tribunal.  He  quite 
agreed  with  his  right  hon.  Friend  in 
what  he  said  about  maximum  rates 
and  charges.  The  settlement  of  maxi- 
mum rates  and  charges  by  such  a  De- 
partment as  the  Board  of  Trade  would 
not  prove  satisfactory.  He  did  not  think 
it  was  the  province  of  a  G-overnment 
Department  to  undertake  any  such  duty, 
and  so  strongly  did  he  object  to  the 
clause  that  dealt  with  the  point  that  he 
would  rather  not  see  the  Bill  carried  if 
the  Government  retained  the  dause. 
He  did  not  think  that  sufficient  stress 
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had  been  laid  upon  the  question  as  to 
what  were  the  fair  rights  of  the  Hall- 
way Companies.  This  was  not  a  new 
question.  The  matter  had  been  sifted 
before  Committees  over  and  over  again, 
and  they  should  bear  in  mind  what 
those  Committee  had  reported  and  the 
language  they  had  used.  The  Eeport 
ofthe  Committees  of  1844,  of  1855, 1856, 
and  1857  with  regard  to  the  rights  and 
privileges  of  the  Bailway  Companies 
ought  to  be  present  to  the  minds  of 
hon.  Members  when  they  came  to  deal 
with  a  question  of  this  kind.  He  also 
urged  that  the  Report  of  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee of  the  Lords  and  Commons  in 
1872  upon  this  subject  should  be  con- 
sidered in  connection  with  this  Bill.  It 
was  proposed  to  transfer  the  settlement 
of  the  question  of  maximum  rates  to  the 
Board  of  Trade ;  but  he  should  like  to 
know  on  what  principle  the  settlement 
was  to  be  brought  about,  and  by  whom  ? 
He  saw  nothing  to  guide  the  advisers  in 
this  matter.  What  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man wanted  to  do  was,  in  order  to  satisfy 
the  traders,  to  cut  down  the  maximum 
charges  of  the  Bailway  Companies. 
This,  he  submitted,  would  not  only  not 
benefit  the  traders,  but  it  would  at  the 
same  time  shake  the  confidence  of  those 
who  had  invested  their  money  in  rail- 
ways. He  would  assume  that  Clause  24 
as  it  now  stood  had  been  placed  in  the 
original  Acts  of  the  great  Eailwaj  Com- 
panies. That  was  to  say  that,  although 
there  was  a  miximum  rate  fixed,  it  was 
to  be  subject  to  the  revision  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  in  five,  1 0,  or  1 5  years.  If  such 
a  provision  as  that  had  been  placed  in 
the  original  Acts  of  the  Eailway  Com- 
panies he  should  like  to  know  how  much 
of  the  £800,000,000  now  invested  in 
railways  would  ever  have  been  sub- 
scribed ?  By  adopting  this  clause  the 
House  would  be  placing  a  large  amount 
of  capital  in  a  different  position  to  what 
it  was  before.  He  was  perfectly  willing 
to  extend  the  powers  of  the  Court  of 
Commissioners  and  to  put  that  body  on 
a  much  better  footing;  but  all  these 
questions  of  undue  preference  should  be 
relegated  to  some  competent  tribunal, 
but  not  to  the  Board  of  Trade.  He 
thought  the  Board  of  Trade  was  the 
most  incompetent  tribunal  that  could 
possibly  deal  with  such  a  matter.  That 
Board  was  not  qualified  for  doing  it ;  it 
had  not  the  practical  or  legal  knowledge, 
and  it  had  not  the  officers  who  could  do 
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it.  [Mp.  Mundella:  Who  has?]  It 
was  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
discover  that.  At  all  events,  there  must 
be  some  person  of  legal  knowledge  in 
the  tribunal  that  had  to  do  with  such 
an  amount  of  property.  He  was  quite 
certain  that  it  was  for  the  interests 
of  the  traders  and  the  Bailwaj  Com- 
panies that  they  should  meet  each 
other  half-way,  because  their  interests 
were  identical.  The  Eailway  Com- 
panies had  in  these  times  of  distress 
lowered  their  rates  in  a  great  number 
of  cases  in  order  to  meet  the  pressure 
put  upon  their  customers,  and  on  the 
other  hand  the  traders  were  perfectly 
willing  that  the  rates  should  be  raised 
in  better  times.  He  was  ready  to  do 
anything  in  his  power  to  remove  any 
friction  that  might  exist ;  but  he  should 
be  sorry  to  create  any  ill-feeling  by 
passing  a  measure  containing  such  a 
clause  as  that  to  which  he  had  referred. 
Me.  JOHNSON-FERGUSON  (Lei- 
cester, Loughborough)  said,  that  the 
prevailing  opinion  in  the  House  seemed 
to  be  that  some  legislation  was  neces- 
sary; and,  therefore,  the  most  useful 
thing  to  do  was  to  point  out  what  ap- 
peared to  be  defects  in  the  Bill,  in  the 
hope  that  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  would  be  able  to  see  his  way  to 
devise  a  remedy  for  those  defects  in 
Committee.  He  recognized  in  the  Bill 
an  immense  advance  upon  the  Acts  of 
1854  and  1873.  The  first  defect  that 
occurred  to  him,  on  glancing  through  the 
Bill,  was  that  on  questions  of  the  legality 
of  tolls,  rates,  and  charges,  there  was 
to  be  an  appeal  from  the  decision 
of  the  Commissioners.  Hence  a  fruit- 
ful source  of  contention  would  be 
opened,  for  experience  showed  that 
Railway  Companies  would  always  exer- 
cise their  right  of  appeal  where  such 
existed,  and  carry  their  disputes  to  every 
Court  to  which  it  was  possible  for  them 
to  appeal,  and,  in  the  position  in  which 
Directors  stood  as  trustees  for  the 
shareholders,  perhaps  they  were  bound 
to  do  so ;  but  he  wished  that  in  Com- 
mittee the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
see  his  way  to  include  this  question  of 
legality  of  tolls,  rates,  and  charges,  with 
those  other  two  classes  of  questions  upon 
which  tlie  decison  of  the  Commissioners 
would  be  final.  Another  point  was  the 
difficulty  of  obtaining  through  rates 
from  Eailway  Companies.  He  knew  of 
instances   where  repeated   applications 
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for  through  rates  had  been  refused  for 
years,  and  in  one  instance  they  had 
been  refused  altogether,  to  the  consider- 
able inconvenience  of  traders.  By  the 
Act  of  1873  one  Railway  Company  had 
the  right  to  demand  a  through  rate  from 
another  Company  over  whose  lines  it 
wished  to  send  traffic,  and  could  call  in 
the  aid  of  the  Commission  to  enforce  the 
right.  Only  by  a  roundabout  method 
could  traders  obtain  through  rates ;  but 
the  trading  community  would  not  rest 
satisfied  until  it  was  recognized  that 
they  had  a  right  of  demanding  from  two 
or  more  Companies  whose  lines  formed 
direct  communication  between  two  places 
a  through  rate,  and  of  appealing  to  the 
Commission  if  the  demand  were  refused. 
On  a  point  in  relation  to  the  classifica- 
tion and  re\dsed  schedule  of  charges  he 
would  draw  the  attention  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  the  immense  im- 
portance of  insisting  that  terminal 
charges  should  be  clearly  specified.  To 
give  one  instance  where  he  mieht  give 
many,  he  would  mention  that  between 
two  Lancashire  towns  goods  when  sent 
by  bleachers  were  charged  3«.  per  ton, 
and  when  sent  by  manufacturers  Is.  per 
ton,  and  the  difference  was  justified  on 
the  ground  of  its  being  a  terminal  charge 
for  work  done  by  the  Railway  Com- 
panies in  the  case  of  the  manufacturer, 
but  which  the  bleachers  did  for  them- 
selves. Then  he  hoped  that  in  the  re- 
vised schedules  the  greatest  clearness, 
breadth,  and  simplicity  of  classification 
would  be  insisted  upon  to  prevent  such 
a  confusion  as  had  arisen  in  regard  to 
the  conveyance  of  wire  netting.  Be- 
tween Manchester  and  Liverpool,  while 
hardware  was  charged  2Ji.  per  ton 
per  mile,  wire  netting  was  charged 
4d.  An  ordinary  individual  would  say 
wire  netting  was  included  in  the  term 
hardware;  but  while  the  Lancashire 
and  Yorkshire  Company  admitted  the 
classification,  the  North-Western  Com- 
pany declined  to  accept  that  view,  and 
insisted  that  it  should  be  included  in 
the  rates  charged  for  fish,  feathers, 
furniture,  and  other  goods  for  which 
they  could  make  an  exceptional  charge. 
Then  a  point  upon  which  ne  hoped  there 
would  be  some  modification  in  Commit- 
tee was  the  time  by  which  the  revised 
rate  would  come  into  operation.  Under 
the  Bill  it  was  proposed  that  Railway 
Companies  should  have  12  months  from 
the  1st  October  next  to  draw  up  a  sche- 
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dale  of  rates  and  charges  and  submit  it 
to  the  Board  of  Trade.  Any  objection 
would  be  considered,  and  then  when  an 
agreement  had  been  arrived  at  between 
the  Railway  Company  and  the  Board  of 
Trade  a  Bill  was  to  be  brought  into 
the  House  fixing  these  as  the  legal 
charges  for  the  Company.  At  the 
very  lowest  computation  this  could 
not  be  accomplished  under  two  years. 
Considering  the  enormous  interests,  the 
fierceness  of  foreign  competition,  and 
the  difficulty  our  trading  classes  found 
in  successfully  meeting  that  competi- 
tion, he  earnestly  hoped  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  would  see  his  way 
materially  to  reduce  the  time  within 
which  these  revised  charges  would  come 
into  operation.  But  the  most  important 
objection  he  had  was  to  Sub-section  2  of 
Section  25,  in  reference  to  the  considera- 
tion allowed  to  the  Commissioners  in 
deciding  whether  a  lower  rate  granted  to 
an  individual  was  an  undue  preference, 
to  consider  whether  that  rate  was  neces- 
sary to  secure  the  traffic  in  respect  to 
which  it  was  made.  He  would  illustrate 
the  effect  of  the  clause  by  instances  within 
his  knowledge.  Taking  two  seaports 
where  the  Eailway  Companies  were 
competitors  with  sea  carriers — Swansea 
and  Liverpool — he  found  that  the  rate 
for  tin  plates  from  Swansea  to  Liver- 
pool was  12«.  6(/.  per  ton;  but  Man- 
chester was  30  miles  nearer  Swansea 
than  Liverpool,  and  on  the  same  Mid- 
land line,  and  yet  the  rate  was  £1  a-ton. 
Thus,  the  Midland  Company  carried  tin 
plates  through  Manchester  and  30  miles 
further  on  for  7«.  %d,  a-ton  less 
than  they  carried  them  to  Manchester. 
Then,  again,  the  Midland  table  of  rates 
at  Loughborough  Station  showed  that 
the  Midland  Eailway  carried  foreign 
com  from  West  Hartlepool  at  lU.  83., 
while  the  rate  for  English  com 
was  16«.  8i.  Again,  coal  from  the 
Leicestershire  colleries  was  carried  to 
King's  Lynn  for  export  for  2«.  9d.  per 
ton,  a  distance  of  106  miles,  while  tiiie 
same  coal,  carried  to  a  town  30  miles 
distant,  on  a  direct  line  from  the  col- 
lieries to  King's  Lynn,  paid  3^.  per  ton, 
and  to  a  place  80  miles  distant  the  charge 
was  6«.  4i.  per  ton.  The  result  was 
that  the  coal  was  absolutely  delivered  to 
manufacturers  near  the  seaports  in  Bel- 
gium and  Holland  at  a  less  charge  than 
it  could  be  delivered  to  the  English  com- 
petitors of  those  foreign  manufacturers 


at  places  situated  not  much  more  than 
one-half  the  distance  from  the  collieries 
of  even  the  port  of  exportation.  It 
seemed  to  him  absolutely  necessary  that 
if  that  clause  was  to  be  retained  in  the 
Bill  it  must  be  modified  by  some  such 
provision  as  this — that  if  the  Bail- 
way  Companies  did  give  exceptionally 
lower  rates  than  their  maximum  rates 
they  must  not  be  allowed  to  charge 
for  a  shorter  distance  on  the  same 
line  in  precisely  similar  circumstances 
a  higher  total  charge  than  the  reduced 
total  charge.  He  thought  it  was  ad- 
mitted that  if  this  question  was  to  be 
settled  it  could  only  be  done  by  a  wide 
and  bold  measure;  and  he  certainly  con- 
gratulated the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
Sie  breadth  and  statesmanlike  view  he 
had  taken  of  this  question.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers who  were  actively  engaged  in  the 
management  of  Eailway  Companies  de- 
rided and  disputed  their  complaints.  He 
would  tell  the  hon.  Member  for  Stirling- 
shire that,  though  he  might  have  dis- 
proved the  instance  given  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Forfarshire,  one  class  of 
goods  was  for  years  carried  from  Man- 
chester vid  Qarston  and  Paris  to  Lon- 
don at  a  lower  rate  than  any  of  the 
Eailway  Companies  would  carry  it. 
On  the  1st  of  January,  1883,  the  charges 
for  different  classes  of  goods  from 
Manchester  to  every  town  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  with  the  exception  of 
London  and  the  Hull  ports,  were  arbi- 
trarily advanced  without  notice  being 
given  to  the  traders  interested.  The 
rates  were  not  nominally  raised,  but  the 
whole  of  these  goods  was  transferred 
from  one  class  to  another,  for  which 
the  legal  rates  were  considerably 
higher.  The  result  was  that  for 
months  those  branches  of  trade  inte- 
rested in  these  goods  were  completely 
disorganized.  Although  he  believed  the 
Eailway  Companies  had  yielded  to  the 
representations  of  the  parties  engaged 
in  this  trade,  and  had  one  by  one  trans- 
ferred the  goods  back  again  to  the  class 
in  which  they  originally  were,  the  arbi- 
trary raising  of  the  rates  entailed  a  large 
amount  of  inconvenience  to,  and  a  very 
considerable  loss  on,  these  traders.  With 
the  knowledge  of  these  cases  before 
them,  he  maintained  that  they  would 
not  be  justified  in  dealing  with  this 
question  in  any  other  way  than  in  the 
firm  and  comprehensive  manner  in  which 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  IVade  had 
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attempted  to  deal  with  it.  While  feel- 
ing grateful  to  him  on  behalf  of  the 
trading  community  for  the  introduction 
of  the  measure,  he  sincerely  hoped  that 
when  they  reached  Committee  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  recognize  the  im- 
portance of  the  points  to  which  ho  had 
drawn  particular  attention,  and  that  he 
might  be  enabled  to  propose  Amend- 
ments himself  dealing  with  them  or  to 
accept  Amendments  proposed  by  others. 
Mr.  PLUNKET  (Dublin  University) 
said,  he  did  not  intend  to  follow  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken  into  the 
particular  oases  referred  to.  They  would 
more  properly  be  dealt  with  when  they 
reached  Committee,  and  it  would  be  oc- 
cupying the  time  of  the  House  somewhat 
unnecessarily  to  endeavour  to  thresh 
them  at  that  stage  of  the  proceedings. 
He    desired,    therefore,    to    state    tne 

f rounds  on  which  he  supported  the 
mendment  which  had  been  brought 
forward  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Stir- 
lingshire (Mr.  J.  C.  Bolton).  The  posi- 
tion in  which  he  (Mr.  Plunket)  wished 
to  stand  before  the  House,  as  being  him- 
self a  Director  of  one  of  the  great  Rail- 
way Companies,  was  this— they  were 
generally  favourable  to  the  Bill.  They 
were  sincerely  anxious  that  this  ques- 
tion should  be  settled  as  soon  as  possi- 
ble. It  was  neither  for  the  advantage  of 
the  Eailway  Companies  themselves,  nor 
the  public,  that  these  matters  should  be 
the  subject  of  perpetual  agitation,  and 
therefore  they  were  most  anxious  to  co- 
operate in  every  way  with  any  Govern- 
ment which  brought  forward  a  Bill  with 
the  bond  fide  intention  of  settling  the 
question  on  an  equitable  basis.  He 
would  say  at  once  that,  so  far  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  was  concerned,  he 
was  sure  that  that  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  personally  anxious  himself  to  deal 
with  this  important  subject  in  this  spirit, 
and  that  he  had  shown  every  possible 
courtesy  to  the  Bailway  Companies.  He 
had  risen  for  the  purpose  of  asking  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  give  them  some 
satisfactory  assurance  that  the  parts  of 
the  measure  to  which  they  most  strongly 
and  honestly  objected  on  behalf  of  the 
vast  number  of  shareholders  of  Eailway 
Companies  of  the  Kingdom  would  be 
modified.  They  were  certainly  as  much 
entitled  as  any  other  class  in  the  country 
to  obtain  protection  for  their  capital  ; 
and,  in  the  great  anxiety  on  the  part  of 
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the  Government  to  settle  this  question 
once  for  all,  their  property  should  not  be 
exposed  to  what  he  believed  would  be 
the  very  serious  loss  to  which  it  would 
be  liable  if  this  Bill  were  passed  in 
the  form  in  which  it  now  stood.  There 
was  a  great  deal  of  the  Bill  of  which  he 
most  thoroughly  approved.  For  his  own 
part,  he  was  not  going  to  say  a  word 
against  the  Eailway  Commission  as  now 
constituted.  He  was  sure  that  the  Mem- 
bers who  composed  that  Body  were  able 
men,  who  conscientiously  performed 
their  duties;  but  the  Commission  was 
appointed  some  time  ago,  and  the  busi- 
ness now  was  too  serious,  too  grave,  and 
too  important,  and  he  was  heartily  glad 
to  see  thai,  in  the  Bill,  it  was  proposed 
to  strengthen  the  Commission.  There 
were  many  other  points  on  which  he 
thought  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  with 
some  slight  amendment,  would  produce 
results  for  the  mutual  advanti4^  and 
benefit  both  of  the  public  and  the  Eail- 
way Companies.  The  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stirlingshire,  as 
placed  on  the  Paper,  exactly  expressed 
the  position  which  they  took  up.  Their 
contention  was,  that  this  House  should 
not  be  prepared  to  sanction  any  compul- 
sory interference  with,  or  diminution 
of,  those  powers  of  earning  revenue 
granted  by  Parliament  to  Eailway 
Companies,  and  on  the  faith  of  which 
£800,000,000  of  capital  had  been  ex- 
pended, and  on  which  the  security  of 
that  capital  rested.  They  had  been 
accused  of  using  strong  language  at  the 
meetings  of  shareholders  which  were 
held  to  discuss  the  Bill ;  but,  speaking 
for  himself,  he  must  say  that,  as  the 
clauses  on  one  or  two  points  stood  at 
present  in  the  Bill,  a  great  deal  of  that 
language  was  perfectly  justified.  It  was 
complained  of  as  very  rash  and  strong 
language  to  say  that  this  Bill,  as  it  stood, 
might,  and  probably  would,  mean  con- 
fiscation ;  but  if  they  took  two  or  three 
provisions  of  the  Bill  together,  they  had 
very  high  fiuthority  for  saying  that  they 
would  amount,  in  fact,  to  confiscating 
the  property.  In  that  connection  he  cited 
Clause  13,  which  provided  that  complain- 
ants could  obtain  a  certificate  to  bring 
their  case  forward  against  the  Eailway 
Companies.  Again,  Clause  24,  which 
was  the  central  clause  of  that  part  of 
the  Bill,  provided  for  a  compulsory  re- 
vision of  rates  and  charges  whose  maxi- 
mum had  already  been  fixed  by  Acts  of 
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Parliament ;  and,  on  the  faith  that  that 
maximum  would  not  he  disturbed  or 
dealt  with  by  compulsory  revision,  vast 
sums  of  money  had  been  invested.  The 
Joint  Committee  of  the  Houses  of  Lords 
and  Commons,  which  sat  in  1872,  and 
waa  presided  over  by  Mr.  Chichester 
Fortescue,  in  their  Eoport  said  it  was  a 
serious  question  in  respect  to  periodical 
revision  of   railway  rates,   upon  what 
principle  that  revision  was  to  be  per- 
formed.    And  the  Report  went  on  to 
say  that  if  it  was  to  be  purely  arbi- 
trary, and  if  no  rule  was  to  be  laid 
down,   the   power    of    revision    would 
amount  to  the  power  to  confiscate  the 
property  of   the  Eailway    Companies. 
What  he  desired,  therefore,  was  that 
some  assurance  should  be  given  that  the 
clauses — particularly   that   relating    to 
compulsory    revision — should    not    be 
allowed  to  stand  as  at  present,  but  that 
some  precaution  should  be  taken  to  pre- 
vent the  confiscation  which  was  feared. 
Therefore,  he  did  not  think  it  was  an 
unreasonable  request  that  he  now  made 
to  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
when  he  asked  that  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men to  give  them  some  assurance  of 
that  kind.     Those  proposals  were  en- 
tirely new.     As  far  as  he  was  aware,  it 
bad  never  before  been  suggested  by  any 
serious  authority  that  a  compulsory  re- 
vision of  that  character  should  be  en- 
forced.    An  hon.    Member    who    had 
spoken  said  that  those  proposals  were 
the  result  of  many  Committees  or  Com- 
missions— he  thought  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man gave  the  number  of  them  as  12  or 
1 3 ;  but  that  was  merely  the  argument 
post  h  oe  €rgo  propter  hoe.    Those  proposal  s 
followed,  indeed,  the  Eeports  of  those 
Committees  and  Commissions;  but,   so 
fiar&om  the  proposal  of  such  a  compul- 
flory  revision  of  rates  being  the  result  of 
theHeports  of  any  of  those  Committees 
and  Commissions,  he  believed  that  it  was 
not  recommended  in  any  of  them ;  and 
lie  called  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  say  whether  the  Keport  of  any  Com- 
mission supported  that  new  principle. 
He  said  that  such  a  drastic  measure  as 
that  should  not  have  been  proposed  until 
every  other  means  had  been  exhausted, 
until  the  Railway  Companies  had  proved 
themselves  utterly  unwilling  to  come  to 
fair  terms  on  those  subjects,     But  now, 
without  any  preparation,  or  any  sugges- 
tion on  the  part  of  any  tribunal  or  any 
Committee  or  Commission  that  ever  in- 
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quired  into  the  matter,  that  measure  had 
been  brought  in  at  once  to  give  in  the 
widest  and  most  stringent  manner  the 
power  of  compulsory  revision  of  rates. 
He  did  not  wish  to  trespass  on  the  time 
of  the  House.  He  appealed  to  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  give 
them  an  assurance  on  that  subject.  He, 
for  his  own  part,  was  most  unwilling 
that  there  should  be  a  division  on  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill.  The  Hail- 
way  Companies  were  desirous  to  enter 
upon  its  future  stages  in  the  most 
fnendly  spirit  with  the  Government; 
and  if  such  an  assurance  as  he  had 
asked  for  was  given  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  he,  for  one,  should  be 
heartily  glad  to  render  all  the  assistance 
in  his  power  to  have  that  question  finally 
settled.  But  if  the  discussion  of  the 
measure  was  to  be  carried  on  in  the 
spirit  shown  by  some  of  the  assailants 
of  the  Eailway  Companies,  if  they  were 
to  be  told  that  the  clauses  of  the  Bill 
as  they  stood  were  iron-bound  and  hard- 
and-fast  provisions  that  could  not  be 
changed,  if  there  was  to  be  no  protec- 
tion afforded  to  the  Eailway  Companies 
from  that  confiscation  which  they  feared, 
then  he  could  only  say  that  the  Direc- 
tors of  those  Companies  would,  in  duty 
to  the  shareholders,  whose  trustees  they 
were,  feel  it  to  be  their  duty  to  offer 
every  opposition  in  their  power  to  the 
enactment  of  such  clauses. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Charles  Eussell)  (Hackney,  S.)  said, 
that  he  thought  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  (Mr.  Mundella)  had  every  reason 
to  be  satisfied  with  the  result  of  the  dis- 
cussion, because,  with  the  exception  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stirlingshire  (Mr. 
J.  C.  Bolton)  and  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Dublin  University  (Mr.  Plunket),  who 
had  avowedly  appeared  as  advocates  of 
the  railway  interests,  there  had  been 
little  fear  expressed  that  the  general 
provisions  of  the  Bill  were  calculated 
to  injuriously  affect  the  interests  of 
the  Eailway  Companies,  while  there 
had  been  a  very  marked  expression  of 
opinion,  on  the  part  of  speakers  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  in  support  of  the 
main  scope  of  the  Bill.  His  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  J.  0.  BoltonJ  seemed  to  think  that 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
sought  somewhat  to  disparage  the  re- 
commendations made  by  the  Committee 
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to  wliicli  reference  had  been  made, 
known  as  Mr.  Ashley's  Committee.  His 
hon.  Friend,  however,  in  doing  so,  could 
not  have  carefully  considered  the  re- 
commendations of  that  Committee,  or 
compared  those  recommendations  with 
the  Bill,  because,  if  he  had  done  so, 
he  would  have  seen  that,  with  the 
exception  of  the  24th  clause  and  the 
clauses  pointing  out  its  scope,  the 
main  substance  of  the  Bill  was,  in 
fact,  an  endeavour  to  carry  out  the 
recommendations  of  that  Committee. 
For  instance,  the  uniformity  and  classi- 
fication of  charges,  the  question  of  ter- 
minal charges,  and  the  publication  of 
the  terminal  charges;  the  suggestion 
that  the  Bailway  Commission  Court 
should  be  made  perpetual ;  and  the  fur- 
ther suggestion  that  all  questions  re- 
lating to  traffic  by  railways  and  canals 
should  be  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Eailway  Commission  Court — all  these, 
and  others,  were  dealt  with  by  the  Bill, 
following  the  suggestions  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  1882.  Now,  no  one,  in  the 
course  of  the  debate,  had  thrown  any 
doubt  upon  the  legal  competence  of  Par- 
liament to  deal  in  any  manner  which  in  its 
wisdom  might  seem  right  with  the  whole 
question  of  Eailway  Bates.  It  was  the 
undoubted  right  of  Parliament  to  deal 
as  it  might  think  right  and  just  with  that 
or  any  other  question.  But  it  had  been 
suggested  in  the*  speech  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Stirlingshire, 
and  in  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Dub- 
lin University,  that  there  was  no  moral 
right  in  Parliament  so  to  deal  with  these 
matters.  He  (Sir  CharlesEussell)  wished 
shortly  to  point  out  the  reasons  why  he 
thought  that  suggestion  was  by  no  means 
well-founded,  and  that  it  had  both  a  legal 
and  a  moral  right  to  do  so.  In  the  first 
place,  one  fallacy  seemed  to  run  through 
the  arguments  of  all  those  who  repre- 
sented the  railway  interest.  It  had  been 
assumed  that  the  consequence  of  this 
Bill  becoming  law  would  be  likely  to  be 
a  general  reduction  of  existing  rates. 
He  wished  to  suggest  that  one  of  the 
great  objects  sought  to  be  accomplished, 
apart  from  the  question  of  reduction, 
was  reclassification,  it  being  admitted 
on  all  hands  that  existing  classifications 
were  virtually  obsolete,  and  were  not 
symmetrical,  and,  further,  that  they 
should  be  made  easily  accessible  to  the 
whole  public.  But  he  was  not  desirous  of 
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avoiding  the  further  point — ^namely,  that 
not  improbably,  on  this  Bill  becoming 
law,  there  might  be  a  reduction,  and, 
therefore,  a  revision,  q&  to  the  amount  of 
rates.  Was  it  not  within  the  moral  com- 
petence of  Parliament  to  deal  with  that 
question  ?  He  thought  it  was.  As  had 
been  pointed  out  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Biggleswade  Division  of  Bedford- 
shire (Mr.  Magniac),  in  the  Eailway 
Clauses  Act  of  1845,  Section  86,  al- 
though there  were  certain  maximum 
charges  which  it  was  within  the  power 
of  the  Eailway  Companies,  in  certain 
events,  to  charge,  still  they  were  not 
absolutely  entitled  to  charge  those  maxi- 
mum charges  at  all,  because  the  section 
said  that  the  maxima  ''shall  also  be 
reasonable."  But  he  wanted  to  point 
out  further  that,  in  1845,  the  persons 
representing  the  railway  interests  had 
very  clear  notice  given  them,  although 
it  was  unnecessary  from  any  point  of 
view  that  they  should  have  the  notice, 
that  Parliament,  by  conferring  certain 
powers  on  Eailway  Companies,  was 
not  making  a  Parliamentary  contract 
by  which  its  hands  were  to  be  ab- 
solutely tied,  and  was  not  to  be  per- 
fectly free,  always  within  the  lines  of 
justice  and  equity,  to  deal  with  railway 
afiairs  in  the  way  that  the  interests  of 
the  general  public  demanded.  And  if 
that  wa0  the  principle  upon  which  the 
granting  of  these  powers  originally 
rested,  it  was  equally  within  the  compe- 
tence of  Parliament,  if  the  interests  of 
the  public  demanded  a  revision,  to  make 
such  revision.  Express  attention  was 
drawn  to  this  matter  by  Mr.  Stuart- 
Wortley  in  1845,  and  on  his  Motion  a 
Standing  Order  was  passed,  declaring 
that  nothing  in  this  Act — the  Act  of 
1 845 — contained — 

*'  Should  be  deemed  to  exempt  Bailway  Com- 
panies from  the  provinons  of  any  General  Act 
relating  to  railways  which  may  hereafter  be 
passed  during  this  or  any  future  Session  of 
Parliament." 

To  which  Lord  Ho  wick,  now  Lord  Ghrey, 
proposed  to  add — 

**  Or  from  any  future  revision  and  alteration, 
under  the  authority  of  Parliament,  of  the  maxi- 
mum rates,  fares,  and  charges  authorized  by 
thU  Act." 

And  with  that  addition  the  Besolutioa 
was  adopted  by  the  House,  and  became 
a  Standing  Order.  One  very  eminent 
person,  who  had  written  to  the  Press 
under  the  signature  of  the  second  letter 
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of  the  alphabet — his  distinguished  and 
learned  Friend  (Lord  Bramwell) — bad 
given  an  interpretation  of  that  Order 
which,  coming  from  so  eminent  a  man, 
he  yentnred  to  think  was  extraordinary, 
because  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  said 
it  was  quite  true  that  nothing  in  ''  this  " 
Act  contained  should  be  taken  to  exempt 
the  lUiilwaj  Companies  from  future  re- 
vision ;  but  he  diould  be  surprised  if 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Isle  of  Wight  (Sir  Eichard 
Webster)  did  not  agree  with  him  (Sir 
Charles  Bussell)  that  the  Eesolution  he 
had  quoted,  in  tiie  form  in  which  it  was 
recorded  as  a  Standing  Order,  was  not 
an  intimation  of  the  will  of  Parliament 
that  Eailway  Companies  were  subject  to 
the  possibility  of  having  their  Eailway 
Eates  revised  at  any  time,  if  the  need  of 
the  public  required  it,  always  subject,  as 
he  had  said,  to  justiciB  and  equity.     But 
the  matter  did  not  stop  there.     Every 
single  Private  Eailway  Bill  since  that 
period  had  contained  this  clause;  and 
although  he  had  seen  it  stated  that  there 
were  several  Eailway  Acts  of  an  earlier 
date,  he  doubted  very  much  if  there  was 
any  Eailway  Company  which  had  not, 
as  part  of  its  system,  a  portion  of  line 
built  under  the  authority  of  an  Act  or 
Acta  containing  this  clause.   He  wished, 
also,  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
Eailway  Companies  themselves  had  not 
on  previous  occasions  urged  this  claim 
of  vested  rights,  in  consequence  of  the 
powers  granted  to  them  by  Parliament. 
If  they  had  vested  rights,  was  it  proper 
for  Parliament  to  sanction  the  construc- 
tion of  competing  lines?      Again,  the 
owners  of  canals  had  not  complained  of 
their  vested  rights  being  interfered  with 
by  the  construction  of  railways  which 
would  compete  with  them,  and  which, 
in  many  cases,  annihilated  them,  and 
without  any  compensation.  When  Eail- 
way Companies  found  it  to  their  interest 
to  get  their  Parliamentary  powers  altered 
or  extended,  they  did  not  hesitate  to  take 
steps  for  that  purpose.    For  example, 
the  Great  Northern  Eailway  Company 
obtained  from  Parliament  power  to  in- 
crease their  charges  for  the  carriage  of 
coal.     He  trusted  that  he  had  clearly 
shown  that  the  24th  clause  of  the  Bill 
and  the  clauses  connected  with  it  were 
not  only  within  the  legal,  but  also  within 
the  moral,  competence  of  Parliament. 
He  would  now  refer  to  some  of  the  criti- 
oisma  which  had  been  made,  more  or 
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less  in  detail,  on  the  Bill.    The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  late  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  £.  Stanhope) 
showed    too    much   acerbity  when   he 
alluded  to  the  present  holder  of  that 
Office.     Indeed,    he  believed  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  on  recon- 
sideration come  to  the  conclusion  that 
in  his  remarks  he  was  not  generous,  nor 
altogether  fair.     The  right  hon.  G^tle- 
man  said  that  when  the  present  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  found  that 
certain  provisions  of  this  Bill  were  not 
popular  with  the  great  railway  interest, 
he  endeavoured  to  shunt  the  unpopu- 
larity  caused   by  the    provisions  con- 
tained in  the  measure  upon  that  right 
hon.     Gentleman.      In    his    judgment 
there  was  not  the  slightest  foundation 
for  any  such  statement.     When  the  Bill 
was  introduced,  and  when  it  met  with 
very  general  acceptance  in  the  House, 
his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.   Mundella) 
gave  every  credit  to    his  Predecessor 
in  Office  for  the  efforts  he  had  made 
to   deal    with     this    complicated    and 
difficult   question.       He    (Sir   Charles 
Eussell)     understood     the    right    hon. 
Gentleman  to  say  that  at  some  later 
period  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Mun- 
della) discussed  in  public  what  his  Pre- 
decessor in  Office  had  done  in  this  mat- 
ter.    The  debate  on  the  introduction  of 
the  Bill  occurred  in  the  early  part  of 
March ;  but  in  view  of  the  charge  which 
had  been  made,  he  (Sir  Charles  Eussell) 
was  surprised  to  have  his  attention  called 
to  the  fact  that,  on  the  1 7th  of  February, 
in  a  speech  delivered  at  a  public  meeting 
at  Sheffield,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  plumed  him- 
self on  his  labours,  and,  after  referring 
to  its  drafting,  stated  the  main  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill  he  had  prepared.    Tet 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now  said  his 
Successor  in  Office  only  learnt  his  par- 
ticular views  on  this  subject  from  a  pri- 
vate Memorandum.     Why,  with  regard 
to  the  charge,  the  public  report  of  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
the  only  memorandum  that  his    right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Mundella)  had  referred 
to.    [Mr.  E.  Stanhope:  No,  no!]  With 
regard  to  the  proposed  tribunal,  it  ought 
to  be  such  a  Court  as,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  community,  would  be  an  efficient  and 
a  dignified  Court.  He  did  not  know  how 
such  a  result  could  be  more  satisfactorily 
arrived  at  than  by  having  for  its  legal 
head  a  person  who  would  also  have  the 
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dignity  and  the  Btatu9  of  a  Judge  of  the 
High  Oourt.  He  quite  agreed  that  the 
question  of  the  revision  of  rates  at 
fixed  periods  only  was  well  worth  the 
consideration  of  the  House.  But  no  one 
contemplated  a  perpetually  recurring 
revision.  His  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Dublin  Univer- 
sity  asked  whether  there  was  any  autho- 
rity for  any  recommendation  of  a  Oom- 
mittee  on  that  question.  The  answer  to 
that  was,  first  of  all,  that  no  one  sug- 
gested that  the  Bailway  Companies,  to 
any  considerable  extent,  although  they 
might  have  the  power  to  do  so,  charged 
the  maximum  rate.  He  believed  that 
75  per  cent  were  special  rates,  and  rates 
which  were  not  carried  up  to  the  maxi- 
mum. Then,  with  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion as  to  whether  there  was  any  Parlia- 
mentary sanction  for  the  suggestion  of 
revision,  he  might  say  that  Committee 
after  Committee  had  reported  upon  the 
necessity  for  fresh  classification,  and  the 
matter  had  also  been  dealt  with  in  Bills 
brought  in  by  several  of  the  Bailway 
Companies.  Was  it  not  clear  that,  in 
the  classification  of  rates,  the  shifting  of 
some  goods  from  a  higher  to  a  lower 
rate  necessarily  involved  a  revision  of 
the  rates  ?  They  could  not  have  a  Bill 
dealing  with  classification  without  in- 
terfering, to  a  certain  extent,  with  the 
revision  of  rates.  But  he  did  not  base 
the  case  for  the  Bill  upon  that  ground. 
He  based  it  upon  the  broad  ground  that 
the  law  was  in  an  utterly  unsatisfactory 
state.  His  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Magniac) 
and  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Leith  District  (Mr.  Jacks),  and  also  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Newton  Division  of  Lancashire 
(Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross),  were  very  em- 
phatic in  speaking  of  the  necessity 
for  dealing  with  the  Canal  Question. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  felt  that  necessity 
fully,  and  he  would  be  most  willing  to 
accept  a  suggestion  from  anyone  who 
had  any  experience  in  the  matter  as  to 
how  the  Bin  might  deal  with  that  sub- 

i'ect.  His  right  hon.  Friend  would  put 
lis  own  Amendments  on  the  Paper  in 
connection  with  that  point ;  and  he  (Sir 
Charles  Bussell)  was  sure,  as  he  had 
stated,  that  any  suggestions  from  any- 
one in  a  position  to  make  them  would 
be  folly  considered.  The  state  of  things 
with  reference  to  the  questions  of  canals 
was  not  creditable  to  the  country.    It 
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was  quite  true  that  the  Committee  of 
1872  reported  unanimously  against  the 
Bailway  Companies  being  allowed  to 
buy  the  canals ;  and  the  Statute  of  1873 
prohibited  the  purchase  of  canals  by 
Kailway  Companies.  It  was  equally 
true — indeed,  it  was  notorious — ^that 
there  were  Bailway  Companies  which 
had  not  bought  in  the  name  of  the 
Company,  but  had  got  hold  of  the 
shares  of  Canal  Companies,  and,  having 
got  hold  of  them,  had  placed  them  in 
the  names  of  the  nominees  of  Bailway 
Companies.  That  was  a  state  of  things 
which,  if  it  could  be  dealt  with  satis- 
factorily, ought  to  be  dealt  with.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  B.  Assheton 
Cross)  was  the  only  Member,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  two  hon.  Members  who  re- 
presented directly  and  avowedly  the 
railway  view  in  this  matter,  who  ob- 
jected to  this  classification  and  revision. 
These  were  the  observations  which  he 
had  thought  it  right  to  offer.  Many 
of  the  criticisms  obviously  referred  to 
matters  which  could  be  dealt  with  in 
Committee.  He  had,  he  thought,  how- 
ever, submitted  reasons  why  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  should  be  agreed  to. 
Sir  BICHABD  WEBSTEB  (Isle  of 
Wight)  said,  that  he  had  taken  consider- 
able interest  in  that  question.  On  the 
Motion  for  leave  to  introduce  the  Bill, 
he  stated  that,  so  far  as  they  were  con- 
cerned on  that  side  of  the  House,  there 
was  every  desire  to  meet  the  scheme  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  a  perfectly 
fair  spirit;  but  he  also  said  that  it 
seemed  to  him  that  any  measure  of  this 
kind  must  be  founded  on  justice,  because 
it  would  be  exceedingly  wrong  to  en- 
deavour to  pass  any  remedial  measure 
of  this  kind  if  the  measure  was  simply 
brought  in  for  the  purpose  of  redressing 
grievances  from  which  traders  were 
suffering,  without  considering  what  was 
due  to  the  Companies  themselves.  There 
could  be  no  lasting  settlement  of  the 
question  unless  the  interests  of  both 
parties  were  fairly  regarded.  With, 
perhaps,  one  exception,  he  thought  there 
was  no  part  of  the  Bill  which  might  not, 
at  any  rate,  be  allowed  to  pass  the 
second  reading.  The  first  and  most  im- 
portant part  of  the  Bill  was  that  which 
dealt  with  the  Bailway  Commissioners' 
Court,  and  the  remedies  to  be  given  to 
traders  with  respect  to  grievances  which 
did  undoubtedly  exist.  He  believed 
that  nearly  all    the    traders   required 
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could  be  giyen  to  them  without  any 
injury  being  done  to  the  interest  of  the 
Oompaniee,  and  could  be  given  by 
yirtne  of  provieions  quite  apart  from  the 
much-debated  24  th  clause.  He  would 
therefore  suggest  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  that  it  would  be  well  worth  his 
consideration  whether  they  should  not 
have  that  clause  taken  out  of  the  Bill,  and 
have  it  brought  in  as  a  separate  measure. 

S"  No,  no  !"]  He  would  give  his  reasons 
or  ihsit;  and  he  might  say  that  he 
desired  to  approach  the  matter  strictly 
from  an  impartial  point  of  view.  With 
regard  to  the  Commissioners'  Oourt,  he 
had  had  the  great  advantage  of  practising 
on  many  occasions  before  that  tribunal, 
and  he  wished  to  be  allowed  to  pay  his 
tribute  to  the  courtesy,  the  ability,  and 
the  great  application  shown  by  every 
Member  of  the  Ck>mmi88ion  whenever 
any  business  was  brought  before  them. 
It  was  quite  impossible  to  overrate  the 
excellent  manner  in  which  they  had  en- 
deavoured to  do  their  duty ;  and  he  was 
sure  that  every  member  of  the  Bar 
who  had  practised,  and  every  appli- 
cant or  respondent  who  had  appeared 
before  them,  had  come  away  from  the 
Court  with  the  feeling  that  every  Com- 
missioner did  his  utmost  to  consider  the 
question  raised  from  every  point  of  view. 
He  was  anxious  to  say  that  much,  be- 
cause be  was  one  of  those  who  had 
maintained  that  the  tribunal  ought  to 
have  a  legal  President.  He  advocated 
that  view  in  the  interests  of  the  traders 
quite  as  much  as  in  the  interests  of  the 
BaUway  Companies,  as  it  was  only 
by  having  a  strong  trained  lawyer  at 
the  head  of  the  Court  that  they  could 
have  matters  kept  within  a  moderate 
compass,  and  eviaence  rejected  that  was 
not  material  to  the  particular  questions 
discussed.  He  was  perfectly  certain 
that  if  they  could  have  fi?e  years  under 
one  system,  and  five  years  under  the 
oUier,  the  traders  would  be  among  the 
first  to  advocate  the  appointment  of 
a  trained  lawyer  to  preside  over  the 
Court.  In  connection  with  this  part  of 
the  matter,  he  wished  to  point  out  that 
he  had  never  suggested  that  he  should 
like  questions  of  facts  in  these  cases  to 
be  decided  by  lawyers  only.  What  he 
had  maintained  was  this — ^that  certainly 
more  than  half  the  cases  which  had  come 
before  the  Commissioners  were  mere 
questio(ns  of  law.     He  quite  agreed, 
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however,  with  all  hon.  Members  who 
had  spoken  from  that  point  of  view 
that  it  was  most  important  that  those 
who  sat  to  decide  questions  of  fact 
should  be  in  an  equal  position  with  the 
legal  member  of  the  Court,  and  he  saw 
no  reason  why  there  should  be  an  appeal 
on  questions  of  fact.  Some  of  his  hon. 
Friends  thought  there  ought  to  be  an 
appeal  upon  matters  of  fact ;  but  if  they 
had  a  skilled  tribunal  it  ought  to  be 
left  to  decide  matters  of  fact,  even  al- 
though it  might  possibly  go  wrong 
sometimes.  He  would  prefer  to  have 
the  Court  presided  over  by  a  Judge, 
because  he  desired  that  it  should  be  a 
Court  thoroughly  respected  and  of  equal 
authority  with  one  of  the  divisions  of  the 
High  Court ;  and  when  the  Commission 
was  not  sitting  the  country  couldhave  the 
services  of  the  Judge  in  one  of  the  Courts. 
As  to  undue  preference,  he  was  in  favour 
of  enlarging  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Com- 
mission as  far  as  could  be  done  on  the 
lines  of  the  Act  of  1854.  Clause  18  of 
the  Bill  got  rid  of  the  diflBculty  which 
had  been  felt,  as  to  whether  the  Com- 
missioners had  power  to  interfere,  where 
the  only  cause  of  complaint  was  ille- 
gality of  charge,  and  Clause  25  put  upon 
a  Company  the  burden  of  proof  that  a 
charge  involved  no  undue  preference. 
No  one  who  had  studied  the  question 
from  the  traders'  point  of  view,  as  well 
as  from  the  Companies'  point  of  view, 
could  doubt  that  grouping  would  be  a 
very  great  advantage  to  traders.  He 
(Sir  Eiohard  Webster)  himself  had  been 
engaged  in  litigation,  in  which  it  was 
shown  that  not  merely  a  shilling,  but 
even  a  penny  or  a  halfpenny,  in  rates 
would  determine  a  contract.  By  group- 
ing together  the  traders  in  a  district, 
although  one  who  was  nearest  a  port 
would  not  be  personally  benefited,  the 
public  would  benefit,  and  the  traders 
would  benefit,  through  not  being  al- 
lowed to  compete  with  each  other.  Some 
hon.  Members  had  suggested  that  there 
should  be  equal  mileage  rates ;  but  he 
(Sir  Bichard  Webster)  did  not  think 
that  anybody  who  had  any  real  expe- 
rience of  the  matter  could  come  to  any 
other  conclusion  than  that  equal  mile- 
age rates,  compulsorily  applied,  would 
be  a  very  great  misfortune  to  the  trader 
and  the  country  at  large.  Besides, 
grouping  was  wholly  inconsistent  with 
equal  mileage  rates ;  and  all  authorities 
were  agreed  that  equal  mileage  rates 
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were  praeticallj  unworkable.  He  did 
not  admit  that  Bailwaj  Companies  had 
spent  money  iniquitously  in  litigation, 
and  that  thej  had  created  fictitious  stock 
to  meet  that  expenditure ;  and  a  study 
of  the  auditing  of  railway  accounts  would 
show  that  that  was  impossible.  The 
change  to  be  made  by  the  Bill  would 
probibly  not  diminish  the  engagement 
of  counsel ;  and  he  did  not  think  that, 
in  that  respect,  traders  would  gain  much 
from  a  pecuniary  point  of  view.  Having 
thought  over  the  matter  most  carefully, 
he  thought  it  would  be  unwise  to  en- 
cumber the  Bill,  which  otherwise  con- 
tained many  good  pi'ovisions,  by  any 
compulsory  clauses,  such  as  Clause  24, 
which  was  regarded  from  some  points 
of  view  as  a  dause  which  would  reduce 
the  maxima  of  charges.  It  was  true 
that  anomalies  exist^  which  Bailway 
Companies  had  shown  themselves  will- 
ing, to  a  great  extent,  to  redress ;  but 
these  anomalies  were  mainly  due  not  to 
the  facts  that  the  maxima  in  particular 
classes  were  too  high,  and  that  the 
classification  was  imperfect.  If  it  were 
made  clear  to  the  Companies,  as  it 
ought  to  be  made  clear,  that  this  was 
not  an  attempt  to  cut  down  maxima 
rates  and  charges,  and  unfairly  to  re- 
arrange goods  within  these  maxima,  a 
great  part  of  the  objection  to  the  Bill 
would  disappear.  Bailway  Companies 
had  not  been  unwilling  to  deal  with  the 
subject  themselves ;  they  had  introduced 
Bills  last  year,  and  it  was  not  their 
fault  that  they  were  not  proceeded  with. 
He  thought  that  in  a  Bill  which  had 
BO  much  good  in  it  in  regard  to  the 
Bailway  Commission  and  undue  prefer- 
enoe — ^provisions  which,  in  themselves, 
gave  so  extended  a  measure  of  protec- 
tion to  traders — it  was  unwise  to  burden 
it  by  what  was  almost  a  separate  piece 
of  legislation.  To  insert  in  Clause  24 
the  provisions  necessary  for  the  guidance 
of  the  tribunal  would  occupy  the  House 
a  long  time,  and  it  would  endanger  the 
Bill  to  press  the  clause  without  such 
directions.  No  one  denied  the  compe- 
tence of  the  House  to  legislate  as  it 
would,  and  no  one  would  deny  that  the 
House  had  sanctioned  a  scale  of  charges 
-upon  the  faith  of  which  money  had  been 
invested ;  and  it  ought  not  to  interfere 
with  that  scale  unless  it  were  shown  to 
be  a  failure,  or  to  be  based  upon  a  wrong 
principle.  It  would,  therefore,  be  de- 
sirable to  drop  the  clause,  which  gave 
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rise  to  the  greater  part  of  the  opposition 
to  the  Bill,  for  the  sake  of  passing  the 
portion  which  would  really  bring  great 
benefit  to  traders.  By  removing  the 
clause,  and  bringing  it  forward  as  a 
separate  measure,  the  Government  would 
get  rid  of  the  greater  part,  if  not  the 
whole,  of  the  fair  opposition  to  the  Bill. 
The  more  one  looked  at  Clause  24,  the 
more  impossible  it  was  to  see  how  it 
was  to  be  worked  out  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  traders  without  doing  or  contem- 
plating some  injury  to  the  property  of 
those  who  had  invested  money  on  the 
faith  of  previous  Acts  of  Parliament. 
The  question  of  terminal  charges  was  a 
separate  one,  and  he  quite  agreed  that 
it  ought  to  be  distinctly  stated  what  the 
terminal  services  were.  A  contest  had 
been  long  going  on  between  traders  and 
the  Bailway  Companies  as  to  the  right 
to  charge  terminals.  Ever  since  1845, 
in  the  case  of  short  distances,  when  the 
rates  were  unremunerative  without  ter- 
minals, terminals  were  added.  More  than 
one  judgment  had  recognized  the  right 
to  make  these  charges,  and  the  right  was 
upheld  by  the  Court  of  Appeal.  That 
question,  and  the  maxima  of  terminals  to 
be  charged,  might  well  be  dealt  with 
in  the  Bill ;  and  he  saw  no  objection  to 
some  provision  being  made  for  terminal 
maxima  being  laid  down,  and  for  ter- 
minal services  being  classified.  Irrespec- 
tive of  classification,  there  might  be  a  fair 
discussion  as  to  what  were  the  maxima 
which  might  be  applied  to  terminal 
charges,  and  he  did  not  believe  that  any 
Company  would  object  to  a  limit  being 
fixed.  That  part  of  Clause  24  might,  at 
all  events,  be  satisfactorily  dealt  with 
by  legislation.  In  approaching  the 
question  he  desired  fairly  and  honestly 
to  strengthen  the  hands  of  the  Qovem- 
ment,  in  order  to  produce  a  workable 
Bill.  It  would  be  a  very  desirable  thing 
if  the  Bill,  which  it  was  admitted  was,  to 
a  great  extent,  the  production  of  both 
Front  Benches,  should  ultimately  pass 
into  law,  and  without  entering  upon  the 
contentious  matter  of  Clause  24.  He 
trusted  the  House  would  see  there  were, 
in  the  earlier  part  of  the  Bill,  as  in  the 
latter  part  of  it,  matters  well  worthy  of 
consideration,  and  which  ought  to  form 
the  basis  of  sound  and  useful  legislation ; 
and  from  that  point  of  view  he  trusted 
the  Session  would  see  a  most  useful  tri- 
bunal made  permanent,  strengthened  in 
its  authorityi  and  producing  a  feeHng  of 
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relief  and  justice  in  tbe  minds  of  traders 
who  might  appeal  to  it  without  in 
any  way  interfering  unfairly  with  the 
interests  of  the  railways. 

8iK    JOSEPH     PEASE    (Durham, 
Barnard  Castle),  said,  he  thought  that 
the    position    of    the    Bail  way    Com- 
panies, as  regarded  their  disputes  with 
the  public,  was  much  exaggerated,  and, 
as  lie  had  said  before,  very  much  the 
offspring  of  a  want  of  system   in  the 
legislation  connected  with  it,  and  which 
had    prevailed    for    many    years  past. 
The  public  thought  their  interests  were 
served  by  the  encouragement  of  com- 
peting lines;  but  so  soon  as  the   new 
lines  became  a  success  they  arranged 
terms  with  their  older  rivals,  so  that  the 
public  did  not  get  the  benefit  of  com- 
petition.   If  Parliament  had  at  first  laid 
down  some  system  of  railway  develop- 
ment a  great  many  bad  lines  would 
never  have  been  made;  but,  owing  to 
the  large  number  of   duplicate  lines, 
traders  were  paying  double  the  rates 
for  transport  they  need  otherwise  have 
done.     The  principle,   however,    which 
had  been  adopted  was  this — **Let  us 
have  as  many  competing  lines  as  pos- 
sible ;  "  and  the  result  was,  as  in  the  case 
of  a  competing  line  which  had  recently 
been  sanctioned,  no  sooner  was  the  line 
completed  than  the  managers  met  to- 
gether and  the  same  rates  were  charged 
as  before.     It  was  not  true,   as  hon. 
Members  had  said,  that  Bailway  Di- 
rectors were  unwilling  to  meet    their 
shareholders  or  their  customers.     He 
(Sir  Joseph  Pease)  had  been  a  Director, 
he   believed,   almost    longer  than   any 
Member  of  that  House,  and  he  knew 
of  scarcely  any  instance  when  Directors 
had  refused  to  meet  deputations  either 
of  traders  or  proprietors.      When  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Joseph  Cham- 
berlain) suggested  that  the  Companies 
themselves  should  bring  in  Bills  dealing 
with  the  question,  no  fewer  than  seven 
Companies  responded  to  the  invitation. 
He  was  sure  those  Companies  had  no 
desire  to  increase  their  tolls,  or  to  act 
unfairly  to  the  public,  as  they  had  shown 
in  their  willingness  to  introduce  Bills  of 
their  own,  though  he  was  ready  to  ad- 
mit that  the  question  would  be  better 
dealt  with  by  one  rather  than  by  many 
Acts  of  Parliament.    A  good  deal  had 
been  said  about  Canals ;  but  it  ought  to 
be  remembered  that  the  Canals  might 


make  arrangements  with  each  other  and 
with    the    Eailway    Companies    which 
would  prevent  the  public  from  gaining 
by  the  supposed  competition.  A  great  deal 
of  the  present  agitation  had,  no  doubt, 
risen  owing  to  K>reign  cattle  and  corn 
being  carried  at  lower  rates  than  English 
cattle  and  com ;  but  nothing  Parliament 
could  do  would  be  of  any  avail  so  long 
as  the  rates  of  Steamboat  Companies 
were  not  also  dealt  with.    If  any  man 
ought  to  take  a  fair  view  of  the  question 
it  was  himself;  because  he  was  move 
largely  interested  as  a  trader  than  as 
a  Bailway  Director.  Bailway  Companies 
and  those  they  represented  had  a  right 
to   ask  from  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
with  regard  to  the  Bill  what  construc- 
tion they  placed  upon  Clause  24  ?    If  it 
was  to  be  construed  into  raising  one 
universal  and  general  classification,  and 
rates  were  not  to  be  confiscatory,  but 
were  to  be  such  as  would  give  Bailway 
Companies  the  power  of  earning  a  divi- 
dend in  decent  times,  as  they  now  pos- 
sessed,  then   he,  for  one,   wished   the 
Bill  Qod-speed,  and  no  railway  man  in 
his  senses  would   at  all  oppose  such  a 
view — that  was,  if  it  simply  meant  con- 
solidation.   If  it  were  to  be  construed 
by  the  Board  of  Trade  into  a  classifica- 
tion  and  consolidation   which  did  not 
mean  confiscation,  then  there  would  be 
no  reason  to  oppose  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill.     But  if  it  meant  that,   in 
their  wisdom  or  their  unwisdom,  they 
were  going  to  give  the  Board  of  Trade 
the  command  of  the  whole  position,  and 
to   do   everything  it  pleased,  then   he 
thought  that  that  was  contrary  and  de- 
trimental to  the  public  credit  and  in- 
terest, and  to  the  interest  both  of  rail- 
way shareholders  and  of  railway  traders. 
Another  clause  to  which  he  wished  to 
call  attention  was  that  which  referred  to 
the  constant  revision  of  rates.     He  had 
asked  the  opinion  of  many  persons  upon 
this  point,  and  he  found  that  they  put 
no  confidence  in  this  clause  at  all ;  it 
would  be  a  constant  source  of  irritation 
between  traders  and  shareholders,  and 
was,  he  believed,  desired  by  no  one — 
the  rates  once  fixed  should  remain  till 
Parliament  again  thought  right  to  take 
up  the  general  question.    Another  point 
was  the  very  large  number  of  people 
who  were  allowed  to  bring  the  Bailway 
Companies  before    the  Commissioners. 
He  did  not  want  the  number  to  be  re- 
stricted ;  but  he  thought  that  there  ought 
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to  be  some  precaution  adopted,  Buch  as 
requiriDg  some  deposit  to  be  made,  so 
as  to  avoid  frivolous  cases  being  brought 
forward.  With  regard  to  the  Concilia- 
tion Clauses,  no  confidence  whatever  was 
felt  in  them.  Either  the  railway  charges 
were  right,  or  they  were  wrong ;  either 
the  Commissioners  could  deal  with  them 
or  they  could  not ;  but,  by  this  provision, 
every  small  trader  could  come  before  the 
Commissioners  and  have  a  gentleman 
sent  down  who  had  no  authority  except 
to  report  to  the  Board  of  Trade.  It  was 
true  that  there  had  been  Councils  of 
Conciliation;  but  that  had  been  where 
both  parties  had  chosen  an  umpire.  On 
these  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
served;  but  both  parties  had  selected 
him.  The  gentleman  who  was  to  be  sent 
down  was  only  a  reporting  officer,  not 
an  arbitrator ;  if  a  charge  made  against 
a  Company  had  anything  in  it,  it  ought 
to  be  dealt  with  by  an  authoritative 
tribunal.  With  regard  to  what  had  been 
said  as  to  secret  rates,  he  contended  that 
a  reply  was  to  be  found  in  the  Eeport  of 
the  Committee  of  1881,  which  said  that 
there  was  no  such  thing.  A  list  of 
passenger  fares  was  put  up  beside  the 
booking  places,  and  merchandize  rates 
were  also  put  up,  though  whether  that 
was  of  much  service  there  was  consider- 
able doubt,  since  Bradshaw  itself  was 
easy  in  comparison  to  some  of  these  rate- 
books. He  hoped  that  the  right  hon. 
Q-entleman  would  consider  the  points 
which  he  had  referred  to.  For  his  part, 
he  heartily  wished  the  whole  question 
settled.  It  had  kept  railway  officers  and 
Bail  way  Directors  busy  for  several  years 
past ;  and  he  prayed  for  a  fair  and  an 
immediate  settlement. 

Mb.  LI9NEL  COHEN  (Paddington, 
N.) :  I  think  the  commercial  aspect  of 
the  case  is  that  which  we  have  chiefly  to 
look  to,  and  that  we  should  study  the 
prosperity  of  the  country  as  well  as  that 
of  the  railways  themselves.  We  must 
remember  that  at  the  present  time  the 
railways  of  the  country  occupy  the  place 
which  in  former  centuries  was  held  by 
the  high  roads ;  and  if  it  had  been  con- 
templated that  such  a  vast  traffic  was  to 
arise,  it  would  probably  have  been 
thought  the  duty  of  the  State  in  this 
country,  as  it  has  been  in  other  coun- 
tries, to  retain  this  property  in  its  own 
hands,  and  to  expend  from  the  resources 
of  the  Empire  the  funds  necessary  to 
maintain  it,  receiving  the  rates  in  re- 
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turn.  In  the  position  in  which  we  now 
stand,  it  may  be  fairly  stated  that  the 
whole  of  this  legislation  is  called  for  by 
the  various  asseverations  which  have 
been  made  on  behalf  of  trade — namely, 
in  the  first  place,  that  the  trade  of 
the  country  has  been  crippled,  or, 
at  any  rate,  has  not  obtained  its  highest 
development  in  consequence  of  exces- 
sive charges,  and  that  if  the  charges 
were  lowered  our  goods  could  be  pro- 
duced cheaper  and  circulated  with  greater 
facility,  so  that  the  home  trade  of  the 
country  would  be  considerably  improved. 
In  the  second  place,  it  is  cdleged  that 
differential  rates  operate  in  favour  of  the 
foreign  producer,  who  thus  has  the  ad- 
vantage of  lower  rates  both  in  his  own 
country,  where  the  railways  are  the  pro- 
perty of  his  own  Government,  and  in 
ours  also.  Thirdly,  it  is  asserted  that 
canal  competition  has  failed  to  remedy 
either  of  the  grievances  I  have  men- 
tioned, the  canals  being  either  under 
the  control  or  else  the  absolute  property 
of  the  Kailway  Companies.  The  fourth 
grievance  pressed  upon  the  Government 
is  that  the  operation  of  the  Bailway 
Bates  tends  to  confer  an  advantage  on 
certain  districts  of  the  country  to  the 
disadvantage  of  other  districts,  and  to 
twist,  as  it  were,  the  trade  of  the  coun- 
try away  from  its  natural  course.  To 
assimilate  the  rates  which  prevail 
abroad  and  the  rates  which  prevail  in 
this  country — the  Railway  Companies 
in  this  country  being  subject  to  in- 
fluences which  do  not  operate  abroad 
— might  really  assume  something  of 
a  confiscatory  character,  and  it  would 
be  ignoring  all  the  facts  if  we  were  to 
attempt  to  equalize  our  railway  legislation 
to  the  level  of  railway  legislation  abroad. 
What  is  complained  of  by  the  traders  is 
not  so  much  the  high  scale  of  the  rates 
as  their  inconsistency  and  want  of  classi- 
fication, as  well  as  the  want  of  facilities 
given  by  the  Eailway  Companies  for 
the  development  of  the  trade  in  a  par- 
ticular locality.  I  think  I  shall  be  able 
to  show  the  House  that  these  complaints 
do  not  proceed  from  one  branch  of  the 
traders  only,  but  that  they  are  universal. 
I  do  not  know  whether  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  taken  the  trouble  to  peruse  the 
evidence  which  has  been  given  before 
the  Eoyal  Commission  on  the  Depression 
of  Trade  ;  but  it  will  be  found  that  not 
a  single  witness,  except  in  the  shipping 
interest,  was  examined  in  reference  to 
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Bailwaj  Bates  who  did  not  complain 
of  some  act  of  in  justice  on  the  part  of 
the  Bailway  Companies,  not  so  much  in 
regard  to  the  rates,  although  they  were 
onerous  and  prohibitory  in  some  cases, 
as  to  the  inconsistency  of  such  rates. 
Sir  Lowthian  Bell  was  examined  on  be- 
half of  the  iron  trade.  He  is  a  Eailway 
Director  himself,  and  he  admitted,  in 
speaking  of  the  small  amount  of  railway 
extension  projected  for  the  current  year, 
that  the  London  and  North- Western 
Company  are  not  promoting  a  single 
mile  of  railway,  although  we  have  not 
yet  arriyed  at  a  point  at  which  railways 
coyer  the  country.  Probably  that  arrest 
of  railway  enterprize  is,  as  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet opposite  (Sir  Joseph  Pease)  sug- 
gested, due  to  groundless  fears  arising 
from  the  inception  of  this  Bill.  Mr. 
Smitli,  a  Director  of  the  Barrow  Hema- 
tite Iron  Company,  who  are  seryed  by 
theFurness  Bailway  system  and  the  Lon- 
don and  North- Western  Railway,  pointed 
oat  that  the  rates  are  inconsistent  with 
those  which  prevail  in  other  districts — 
such  as  Middlesbrough  and  Wales — 
which  are  served  by  the  Midland  Com- 
pany. That  result  was  owing  to  the 
fact  that  there  had  been  a  combination 
between  the  Hail  way  Companies  which 
seryed  the  district  which  prevented 
the  due  effects  of  competition  from  being 
realized.  Mr.  Smith  told  the  Commis- 
sion that  although  there  had  been  a  con- 
siderable modification  of  the  Railway 
Bates  during  the  last  two  years,  they 
will  not  compare  with  those  charged 
elsewhere,  nor  will  our  rates  compare 
with  those  imposed  abroad,  and  thattrade 
is  thereby  so  much  handicapped  against 
the  foreigner,  because  in  moving  our 
materials  we  pay  much  more  for  the  ser- 
yices  rendered  than  they  do  abroad. 
The  next  witness  was  Mr.  Donaldson, 
who  ctune  from  the  Cleveland  district, 
and  who  said  that  if  the  transit  facilities 
from  Cleveland  had  been  increased  by 
liuid  as  much  as  by  water,  the  pros* 

Cty  of  the  iron  trade  of  Middles- 
agh  and  the  country  generally 
would  have  been  enormously  increased. 
The  Cutlers'  Company  from  Sheffield 
said  that,  notwithstanding  the  number 
of  railways  which  converge  upon  Shef- 
field, they  have  been  of  very  little  ad- 
Tantage  to  the  trade  of  the  town,  owing 
to  the  onerous  rates  which  prevail  in 
reference  to  railway  transit.  The  wit- 
ness wlio  gave  this  evidence  also  said 


that  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  on  the 
heavy  goods  traffic  it  was  necessary  to 
preserve  water  carriage,  but  that,  un- 
fortunately, it  had  been  absorbed  by  the 
different  Railway  Companies.  Another 
witness  gave  evidence  from  the  import- 
ant firm  of  John  Brown  and  Company, 
and  his  statements  were  to  the  same 
effect.  Next  came  a  witness  who  com- 
plained of  the  preferential  rates  charged 
for  the  carriage  of  goods  across  York- 
shire to  Liverpool.  One  extraordinary 
statement  made  by  another  witness  was 
that  Manchester  goods  packed  for  the 
foreign  trade  were  charged  25«.  per  ton, 
while  the  charge  for  the  home  trade  was 
40#.  Distinction  was  thus  drawn  be- 
tween the  Manchester  and  London  trade 
and  the  Manchester  trade  through  Lon- 
don ;  and  to  meet  this  absurd  system  of 
differential  charges  a  practice  had  been 
introduced  to  take  goods  out  of  the  docks 
by  water,  and  forward  them  on  lorries. 
Can  there  be  anything  more  absurd 
than  such  a  system,  and  is  there  any 
wonder  at  the  traders  of  the  coun- 
try complaining  of  it?  There  were 
also  witnesses  from  Manchester,  from 
Galashiels,  from  Preston,  and  from 
Bradford.  The  last  complained  of  the 
differential  rates  from  Hull  and  Liver- 
pool to  Wakefield,  Halifax,  and  Leeds, 
the  rates  being  U.  6(i.  less  than  to  Brad- 
ford. The  next  witness,  Sir  Joseph  Lee, 
a  manufacturer  of  alizerine,  told  the 
Commission  that  it  cost  more  to  take 
alizerine  from  the  banks  of  the  Thames 
to  Manchester  than  it  cost  to  convey  it 
from  Germany.  I  should  like  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  take  up  this  book,  and  another 
which  will  shortly  be  published,  and  to 
read  the  statements  which  they  will  find 
there  from  representatives  of  all  classes 
of  traders.  The  next  class  of  witnesses 
examined  by  the  Royal  Commission  were 
the  agricultural  witnesses.  A  farmer 
from  Northumberland  said  that  he  had 
plaintively  remonstrated  again  and  again 
with  the  Railway  Company  as  to  the  ex- 
cessive amount  of  the  railway  charges 
on  agricultural  produce ;  but  he  added — 

"  It  is  of  no  use ;  they  have  no  opposition ; 
they  have  it  all  their  own  way,  and  we  can- 
not force  them.  I  have  tried  to  bargain  with 
them  ;  but  that  also  is  of  no  use.  It  would  cost 
me  more  to  send  cattle  to  Liverpool  than  it 
costs  people  to  send  them  from  Chicago  and 
New  York." 

These  are  matters  which  I  certainly  hope 
the  Bill  of  the  Government  will  remedy. 
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Another  witness — a  tenant  farmer  from 
the  Isle  of  Ely — said  that  the  Great 
Eastern  Company  charged  him  2«.  a-ton 
more  from  Ely  to  London  than  from 
London  to  Ely ;  and  he  further  showed 
that  the  charge  for  foreign  produce 
from  London  included  dock  hire,  and 
collection  from  the  ship  or  wharf  in 
London  ;  so  that  foreign  produce  carried 
from  London  was  taken  from  the  ships, 
and  conveyed  down  to  the  country  at  a 
considerably  less  rate  than  the  English 
farmer  is  required  to  pay.  There  are 
many  more  statements;  some  of  them, 
if  possible,  even  stronger  than  those 
which  I  have  given  to  the  House.  We 
had  statements  from  two  Gentlemen  who 
were  sent  out  to  America  in  connection 
with  the  Duke  of  Eichmond's  Commis- 
sion. One  of  them — the  Secretary  to  a 
Farmers'  dub— complained  greatly  of 
the  way  in  which  the  Worcestershire 
farmers  are  handicapped  by  the  im- 
position of  heavy  Bail  way  Bates,  and  he 
stated  that  the  trade  in  com  has  gone 
from  Coventry,  because  it  was  impossible 
to  send  corn  from  Evesham  to  Coventry,  in 
consequence  of  the  rates  charged  by  the 
Bailway  Company  who  have  succeeded 
in  diverting  the  trade  to  Birmingham. 
The  next  question  is  the  question  of 
cattle.  We  had  a  witness  from  Dar- 
lington who  told  us  that  home  cattle 
are  charged  at  the  rate  of  £5  I9s,  Sd, 
for  a  small  truck ;  while  foreign  cattle 
are  only  charged  £5  8«.  From  Dar- 
lington to  Manchester  the  sums  paid 
were  respectively  £3  7«.  for  cattle, 
and  £2  14«.  for  sheep ;  whereas 
the  charge  for  foreign  cattle  was 
£2  Ss.  6rf. ;  and  for  foreign  cattle  and 
sheep  indiscriminately  £2  4«.  3d.  No 
history,  I  suppose,  would  be  complete 
without  an  Irish  grievance;  and  the 
Commission  had  before  them  a  feather 
merchant  from  Cork,  who  complained 
that  that  trade  had  been  totally  de- 
stroyed by  the  operations  of  the  Bail- 
way  Companies.  His  theory  was  that  the 
railways  should  be  purchased  by  the 
State;  but,  under  the  present  circum- 
stances, I  do  not  think  that  would  be  a 
practical  remedy,  or  one  that  is  likely  to 
be  resorted  to  by  the  Government.  This 
witness  was  examined  after  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mundella)  had 
brought  in  his  Bill,  and  he  said  he  was 
a  strong  advocate  of  that  measure,  on 
the  ground  that  it  would  assist  private 
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traders  to  help  themselves.  Among  the 
witnesses  there  was  also  a  gentleman  who 
formerly  had  a  seat  in  this  House,  Mr. 
W.  J".  Harris,  now  a  farmer  in  Devon- 
shire. He  told  the  Commission  that  the 
Bailway  Bates  are  relatively  unfair  and 
absolutely  oppressive.  A  farmer  from 
Bishop  Stortford  spoke  of  the  advan- 
tages which  the  foreigner  possesses  in 
the  carriage  of  cattle  and  timber,  and 
he  pointed  out  that  the  farmer  lost 
69.  9d.  per  acre  in  consequence  of  the 
differential  rates.  There  was  also  a 
witness  from  the  coal  trade  at  Wigan, 
and  another  from  Durham,  both  of  whom 
complained  not  of  the  rates  being  ex- 
cessive in  themselves,  but  of  their  being 
unfairly  in  favour  of  the  foreigner.  We 
had  also  the  evidence  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Wolverhampton  (Mr. 
Hickman),  who  has  given  to  the  House 
the  effect  of  his  own  statements.  A  sum- 
mary of  all  this  evidence  tends  to  provo 
that  a  good  case  is  made  out  for  this 
Bill  in  the  interest  of  commerce,  of  trade 
of  every  kind,  and  of  agriculture.  It 
is  absolutely  essential  that  some  change 
should  be  made  ;  and  the  only  ques- 
tion is  whether  the  Bill,  which  I  tope 
will  be  read  a  second  time  by  the  unani- 
mous voice  of  the  House,  will  meet  the 
wants  of  the  traders,  and  get  rid  of  that 
oppression  at  the  hands  of  the  Bailway 
Companies  which  is  the  worst  evil  they 
have  now  to  guard  against.  I  do  not  think 
that  there  need  be  any  apprehension  of 
unfair  treatment  towards  the  Bailway 
Companies  themselves.  In  France  the 
same  system  proposed  to  be  introduced 
into  this  country  already  exists.  The 
evidence  of  some  of  the  witnesses  who 
brought  these  facts  before  the  Boyal 
Commission  has  not  yet  been  pub- 
lished ;  but  it  has  been  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
before  the  Becess,  and  he  would  see 
that  in  France  there  is  a  Conseil 
Infirieur  to  determine  the  rates  which 
are  to  exist  on  a  railway,  and,  once  de- 
termined, they  cannot  be  raised  for  1 2 
months ;  although  they  can  be  lowered. 
They  do  not  become  operative,  however, 
until  they  have  received  the  assent  of 
the  Conseil  8up4rieur.  The  Bailway 
Companies  in  France  do  enjoy  a  certain 
amount  of  prosperity ;  but  they  are  sub- 
jected to  restrictions  very  similar  to 
those  proposed  to  be  imposed  upon  our 
Bailway  Companies  by  this  measure. 
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I  beliere  that  the  fears  of  the  Railway 
Companies  with  regard  to  the  Bill  are 
greatlj  exaggerated,  and  that  they  will 
have  no  cause  to  regret  that  they  should 
be  asked  to  contribute,  even  by  means 
which  they  may  regard  as  a  grievance, 
to  the  passing  of  a  measure  which  has 
for  its  object  the  improvement  of  the 
declining  industry  of  the  country.  I 
come  now  to  one  part  of  the  Bill  to  which 
I  cannot  extend  the  same  meed  of  ap- 
probation and  satisfaction  which  I  have 
given  to  other  parts  of  the  measure. 
I  refer  to  the  2na  section  of  Clause  25, 
and  I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  will 
give  his  attention  to  that  particular 
clause.  At  present  its  terms  are  doubt- 
ful and  ambiguous ;  and  I  am  somewhat 
afraid  that  under  the  operation  of  this 
section  the  Railway  Companies  would 
be  able,  to  a  great  extent,  to  override 
the  beneficial  relief  which  I  believe  will 
generally  be  given  by  the  measure. 
There  ought  to  be  some  more  stringent 
definition  of  the  term  **  undue  prefer- 
ence." The  2nd  section  of  the  clause 
says — 

**  In  deciding  whether  a  lower  charge  does 
or  does  not  create  an  undue  preference,  the 
Commissioners  may,  in  addition  to  any  other 
considerations  affecting  the  case,  take  into  con- 
sideration whether  sncn  charge  is  necessary  for 
the  purpose  of  securing  the  traffic  in  respect  of 
which  it  is  made.** 

That  is  a  very  doubtful  and  ambiguous  sec- 
tion; and  I  am  afraid  that  under  its  ope- 
ration the  Companies  may  get  rid  of  much 
of  the  beneficial  relief  extended  by  other 
sections  of  the  Bill  to  the  public.  Undue 
preference  consists  of  three  things— not 
only  of  that  ordinary  kind  of  preference 
of  one  trader  over  another,  which,  if  it 
does  exist  at  present,  the  Railway  Com- 
missioners have  ample  power  to  deal 
with,  nor  of  that  undue  preference  of  the 
foreigner  over  the  Englishman,  which  I 
believe  to  be  a  just  cause  of  legislation, 
but  it  consists  also  of  that  undue 
preference,  such  as  I  have  alluded 
to  in  the  case  of  Worcestershire, 
where  the  farmer  was  compelled  to 
send  his  com  round  in  a  particular 
direction,  because  it  was  more  econo- 
mioal  to  the  Railway  Company  to  carry 
it  in  that  way.  Now,  I  do  not  think 
that  Clause  25,  to  which  I  refer,  will 
enable  a  grievance  of  that  kind  to  be 
met.  I  have  only  one  word  more  to  say, 
and  it  is  in  mference  to  the  composition 


of  the  new  Railway  Commission.  No 
doubt,  there  are  a  good  many  Members 
of  this  House  who  would  naturally  have 
some  sort  of  professional  attachment  to 
a  legal  tribunal;  but  I  hardly  think  that 
feeling  is  shared  by  the  commercial 
classes  of  the  country.  On  the  contrary, 
I  remember  that  not  long  since,  when 
the  Chambers  of  Commerce  were  called 
upon  to  consider  some  questions,  they  ap- 
proved of  the  composition  of  a  tribunal 
for  settling  trade  disputes,  which  should 
consist  of  the  two  elements,  both  legal 
and  commercial;  and  the  suggestion  I 
would  make  is  that  the  commercial  re- 
presentatives should  not  have  subordi- 
nate, but  concurrent  authority  with  the 
legal  representatives.  Nothing  certainly 
has  hitherto  occurred  which  should  give 
to  the  leg^  Body  any  vested  right  in 
connection  with  the  settlement  of  these 
commercial  questions.  In  reference  to 
this  particular  Bill,  I  think  the  Rail- 
way Companies  have  endeavoured  to 
prove  too  much,  because  they  have 
attempted  to  establish  that  they  have 
acquired  a  monopoly  which  it  is  im- 
possible for  Parliament  to  give  to 
them — namely,  that,  irrespective  of  all 
circumstances  of  trade,  and  of  the 
fluctuation  in  the  value  of  all  things 
which  might  occur,  the  rates  they  are 
entitled  to  charge  should  be  fixed  for 
all  time.  Of  course.  Parliament,  omni- 
potent as  it  is,  has  the  power  to  fix  what 
the  rates  should  be ;  but  unless  some 
consideration  is  displayed  towards 
those  who  are  engaged  in  commerce 
the  trade  of  the  country  may  die  out, 
and  then  there  will  be  nothing  left  upon 
which  to  pay  rates.  It  is,  therefore,  quite 
obvious  that  the  rates  could  not  have  been 
decided  for  ever  at  the  time  the  Rail- 
way Acts  were  framed.  I  think  the 
Railway  Companies,  in  the  outcry  they 
have  made  against  the  Bill,  have  lost 
sight  of  the  certainty  that  any  reduc- 
tion made  in  the  rates  at  which  traffic  is 
carried  has  always  hitherto  led  to  a  re- 
vival of  trade  itself.  When  they  speak 
of  the  difficulties  of  the  trade,  and  the 
necessity  of  fixing  differential  rates  in 
favour  of  foreign  countries,  they  lose 
sight  of  the  fact  that  the  volume  of  the 
home  trade  is  far  greater  than  that  of 
the  foreign  trade,  and  that  much  more 
advantage  is  to  be  obtained  from  it  than 
from  twisting  it  in  favour  of  any  Conti- 
nental trade.  So  far  as  the  new  Railway 
Commission  is  concerned,  I  am  certainly  in 
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favouFi  at  any  rate,  of  giving  some  trial 
to  the  conciliatory  tribunal  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  proposes  to  intro- 
duce ;  and  I  trust  that  the  Amendments 
which  may  be  made  in  the  Bill,  after  it 
shall  have  been  read  a  second  time,  will 
have  the  effect  of  removing  the  prejudices 
which  are  now  entertained  against  it  by 
the  Bailway  Companies. 

Sib  BERNHAED  SAMUELSON 
(Oxfordshire,  Banbury) :  I  must  confess 
that  the  debate  has,  on  the  whole,  very 
much  gratified,  whilst  it  has  surprised 
me.  It  has  presented  a  remarkable 
contrast  between  the  tone  iadopted  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  representing  the  rail- 
way interest  in  addressing  the  House 
to-night,  and  that  of  their  speeches  to 
their  shareholders.  It  will  be  in  the 
recollection  of  hon.  Members  that  cir- 
culars of  a  most  inflammatory  character 
have  been  issued  by  the  Bailway  Com- 
panies to  their  shareholders,  and  not  to 
their  shareholders  alone,  but  to  the 
debenture  holders.  The  circulars  were 
drawn  up  in  terms  calculated  to  alarm 
them  in  reference  to  this  Bill,  and  which 
I  cannot  but  describe  as  greatly  exagge- 
rated. One  would  have  supposed  from 
these  circulars  that  the  entire  interest  of 
the  railway  shareholders  was  to  disap- 
pear, and  that  even  the  interests  of  the 
debenture  holders  were  not  to  remain 
intact.  All  that  seems  to-night  to  have 
resolved  itself  into  the  question  put  to 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
define  the  meaning  of  the  24th  clause. 
Now,  I  mu8t  confess  that  if  I  had  been 
in  their  place  I  should  have  felt  disposed, 
before  issuing  those  circulars,  to  have 
addressed  myself  to  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and  have  asked  him  what 
has  been  asked  to-night— namely,  what 
is  really  intended  by  the  clause  in  ques- 
tion? I  believe  before  the  debate  closes 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  will  be  able 
to  give  us  a  perfectly  satisfactory  an- 
swer to  that  question.  I  shall  be  very 
much  astonished  if  he  does  not  give 
an  answer  which  even  the  Gentlemen  who 
have  been  so  much  alarmed  will  con- 
sider satisfactory.  I  will  take  the  liberty 
of  anticipating  the  speech  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  so  far  as  to  say  that  I  shall 
be  much  surprised  if  his  answer  is  not 
tbat  it  is  far  from  his  desire  by  that 
clause  to  do  anything  to  injure  the  Rail- 
way Companies,  and  that  its  intention  is 
not  to  efiPeot  a  general  reduction  of  the 
maximum  rates  which  Railway  Com- 
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panics  have  power  to  charge,  but  simply 
a  revision  and  re-adjustment  of  a  na- 
ture which  the  Railway  Companies 
themselves  have  admitted  to  be  ab- 
solutely necessary.  They  have  ad- 
mitted that  the  classification  should  be 
revised;  that  the  various  provisions  of 
the  innumerable  Bills  which  have  been 
passed  should  be  consolidated ;  and  it  is 
impossible  that  there  can  be  a  revision 
of  the  classification  without  a  revision  of 
the  rates  accompanying  it.  Then,  if  that 
revision  is  to  take  place,  the  only  ques- 
tion remaining — and  it  seems  to  be  a 
question  to  a  great  extent  between  the 
two  Front  Benches— is,  by  whom  is  it  to 
be  made,  and  when  ?  It  has  been  sug- 
gested by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Horncastle  Division  of 
Lincolnshire  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  that  the 
Railway  Commission  would  be  a  more 
fit  tribunal  for  that  purpose  than  the 
Board  of  Trade ;  while  by  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  late  Attorney  Gene- 
ral (Sir  Richard  Webster)  it  has  been 
urged  that  the  clause  had  better  be  left 
out  of  the  Bill  altogether.  I  should  like 
to  point  out  that  I  have  always  under- 
stood, and  believe  it  to  be  an  admitted 
axiom,  that  legislation,  administration, 
and  judicial  decision  should  not  be  in 
the  same  hands ;  and  if  you  refer  this 
question  to  the  Railway  Commission 
you  will  run  counter  to  that  admirable 
and  well-established  maxim.  As  to 
the  suggestion  of  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  late  Attorney  General,  that 
the  clause  should  be  left  out  of  the  Bill 
altogether  and  another  Bill  introduced, 
I  have  further  to  point  out  that  we  have 
already  tried  that  plan  in  previous  Ses- 
sions, and  have  failed.  The  question  is 
one  which  is,  no  doubt,  of  importance. 
The  Railway  Companies  themselves  ac- 
knowledge that  a  different  classification 
is  required,  and  they  acknowledge  it  in 
a  practical  way,  because  they  adopt  an 
altogether  difi^erent  classification  when 
dealing  among  themselves.  Another 
thing  which  they  may  adopt  is  the 
principle  of  mileage  rates.  No  one, 
with  any  common  sense,  would  propose 
equal  mileage  rates ;  but  there  may  be 
a  system  of  mileage  rates  diminishing 
with  the  distance,  which  would  be  ad- 
vantageous both  to  the  Railway  Com- 
panies and  to  the  traders.  A  system 
of  that  kind  prevails  on  the  Continent, 
and  especially  in  Germany.  I  have  in 
my  hand  a  little  book,  which  gives  the 
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mileage  rates  adopted  in  that  country. 
From  this  little  book,  which  contains 
only  a  very  few  pages,  a  trader  can 
calculate  for  himself  the  sum  he  will 
have  to  pay  for  the  conveyance  of  his 
goods,  no  matter  what  the  description  of 
the  goods  may  be,  from  any  one  station  to 
any  other  station  in  Germany.  I  may 
be  told  that  it  is  possible  to  do  these 
things  in  Germany,  but  that  they  cannot 
be  done  in  this  country ;  but  I  have  in 
my  hand  another  document— an  English 
document — which  gives  a  table  of  rates 
agreed  to  at  a  Conference  of  Kailway 
Managers,  and  known  as  the  Normanton 
Scale,  which  forms  the  basis  on  which 
certain  railways  act  in  the  case  of  goods 
passing  over  more  than  one  railway. 
That,  also,  is  a  scale  of  mileage  rates. 
One  objection  made  to  Clause  24  is  that 
no  directions  are  given  as  to  the  prin- 
ciple upon  which  tha  Board  of  Trade 
is  to  act  in  revising  and  arranging  the 
rates;  but  I  think,  as  is  the  case  now 
with  the  Continental  railways,  it  may 
be  possible  that  by  bringing  the  Com- 
panies and  traders  to  a  Conference,  in 
the  presence  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  an 
arrangement  may  be  arrived  at  which 
will  simplify  very  much  the  work  of  the 
Bailway  Companies  themselves,  and 
which  the  Bailway  Directors  would  be 
able  to  understand.  I  doubt  whether, 
at  this  moment,  they  really  understand 
the  principle — if  there  be  such  a  thing  as 
principle  m  it — upon  which  the  Eailway 
Managers  carry  on  the  traffic  of  the 
country.  If  this  24th  clause  be  the 
only  bone  of  contention  between  the 
Bailway  Companies  and  ray  right  hon. 
Friend  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  (Mr.  Mundella),  I  am  prepared 
io  tell  my  right  hon.  Friend  that 
I  am  expressing  the  views  of  many 
traders,  that  if  any  other  alternative 
mode  can  be  found  by  which  a  clear  and 
intelligible  system  of  classification  can 
be  introduced  for  effecting  the  object 
contemplated  by  the  24th  clause  we 
shall  not  be  sticklers  for  that  clause, 
because  this  matter  of  maximum  rates, 
after  all,  is  of  very  little  consequence 
to  the  g^eat  majority  of  traders.  No- 
body looks  into  a  Bailway  Bill  in  order 
to  ascertain  what  is  the  maximum  rate 
a  Bailway  Company  is  authorized  to 
charge ;  but  what  we  do  care  about  is 
what  we  are  actually  charged.  A  bare 
statement  of  the  maximum  rate  that  may 
be  charged  would  be  of  little  or  no  use, 
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and  the  whole  matter  might  just  as  well 
be  left  alone  if  it  is  to  end  there.  If  we 
are  to  have  maximum  rates  at  all,  they 
ought  to  be  maximum  rates  for  single 
packages,  for  small  consignments,  for 
truck  loads,  and  for  train  loads.  We 
ought  to  have  maximum  rates  adapted  to 
different  circumstances ;  and  unless  we  get 
this,  as  far  as  the  trader  is  concerned, 
maximum  rates  can  only  be  looked  on 
as  an  appendage  to  re-classification. 
Therefore,  I  say  that,  as  far  as  the 
24th  clause  is  concerned,  it  is  reaUy  a 
question  more  of  machinery  than  one 
of  actual  consequence  as  bearing  upon 
the  interests  of  the  traders.  Then,  if 
the  24th  clause  be  the  only  bone  of  con- 
tention, I  hope  I  may,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, have  anticipated  the  views  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and  in  that  case  I 
think  we  may  almost  say  that  we  shall 
have  no  division  on  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill.  But  having  taken  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  interest  in  the  ques- 
tion, as  representing,  to  a  certain  extent, 
the  traders,  since  it  happens  that  I  am 
the  President  for  the  year  of  the  Asso- 
ciated Chambers  of  Commerce,  I  ought, 
perhaps,  to  add  one  or  two  words  on  the 
subject  of  the  Bill  generally.  The  first 
matter  with  which  I  shall  deal  is  the 
constitution  of  the  Bailway  Commission 
as  proposed  by  the  Bill.  For  my  own 
part,  I  see  no  reason  why  the  Bailway 
Commission  should  not  be  allowed  to 
continue  to  exist  as  it  is  constituted  at 
the  present  moment.  I  believe  that  the 
traders  are  thoroughly  satisfied  with  it. 
I  do  not  think  they  care  whether  addi- 
tional dignity  be  conferred  upon  it  or 
not.  What  they  want  is  a  readily  ac- 
cessible tribunal  which  shall  be  cheap 
and  expeditious.  If  it  can  be  shown 
that  by  putting  a  Jud^e  at  the  head  of 
that  tribunal  those  objects  can  be  better 
accomplished  we  would  gladly  accept 
the  proposal  \  but  there  is  one  object 
which  we  are  most  anxious  to  secure,  and 
it  is  this — that,  whoever  is  at  the  head  of 
the  Commission,  the  main  element  of  the 
Commission  shall  not  be  destroyed,  and 
this  can  only  be  effected  by  retaining  at 
least  two  of  the  Gentlemen  who  are  now 
upon  it  as  Members  of  the  new  tribunal. 
If  that  is  done  another  condition  would 
be  also  necessary — namely,  that  the 
three  Gentlemen  forming  the  Commis- 
sion should  be  co-equal,  and  that,  at 
most,  the  Judge  should  only  be  primus 
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inter  pares.     It  cannot  be  expected  that 
the  other  two  Commissioners  should  con- 
sent to  sit  with  him  merely  as  assessors. 
The  powers  of  the  lay  Members  of  the 
Court  and  of  the  President  should  be 
equal,  and  they  should  haye  an  equal 
right    of    expressing    their    judgment 
whenever  there  might  happen  to  be  a 
di£Perence.     Of  course,  superior  dignity 
would  naturally  attach  to  the  President 
of  the  tribunal.     We  should  be  satis- 
fied   if   the    Commission  were  consti- 
tuted as  at  present ;  but  if  it  is  to  be 
changed,  we  think  it  is  necessary  that, 
at    least,   two    of    the  Commissioners, 
who  have  now  acquired  such  great  ex- 
perience, should  not  be  shunted,  but  that 
in  the  future  the  public  should  continue 
to  have  the  benefit  of  their  experience. 
It  is  not  necessary  that  I  should  say 
more  in  reference  to  the  constitution  of 
the  Commission,  as  the  details  will  be 
left  for  the  Committee  stage ;  but  I  am 
anxious  to  express  my  approval  of  the 
extension   which   the  Bill  proposes   to 
give  to  its  j urisdiction.     The  1 8th  clause 
possesses,   in    my  opinion,   very  great 
value  ;  but  I  should  be  glad  to  see  some 
little  alteration  made  in  it.    That,  also, 
will  be  a  question  for  the  consideration 
of  the  Committee;  but  I  may  indicate 
my  sense  of  the  direction  which  I  think 
the  alteration   should   take.      Hitherto 
the  Hallway  Commissioners  have  only 
had  the  power  of  ordering  the  law  to  be 
carried  out  upon  the  cases  submitted  to 
them;    but  it  has  been  beyond  their 
jurisdiction  to  award  damages.    Now,  I 
think   that  if    they  find  that  the  law 
has  been  broken,  and  that  damages  are 
due,  they  should  have  power  to  award 
damages.     That  is  not,  as  I  understand, 
provided  by  the  Bill ;  but  it  is  certainly 
a  provision  which,  I  think,  ought  to  be 
made.    With  regard  to  the  question  of 
appeals,  I  take  it  that  we  are  all  agreed, 
and  that  the  15th  clause  has  met  with 
universal  acceptance.     No  appeal  is  to 
be  granted  on  a  question  of  fact ;  and 
there  is  only  to  be  one  appeal  on  ques- 
tions of  law.   The  late  Attorney  General 
pointed  out  just  now  that,  in  particular 
cases,  the  traders  would  not  be  satisfied 
with  this  limitation;  but  I  venture  to 
say  that  for  one  case  in  which  dissatis- 
faction  would    arise    there  would    be 
hundreds  in  which  the  traders  would 
rejoice  to  know   that  this  is  the  law, 
because  they  are  most  anxious  that  they 
should  not  be  dragged  from  Court  to 
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Court.  Then,  reverting  to  the  24th 
clause,  I  must  say  that,  as  it  stands, 
I  look  upon  the  Board  of  Trade,  in 
these  matters,  as  a  tribunal  of  con- 
ciliation just  as  much  as  I  should  if 
the  word  •'  conciliation  "  were  expressed 
in  the  clause.  What  we  think  will 
happen  with  regard  to  the  24th  clause  is 
this— that  Eailway  Companies  will  send 
in  a  revised  classification,  with  tables  of 
charges  and  rates,  and  traders  who 
have  a  knowledge  of  the  matter  will 
be  consulted ;  an  attempt  will  be  made 
to  reconcile  the  views  of  both  parties, 
and  it  is  only  in  the  last  resort,  where 
either  the  traders  or  the  Eailway  Com- 
panies are  unreasonable,  that  the  Board 
of  Trade  will  exert  its  authority  and 
prepare  a  schedule  of  rates.  But  when 
they  have  done  this  the  matter  will  not 
be  finally  settled,  because  it  will  be 
necessary  that  the  rates  and  classifica- 
tion should  receive  the  assent  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  Parliament  will  represent  the 
Eailway  Companies  as  much  as  the 
traders;  and  if  Parliament  finds  that 
either  the  classification  or  the  schedule 
of  rates  is  unfair  to  the  Eailway  Com- 
panies I  have  every  confidence  in  its 
justice.  I  do  not  believe  that  it  would 
pass  an  unfair  schedule,  even  with  the 
high  recommendations  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.  Then  there  is  the  26th  clause, 
which  deals  with  the  question  of  undue 
preference,  as  in  the  case  of  unequal 
rates  and  charges  for  equal  services. 
Now,  I  think  that  clause  might  be  com- 
pressed into  four  or  five  fines.  The 
2nd  sub-section  of  it,  if  my  right  hon. 
Friend  will  allow  me  to  say  so,  is, 
I  think,  a  very  unwise  one.  I  hope 
that  he  will  be  induced  to  give  it  up.  I 
am  sure  that  the  traders  will  do  their 
best  to  throw  it  out.  I  am  equally 
averse  to  the  next  sub- section,  which 
deals  with  the  question  of  grouping.  I 
do  not  believe  it  is  possible  to  draw  a 
clause  with  respect  to  grouping  which 
would  work  better  than  the  law  as  it  now 
exists.  Grouping  is  a  most  difficult 
question  to  deal  with.  It  is  very  diffi- 
cult indeed  to  say  whether  grouping 
does  or  does  not  produce  an  undue  pre- 
ference. Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to 
five  an  instance  which  is  within  my  own 
nowledge.  The  raw  materials  with 
which  certain  manufacturers  have  to 
deal  are  carried  at  mileage  rates;  but 
when  those  materials  have  been  con- 
verted into  finished  products  they  are 
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carried  at  grouped  rates.  It  is  impos- 
sible, under  such  oiroumstanoes,  that 
some  advantage  should  not  be  given  to 
one  manufacturer  over  another;  but  it 
is  a  very  difficult  case  indeed  to  deal 
with.  The  law  as  it  stands  is  that  no 
undue  preference  should  be  given  by 
group  rates.  In  some  cases  it  would  be 
fair  to  allow  them,  and  in  others  it  would 
be  proper  to  reject  them  ;  and  I  see  no 
reason  for  the  sub-section  introduced 
into  Clause  25  dealing  with  the  question 
of  group  rates.  The  only  other  clause 
on  which  I  desire  to  say  a  word  is  Clause 
28,  which  deals  with  the  question  of 
complaints  to  the  Board  of  Trade  of  im- 
proper charges  by  the  Railway  Com- 
panies. With  regard  to  that  clause, 
there  seems  to  be  a  great  difference  of 
opinion  to-night ;  some  set  great  value 
on  it,  while  others  think  it  cumbrous  and 
unworkable.  I  confess  that,  personally, 
I  have  great  faith  in  the  clause.  I 
believe  that  it  will  prevent  a  great 
deal  of  unnecessary  litigation,  and  that 
it  will  be  of  advant^e  to  all  con- 
cerned, whether  they  be  Railway  Com- 
panies or  traders.  The  business  of  the 
Railway  Companies  is  carried  on  by  ser- 
vants, and  to  a  great  extent  by  irre- 
sponsible servants ;  and  I  am  afraid  that 
some  Railway  Managers  pay  more  atten- 
tion to  the  possibility  of  filching  a  little 
traffic  from  a  neighbouring  Company 
than  they  do  to  serving  the  permanent 
interest  of  their  employers.  I  think 
that  clause  will,  in  the  long  run,  be 
found  of  great  benefit  to  all  parties  con- 
cerned. In  my  opinion,  too  much  im- 
portance has  been  attached  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  canals.  I  am  not  speaking 
about  canals  accommodating  vessels  able 
to  carry  2,000,  or  even  only  500  tons, 
such  as  those  which  are  to  be  found  in 
America.  I  can  fully  understand  the 
utility  of  canals  of  that  kind ;  but  I 
speak  of  the  wretched  little  waterways 
which  we  have  in  this  country,  and 
which  would  never  be  able  to  compete 
successfully  with  the  great  Railway 
Companies.  The  Canal  Question  is,  in 
my  opinion,  of  altogether  secondary 
importance.  There  is  just  one  more 
matter  to  which  the  attention  of  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  should 
be  called.  At  present  the  Railway  Com- 
panies say  sometimes  that  they  are  com- 
mon carriers,  and  at  other  times  that 
they  are  not,  just  as  it  happens  to  suit 
their  purpose.     Great   Railway  Com- 
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panies  refuse  to  carry  coals  unless  they 
are  sent  by  the  coal  proprietors ;  and  in 
other  cases  they  will  not  cany  coals  be- 
tween one  station  and  another.  There 
have  been  cases  in  which  Railway  Com* 
panies  have  refused  to  carry  bricks  be- 
tween certain  stations.  I  think  there 
ought  to  be  one  universal  rule  that  every 
Railway  Company  in  the  Kingdom  is  a 
common  carrier  to  all  intents  and  pur- 
poses, and  is  bound  to  carry  all  goods 
which  can  be  carried  without  injury.  I 
do  not  find  anything  in  the  Bill  to  that 
effect,  and  it  is  an  omission  which 
ought  to  be  supplied.  I  cannot  sit 
down  without  thanking  my  right  hon. 
Friend  for  the  great  trouble  he  has 
taken  in  the  preparation  of  th^  Bill; 
and  I  thank  also  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  under  the  late  Gbvern- 
ment  for  the  share  he  has  had  in  its 
construction.  The  little  passage  of  arms 
which  we  heard  to-night  between  the  two 
right  hon.  Qentlemen  will,  I  am  sure, 
be  soon  forgotten.  At  any  rate,  it  will 
not  be  remembered  by  the  traders ;  and 
I  believe  the  time  will  come  when  even 
the  Railway  Companies  will  regard  the 
passing  of  this  measure,  which  is  the 
joint  work  of  both  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men, with  deep  gratitude  and  satisfac- 
tion. 

Mb.  FORWOOD  (Lancashire,  Orms- 
kirk) :  I  hope  that  the  House  will  allow 
me,  coming  as  I  do  from  a  district  which 
is  largely  interested  in  this  question,  to 
detain  it,  even  at  this  late  hour,  for  a 
very  few  minutes.  I  wish  to  impress 
upon  the  House  the  experience  we  have 
gained  and  the  difficulties  we  have  had 
to  encounter  in  the  district  of  Liverpool 
in  dealing  with  the  Railway  Companies. 
During  all  my  business  experience  we 
have  been  endeavouring  to  induce  the 
Railway  Companies  to  treat  the  large 
traders  of  the  Port  of  Liverpool  with  fair- 
ness and  with  reason ;  but  it  was  not  until 
a  few  months  ago,  when  the  Manchester 
Ship  Canal  was  brought  to  the  front  and 
when  there  was  danger  of  competition, 
that  we  were  able  to  bring  the  Direc- 
tors of  the  railways  which  converge 
upon  Liverpool  to  reason,  and  to  secure 
that  our  representations  shoidd  receive 
every  attention.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
who  moved  the  Amendment  to-night — 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stirlingshire  (Mr. 
J.  C.  Bolton) — spoke  of  the  25th  clause 
as  being  confiscatory,  and  he  strength- 
ened his  remarks  by  alluding  to  the  pro- 
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visions  which  have  been  placed  in  all 
Railway  Acts  sinoe  1844,  when  the  policy 
was  recognized  of  this  House  retain- 
ing a  power  to  revise  the  rates.  Now, 
there  is  no  doubt  that  the  House  of 
Commons  has  a  right  to  revise  rates, 
though,  if  the  question  stood  simply  on 
that  ground,  the  House  might  have  to 
consider  whether  there  might  not  be 
compensation  due  to  the  Bailway  Com- 
panies by  reason  of  any  change  the 
Mouse  might  see  fit  to  make  by  any  such 
revision.  But  if  the  House  will  allow 
me  to  go  back  to  that  date  of  ancient  his- 
tory— namely,  1844 — and  to  regard  what 
was  in  the  mind  of  Parliament  at  that 
time,  they  will  see  that  a  direct  notice 
was  given  to  the  Bailway  Companies 
to  the  effect  that  the  House  of  Commons 
had  a  right  to  revise  both  the  classifica- 
tion and  the  rates  at  any  time  it  might 
think  fit  to  do  so.  If  I  may  be  permitted, 
I  will  read  an  extract  from  the  Ee- 
port  of  a  Select  Committee  of  this  House 
which  was  made  in  1846,  after  the  in- 
troduction of  this  clause  for  the  revision 
of  all  rates.  The  Committee  reported 
to  the  House  that — 

"  Whilst  your  Committee  express  their  regret 
that  the  public  interests  were  so  little  ooDsolted 
in  the  arraDgoments  with  railways  for  so  long 
a  period,  they  see  with  satisfaction  the  com. 
mencement  of  a  better  system  in  consequence 
of  the  Sessional  Order  of  this  House.  Both  in 
this  and  in  the  previous  Session  clauses  have 
been  introduced  into  all  Acts  relative  to  railways 
either  for  the  construction  of  new  lines,  or  the 
extension  of  old  lines  by  purchase,  reserving 
the  power  whenever  it  sliali  be  deemed  neces- 
sary to  revise  and  regulate  the  scale  of  rates 
and  charges ;  and  as  nearly  all  the  great  Railway 
Companies  have  either  obtained,  or  applied  for, 
Acts  for  the  construction  of  new  lines  or  the 
extension  of  old  Hues,  they  have  thereby  en- 
abled Parliament  to  place  them  under  such  con- 
trol and  supervision  as  it  may  be  deemed  ex- 
pedient to  adopt ;  and  they  hope  that  means  for 
securing  the  public  against  oppressive  or  expen- 
sive charges  may  yet  be  adopted." 

That  all  the  Bcdlway  Companies  have 
been  brought  within  the  operation  of  the 
Act  of  1884  is  clear;  because  the  bulk  of 
the  Companies  that  existed  at  that  time 
have  been  either  amalgamated  or  bought 
up ;  and  when  these  amalgamations  took 
place  one  of  the  conditions  of  the  amal- 
gamation was  that  this  power  of  revision 
and  of  considering  the  classification  of 
rates  and  tolls  should  be  conferred  upon 
Parliament.  I  feel  that  the  great  com- 
munity with  which  I  am  connected  is 
very  much  indebted  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
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of  Trade  (Mr.  Mundella)  for  introducing 
this  measure ;  and  I  hope  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  not  listen  to  any 
suggestion  to  omit  the  24th  clause.  11 
the  House  does  not  take  this  opportu- 
nity of  settliog  the  rates  and  their 
classification  by  Act  of  Parliament  we 
know  very  well  that  we  shall  have 
the  matter  postponed  in  all  probability 
for  years  to  come,  and  the  great  value 
of  the  Bill  will  be  lost.  There  is  no  de- 
sire, I  am  sure,  to  trench  upon  the  right- 
ful charges  of  the  Bailway  Companies ; 
but  we  cannot  forget  that  40  or  50  years 
have  elapsed  since  the  first  Railway  Act 
was  passed,  and  a  vast  change  has  since 
come  over  the  commerce  of  the  country, 
and  a  number  of  articles  produced  or 
imported  that  were  then  unknown. 
Many  alterations  have  been  made, 
pretty  much  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Eaiiway  Companies,  and  this  is  the 
first  time  that  the  traders  have  had  an 
opportunity  of  going  before  a  tribunal 
and  placing  their  views  fairly  before  it. 
The  proposal  in  the  Bill  is  a  very  reason- 
able proposal,  merely  creating  a  ma- 
chinery to  assist  this  House  in  consider- 
ing the  matter  itself — merely  enabling  a 
Body  to  make  a  Report  which  should 
come  before  the  House,  when  it  would 
be  for  the  House  to  say  that  the  Report 
was  justified  or  not.  There  is  another 
clause  upon  which  I  wish  to  say  a  word 
—  namely,  that  which  relates  to  the 
question  of  undue  preference.  Now,  un- 
due preference  has  hitherto  been  placed, 
or  rather  considered,  too  much  in  the 
light  of  a  question  between  individual 
traders.  I  do  not  believe  that  the  Rail- 
way Companies  do  show  any  preference 
between  traders.  I  believe  that,  as  a 
body,  they  act  fairly  between  trader  and 
trader;  but  there  are  many  ways  in 
which  undue  preference  may  be  shown. 
It  has  been  shown  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Stirlingshire  (Mr.  J.  C.  Bolton)  that, 
as  regards  the  importation  of  foreign 
meat  and  foreign  goods,  they  are  gene- 
rally charged  a  less  rate  than  the  same 
goods  produced  at  home ;  and  I  maintain 
that  the  same  class  of  goods  sent  from 
one  town  to  another,  no  matter  where 
its  place  of  production  might  be,  ought 
to  be  carried  by  the  Railway  Companies 
at  equal  rates.  There  is  no  reason  why 
goods  brought  from  America,  or  from 
Hamburgh,  should,  when  they  reach 
Liverpool  or  Hull,  be  carried  to  any  in- 
land town  at  a  less  rate  than  the  farmer 
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or  producer  at  that  town  has  to  pay  for 
the  conveyance  of  his  goods.  Let  me 
take  a  particular  instance.  It  is  not  fair 
that  steel  produced  in  Sheffield,  and  re- 
quired for  the  construction  of  ships  at 
Liverpool,  should  be  charged  one  rate, 
while  steel  sent  from  Sheffield  to  Liver- 
pool for  exportation,  and  intended  for  the 
construction  of  the  ships  abroad,  should 
pay  another  rate?  Why  should  a  different 
rate  be  paid  for  British  material  required 
for  home  manufacture  than  that  which 
the  foreigner  who  desires  to  import  it  from 
England  has  to  pay  ?  So  far  as  I  read 
the  25th  clause,  it  appears  to  me  to  con- 
tain a  mere  pitfall  for  traders.  It  speaks 
of  undue  preference  for  ''  the  same,  or 
similar  goods,"  and  'Hhe  same,  or  similar 
services."  Those  are  yery  ambiguous 
terms.  What  are  similar  services  in  the 
case  of  goods  which  come  from  foreign 
ports,  in  connection  with  which  there  is 
a  through  rate,  and  which  are  to  be 
sent  to  some  place  in  the  interior? 
What,  in  such  a  case,  are  to  be  re- 
garded as  similar  services?  There  is 
another  sub-section  in  Clause  25  which 
says,  that  in  deciding  whether  a  lower 
charge  does,  or  does  not,  create  an  un- 
due preference,  the  Oommissioners  may, 
in  addition  to  any  other  considerations 
affecting  the  case,  take  into  considera- 
tion whether  such  charge  is  necessary 
for  the  purpose  of  securing  the  traffic 
in  respect  of  which  it  is  made.  That 
makes  the  whole  matter  very  easy  for 
the  Bailway  Companies,  who  will  at 
once  say — **  Unless  we  charge  the  fo- 
reign producer  less  than  the  home  pro- 
ducer we  shall  not  secure  the  traffic,  and, 
therefore,  we  are  justified  in  making 
a  reduction."  What  we  should  do  is 
this.  The  Bill  proposes  to  constitute 
an  able,  impartial,  and  excellent  tribu- 
nal ;  and  the  clause  should  be  so  drawn 
that,  whenever  it  is  shown  that  a  Itail- 
way  Company  is  affording  undue  pre- 
ference to  any  place  or  trade,  or  to  any 
article,  it  shoula  be  left  to  that  tribunal, 
untrammelled  and  without  any  condi- 
tions or  restrictions,  to  hear  the  evidence 
and  decide  on  the  matter  whether  there 
has  been  any  undue  preference  or  not. 
There  are  many  ways  in  which  undue 
preference  may  be  shown,  and  there  is 
one  which  adds  a  very  large  sum  to  the 
cost  of  carriage  in  this  country — I  mean 
the  system  of  railway  agency.  The  Rail- 
way Companies  have  made  terms  with 
the  carriers  who  formerly  carried  by  the 
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high  roads.  They  have  given  to  these 
firms  a  considerable  rebate,  amounting, 
I  am  told,  to  3«.  a  ton,  by  way  of  com- 
mission upon  the  railway  charges ;  and 
I  happen  to  know  that,  in  many  in- 
stances, these  agents,  for  the  purpose  of 
securing  the  business,  have  divided  that 
rebate  which  they  receive  horn,  the  Hail- 
way  Companies  with  the  senders  of  the 
goods.  Surely,  that  is  an  indirect  means 
of  affording  an  undue  preference.  I  hope 
that  the  clauses  will  be  so  drawn,  when 
the  Bill  leaves  the  Committee,  as  to  pre- 
vent undue  preference  not  only  between 
different  individual  traders,  but  between 
the  community  at  large.  I  do  not  ad- 
vocate equal  mileage  rates ;  I  think  that 
is  an  impossibility;  but  where  two  towns 
are  equi-distant  from  a  third  town,  there 
ought  to  be  some  means  of  bringing  the 
circumstances  of  any  difference  of  rates 
and  charges  before  the  Commission,  and 
of  letting  that  tribunal  decide  whether 
any  reason  exists  for  giving  preferential 
rates  to  one  town  over  another.  I  hope 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  will  persevere 
with  the  measure  as  it  stands,  and  will 
be  prepared  to  strengthen  it  in  Com- 
mittee. 

Mb.  THOROLD  ROGERS  (South- 
wark,  Bermondsey) :  I  rarely  take  part 
in  a  railway  debate ;  but  I  feel  called 
upon  to  do  80  on  this  occasion,  consider- 
ing the  very  important  facts  which  have 
been  put  before  the  House.  I  think  the 
House  ought  to  consider  the  matter  very 
carefully  before  it  interferes  with  the 
£800,000,000  of  capital  invested  in  rail- 
way enterprize,  on  which,  I  believe,  an 
average  dividend  of  4  per  cent  is  paid. 
Now,  I  think  it  is  a  matter  for  serious 
consideration — it  is  not  worth  while  to 
go  into  all  the  particulars,  which  are 
better  adapted  for  Committee — but  I 
think  it  is  a  matter  for  g^ave  considera- 
tion whether  the  House  has  intelli- 
gently made  up  its  mind  upon  the 
second  reading  of  a  Bill  which  deals 
with  such  enormous  interests — interests 
so  extremely  divided  that  I  am  told  a 
very  large  part  of  the  saving  classes  of 
the  country  have  invested  their  capital 
in  railway  undertakings.  Are  we,  then, 
to  pass  so  important  a  measure  without 
full  and  adequate  consideration,  or,  at 
any  rate,  with  something  beyond  the 
pitiful  and  peddling  debate  we  have  had 
to-night  ?  There  has  been  a  very  omi- 
nous combination  between  the  two  Front 
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Bencliea  on  this  occasion  which  seems  to 
bode  no  good.  We  bare  heard  amicable 
words — of  course  with  the  necessary 
amount  of  vinegar  infused  into  them — 
pass  between  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  and 
his  Predecessor  in  Office.  But  I  heard 
with  some  astonishment  that  there  were 
secret  communications  that  had  be^i 
indecently  revealed.  I  should  hare 
thought  that  in  a  matter  of  such  deep 
public  interest  there  could  be  no  secret 
communications  at  all ;  and  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  E.  Stan- 
hope), who  I  see  is  asleep,  had  developed 
something  which  was  likely  to  be  useful 
in  the  national  interests,  I  should  have 
imagined  that  he  would  not  be  so 
mightily  particular  about  its  being  com- 
municated by  his  Successor.  The  fact 
is,  that  this  is  a  matter  of  the  gravest 
interest ;  and,  as  I  said  before,  when  I  see 
the  two  Front  Benches  united  upon  any 
general  line  of  action,  I  am  disposed  to 
believe  that  the  public  interest  is  likely 
to  suffer,  and  is  in  danger  of  being 
sacrificed  either  to  a  panic,  or  to  the 
cupidity  of  the  traders  and  agricul- 
turists. The  hon.  Member  opposite 
the  Member  for  North  Paddington  (Mr. 
L.  Oohen)  has  been  merciful  to  the 
House.  He  had  before  him  the  whole 
of  the  evidence  which  had  been  given 
before  the  Royal  Commission  upon  the 
Depression  of  Trade ;  but  he  had  read 
voluminous  extracts  from  that  evidence, 
and  the  gloomy  views  expressed  in  it 
are  only  what  we  might  have  expected. 
The  inquiry,  however,  shows  that  the 
intelligence  of  the  witnesses  must  have 
been  incomparably  higher  than  the  in- 
telligence of  the  Commission.  I  would 
warn  the  House  against  the  inexpe- 
diency, in  a  crisis  like  this,  of  sacrificing, 
or  running  the  risk  of  sacrificing,  an 
enormous  interest  which  has  been  created 
in  favour  of  the  saving  classes,  in  order 
to  assist  in  allaying  a  temporary  panic 
among  the  trading  classes.  I  certainly 
believe  that  the  panic  itself  has  been 
mightily  exaggerated.  I  am  quite  ready 
to  admit  that  the  Manchester  cotton 
spinners  are  badly  o£P,  and  if  the  time 
were  suitable  I  could  give  a  reason  for 
it.  I  believe,  further,  that  the  coal  and 
iron  industries,  except  in  the  case  of 
intelligent  men  like  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Banbury  (Sir  Bern  bard 
Samuelson),  are  suffering,  and  I  think  a 
good  case  could  be  made  out  to  show 
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that  the  agricultural  interest  is  in  a 
state  of  great  depression ;  but  the  de- 
pression  is  either  temporary  or  remedial. 
I  do  not  believe  that  the  great  mass  of 
the  industry  of  the  country  is  in  a  state 
of  depression.  I  find  that  pauperism  is 
decreasing  ;  that  the  deposits  in  the 
savings'  banks  are  increasing ;  and  that, 
on  the  whole,  the  extra  peony  of  Income 
Tax  produces  as  much  as  it  did  before. 
Of  course,  I  shall  be  told  that  the  officials 
at  Somerset  House  look  after  it  more 
sharply  than  they  did.  That,  no  doubt,  is 
one  of  the  explanations  the  panic- 
mongers  are  always  prepared  to  offer ; 
but  I  believe  that  one  of  the  most  mis- 
chievous things  which  has  occurred  in 
this  country  is  the  incessant  declamation 
about  the  depression  of  trade,  and  that 
if  the  facts  were  really  known  it  would 
be  found  that  the  public  at  large  have 
been  gulled.  I  am  compelled  to  conclude 
that  we  ought  to  look  with  a  certain 
amount  of  caution  at  the  expedients 
which  are  unquestionably  resorted  to  in 
order  to  maintain  a  rapidly  declining 
prosperity.  [  Cries  of  "  Question !  "J 
With  all  my  heart,  I  will  come  to  the' 
question  at  once,  and  I  think  that  I  shall 
considerably  astonish  some  people.  I  am 
neither  a  Eailway  Director,  nor  do  I  own 
any  notable  quantity  of  Stock ;  I  have 
a  little  Debenture  Stock ;  but  that  would 
be  quite  safe,  even  if  the  country  G-en- 
tlemen  robbed  the  railways  of  all  their 
dividends.  I  speak,  therefore,  as  one 
who  is  in  an  absolutely  secure  condition, 
and  able  to  speak  as  a  disinterested  per- 
son. I  say,  then,  that  we  ought  to  con- 
sider seriously  before  dealing  with  the 
matter  in  a  way  which  may  result  in  the 
destruction  or  injury  of  an  interest  which 
is  so  widely  distributed— more  widely,  I 
believe,  than  anything  which  is  known 
in  the  shape  of  property  in  this  country 
except  Consols,  whether  the  adoption 
of  a  Bill  of  this  character  would  seriously 
affect  Eailway  St^ock.  I  have  been  told 
that  about  25«.  a  month  is  the  average 
receipt  of  every  railway  shareholder. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Stirlingshire  (Mr. 
J.  C.  Bolton)  and  other  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  are  large  shareholders  in  Bail  way 
Companies  have  spoken  in  the  interests 
of  those  Companies ;  and  having  these 
serious  facts  before  them,  I  think  the 
House  might  hesitate  and  determine  be- 
fore they  took  action  whether  the  course 
they  are  asked  to  adopt  is  likely  to  in- 
fluence interests  which  are  so  widely  dis- 
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tributed  and  so  markedly  adrantageous 
to  the  country.    I  think  it  likely  that  a 
ffood  deal  of  panic  has  been  raised  by 
the  Chairmen  of  the  various  Bailways, 
and  I  cannot  help  noticing  that  even  the 
proposal  of  my  right  hon.Friend,  follow- 
ing upon  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  who  substantially 
agrees  with  it,  has  brought  about  a  panic 
among  the  holders  of  stock  which  is  cer- 
tain to  be  taken  advantage  of  by  the 
bulls  or  the  bears  on   the  Stock  Ex- 
change,   and   which    might    yet  bring 
about  a  considerable  diminution  in  the 
resources   of   the    holders    of  railway 
stock.    How  does  it  come  to  paes  that  the 
Railway  Companies,  with  £800,000,000 
of  capital,  only  divide,  as  I  understand, 
4  per  cent  a-year  ?    It  is  a  very  small 
dividend  for  a  trading  company, with  all 
sorts  of  risks  and  with  every  conceivable 
contingency  for  diminishing   tbe   divi- 
dend—[An  hon.  Member:  They  have  a 
monopoly] — ^I  admit  the  monopoly,  and 
I  will  say  a  word  about  that  presently. 
The    Railway  Companies  are   trading 
companies  who  are  involved  in  all  sorts 
of  risks  and  who  have  a  constant  neces- 
sity for  keeping  their  stock  in  good  con- 
dition.    It  is  extraordinary  that  such 
trading  companies  find  themselves  un- 
able to  divide  all  round  more  than  4  per 
cent  a-year.      I  fancy  that  any   hon. 
Gentleman  engaged  in  business,  after 
deducting,  as    is    always    done,  5  per 
cent  on   the    capital  employed  in  the 
business,   would    think  4    per   cent  a 
very  small    margin    of  profit.     Then, 
how  does  it  come  to  pass  that  4  per 
cent    is    the    average    dividend    upon 
English  railway  stock?    I  think  it  is 
due  to  the  action  of  Parliament.     In- 
deed, I  am  perfectly  certain  that  it  is. 
If  the   Railway   Companies  had   been 
carrying  goods  and  carrying  passengers 
like  the  American  railways,  even  when 
we  know  that  the  American  stock  is  well 
watered,  and  if  they  received  the  same 
profits,  there  would  be  little  to  complain 
of.     I  have  been  in  America  myself,  and 
I  have  been  a  spectator,  although  I  had 
nothing  to  do  with  it,  of  the  railway 
management  of  that  country.   The  Rail- 
way Companies  might,  I  think,  have 
made  provision  for  the  reduction  of  rates 
and  cnarges  payable  for  services  ren- 
dered if  it  had  not  b«en  for  the  action  of 
Parliament  itself.      What   has  Parlia- 
ment done  ?    In  the  first  place,  it  has 
exacted  prices  for  land  which  are  abso- 
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lutely  unreasonable.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
in  this  House  and  noble  Lords  in 
** another  place"  sold  their  votes  for 
compensation.  [  Cries  o/  *  *  No ! "]  Hon. 
Gentlemen  who  say  **  No !  "  are  not  old 
enough  to  recollect  it.  [  Cries  of  **  Ques- 
tion!"] You  want  to  know  how  it 
comes  to  pass  that  railway  stock  does 
not  pay  a  reasonable  dividend.  [An 
hon.  Member  :  No ;  we  do  not  want  to 
know.]  Of  course  you  do  not  want  to 
know,  because  you  are  bound  to  con- 
tinue robbing  them  now,  just  as  you 
robbed  them  before. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  expression 
used  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  ia  not  a 
proper  one. 

Mr.    THOROLD   ROGERS:   Upon 
your    ruling,  Sir,  I  withdraw  the  ex- 
pression at   once,  so  far  as    the    pre- 
sent generation  is  concerned.     [_Crtes  of 
''Divide!"]      If   hon.    Members    will 
only  be  patient,  I  am  trying  to  explain 
how   it    comes    to    pass    that  railway 
stock    has    been   injured    and   railway 
dividends  have  been  so  small,  while,  at 
the  same  time,  the  railway  charges  have 
been  high.     It  must  be  borne  in  mind 
that  there  has  been  a  vast  amount  of 
legal  charge  borne  by  the  Railway  Com- 
panies.    That  legal  charge  has  been  re- 
ferred to  more  than  once ;  and  here  I 
cannot  help  saying  that  although,    no 
doubt,  the  expenses  of  prosecuting  a  Bill 
before  a  Parliamentary  Committee  up- 
stairs are  very  high,  I  altogether  differ 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the 
value  of  our  Parliamentary  Committees. 
I  never  heard  any  person  connected  with 
railways  express  the  slightest  doubt  that 
a  Parliamentary    Committee    was   the 
most  just  and  fair,  and,  on  the  whole, 
the  most  useful  tribunal  we  could  have. 
I  have  heard  Members  who  represent 
the  railway  interest  allege  that  nothing 
could  be  more  injurious  to  that  interest 
than  to  talk  of  the  Parliamentary  Com- 
mittees— Committees  appointed  by  both 
Houses — as  anything  like  a  subordinate 
institution.     I  have  sat  on  many  of  these 
Committees  myself,  and  I  have  got  very 
little  more  than  trouble  for  my  pains ; 
but  I  am  convinced  that  all  the  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  and  all  the  Members 
of  the  other  House  who  have  devoted 
themselves  to  that  kind  of  work  have 
done  the  greatest  service  to  the  country 
and  to  their  fellow- beings.     Well,  as 
the  property  of  the  Railway  Companies 
has  been  created  in  ibis  way  by  Act  of 
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Parliament,  is  it  just  for  hon.  Members 
opposite  and  others  to  seize  this  oppor- 
tunity, when  we  are  talking  about  the 
rights  of  other  kinds  of  property  created 
in  a  much  more  doubtful  fashion,  for  re- 
ducing the  rights  of  this  particular  pro- 
perty by  an  Act  of  the  Legislature, 
simply  because  they  believe  that,  cer- 
tain interests  being  depressed,  it  is  ne- 
cessary, in  consideration  of  those  in- 
terests, to  rob  others  ?  I  think  that  this 
question  is  one  which  calls  for  the 
grayest  possible  consideration.  Though, 
for  one,  I  am  perfectly  prepared  to  sup- 
port the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  I 
shall,  as  a  matter  of  duty,  and  as  bear- 
ing on  a  question  that  I  have  constantly 
followed  out  in  my  work  upon  Commit- 
tees upstairs,  watch  every  part  of  the 
Oommittee  stage  of  the  measure,  with 
the  view  of  preventing  a  large  mass  of 
Her  Majesty's  subjects  from  being  de- 
prived by  some  operation  of  the  law  of 
their  dividends,  in  consideration  of  the 
interests  of  manufacturers,  traders,  and 
agriculturists. 

The  PEESIDENT  of  thr  BOAED 
OF  TEADE  (Mr.  Mundblla)  (Sheffield, 
Brightside):  I  think  the  whole  House 
would  regret,  whether  they  are  traders, 
manufacturers,  or  agriculturists,  to  do 
anything  which  would  bear  unfairly  on 
the  dividends  of  railway  shareholders. 
The  object  of  the  measure  we  have  now 
under  consideration  is  not  to  depreciate 
the  property  of  any  class  of  the  com- 
munity. It  is  rather  to  make  those 
rreat  highways,  the  railways,  as  Mr. 
Oardwell  once  said,  as  free  and  as  useful 
to  the  people  as  the  Queen's  highway, 
and  to  make  them  as  accessible,  as 
useful,  and  as  valuable  in  promoting 
the  best  interests  of  the  community.  I 
have  very  little  to  complain  of  in  the 
criticisms  which  have  been  passed  upon 
the  Bill.  There  hss  been  a  great  deal 
in  the  debate  this  evening  which  is  a 
source  of  gratification  to  me.  My  hon. 
Friend  who  introduced  the  Motion  (Mr 
J.  C.  Bolton),  of  course,  did  so  in  a  speech 
which  put  as  strongly  as  possible  the 
side  of  those  who  represent  the  Eailway 
Companies  in  this  House.  In  that  Ee- 
solution  my  hon.  Friend  expresses  his 
willingness,  and,  indeed,  his  eagerness, 
to  see  the  very  kind  of  legislation  which 
this  Bill  aims  at  accomplishing.  His 
Sesolution  says — 

"That  while  this  House  deeires  legislation 
with  the  object  of  secoring  uniformity  of  classi- 
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floation  of  merohandiBe  conveyed  by  railway, 
the  consolidation  of  the  toll  powers  of  Eailway 
Oompanies  and  such^^ther  modifications  of  the 
existing  law  as  experience  has  shown  to  be 
nsefal  and  necessary." 

Well,  that  is  exactly  what  we  are  seek- 
ing to  effect  by  this  Bill.  We  are  seeking 
for  that  uniformity  of  classification  ;  we 
are  seeking  for  merchandize  to  be  con- 
veyed in  such  a  way  as  to  secure  the 
advantage  of  the  community;  we  are 
seeking  for  the  consolidation  of  the  toll 
powers  of  the  Eailway  Companies,  and 
for  such  other  modifications  of  the  ex- 
isting law  as  experience  shows  to  be 
usef^  and  necessary.  There  is  nothing 
in  the  measure  before  the  House  that  is 
contrary  to  the  spirit  of  my  hon.  Friend's 
Eesolution ;  and  as  for  the  apprehensions 
which  he  has  expressed,  they  are  not 
warranted  by  anvthing  within  the  four 
comers  of  the  BiU.  My  hon.  Friend,  in 
his  opening  statement,  complained  that 
theEailway  Commission  wasnot  intended 
to  do  justice  between  the  litigant  parties 
with  whom  they  have  to  deal ;  but  that 
what  was  really  desired  was  that  it 
should  really  do  injustice  to  the  Eailway 
Companies,  and  promote  the  interests  of 
the  traders,  and  that  something  which  I 
myself  had  said  in  introducing  the  Bill 
warranted  him  in  making  that  imputa- 
tion. Now,  what  was  it  that  I  said? 
What  I  really  said  with  respect  to  the 
Eailway  Commission  was  that  we  pro- 
pose to  give  it  more  extensive  powers, 
that  its  powers  hitherto  have  been  too 
restricted;  that  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Commission  has  been  considerably  limited 
since  its  appointment  by  the  action  of 
the  Courts  of  Law ;  and  that,  through 
the  power  which  those  Courts  possess  of 
limiting  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commis- 
sioners by  prohibition,  and  certiorari  the 
usefulness  of  the  Commission  has  been 
impaired,  but  that,  nevertheless,  they 
have  really  done  good  service  to  the  com- 
munity, I  am  at  a  loss  to  know  what  my 
hon.  Friend  finds  in  that  statement  that 
is  a  reflection  on  the  Eailway  Commis- 
sion. We  acknowledge,  as  has  been 
handsomely  done  on  both  sides,  the 
great  services  which  the  Commission 
has  rendered ;  and  we  are  only  anxious 
that  the  Commission  should  do  further 
service.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
preceded  me  at  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope),  if  he  will  allow  me  to 
quote  his  words,  said  that— 

"  The  Oommission  has  done  excellent  service  ; 
hut  what  we  have  to  oomphdn  of  is  that  It  has 
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not  enough  power,  and  it  wonld  do  more  if  it 
had  greater  power." 

That  is  precisely  the  object  of  the  Bill, 
to  which  I  think  the  House  has  given  a 
most  fayourabie  reception.  My  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  J.  C.  Bolton)  objects  to 
Local  Authorities  having  a  locus  standi 
before  the  Commission.  I  should  like 
to  ask  on  what  reasonable  ground  can 
an  objection  be  taken  to  the  propoeal 
made  in  the  13th  clause  that  Local  Au- 
thorities should  have  the  right  to  appear 
before  the  Eail  way  Commission,  although 
they  may  be  directly  suffering  damage  ? 
My  hon.  Friend  complains  that  the 
Board  of  Trade  proposes  to  give  certifi- 
cates to  those  local  associations— associa- 
tioos  of  traders  or  agriculturists— which 
are  not  Corporate  Bodies.  Now,  it  is 
well  known  that  the  Chambers  of  Agri- 
culture are  not  incorporated  societies, 
and  there  ought  to  be  some  guarantee 
tiiat  they  are  hondfide  associations  when 
they  come  before  the  Kail  way  Commis- 
sioners to  prosecute  their  claims;  and 
in  order  that  some  half-dozen  persons 
should  not  call  themselves  a  Chamber  of 
Commerce  or  of  Agriculture,  it  is  con- 
sidered necessary  that  the  Board  of 
Trade  should  give  a  certificate  that  they 
are  a  proper  Body  to  prosecute  their 
complaint  before  the  Bail  way  Commis- 
sion. I  cannot,  therefore,  see  on  what 
ground  my  hon.  Friend  could  object  to 
that. 

Mr.  J.  C.  BOLTON:  I  did  not 
object. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  I  am  glad  to  hear 
my  hon.  Friend  say  that  he  does  not 
object;  but  my  hon.  Friend  said  that 
the  Local  Authorities  might  come  before 
the  Commission  and  put  the  Eail  way 
Companies  to  considerable  expense,  and 
that,  after  all,  the  expense  would  have 
to  come  out  of  the  rates,  whereby  the 
Companies  would  probably  have  to  defray 
them. 

Mr.  J.  C.  BOLTON :  What  I  said 
was,  that  I  did  not  care  how  many  of 
these  associations  were  entitled  to  pro- 
secute the  Bailway  Companies,  provided 
they  had  to  pay  their  own  expenses; 
bat  I  objected  to  the  right  being  con- 
£8rred  on  Corporate  Bodies  to  prosecute 
the  Bailway  Companies  at  the  expense 
of  somebody  else. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA :  My  hon.  Friend 
stated  that  the  Bailway  Companies  paid 
the  larger  part  of  the  rates,  and  the  re- 
sult mi^ht  be  the  Bailway  Companies 
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would  be  prosecuted  by  the  Local  Auiho- 
rities,  and,  in  any  case,  would  have  to 
pay  the  larger  part  of  the  costs  awarded 
against  the  Local  Authorities.  There 
never  was  a  greater  mistake  than  that. 
The  Bailway  Companies  only  pay  a  little 
over  £1,250,000  out  of  some  £40,000,000 
of  rates,  and  no  Local  Authority  would 
go  before  the  Bailway  Commissioners 
without  paying  their  fair  share  of  the 
costs.  I  tdke  the  sum  paid  from  a  letter 
which  appeared  in  The  Times  yesterday, 
and  in  which  the  writer  states  the  sums 
which  have  been  paid  in  parochial  rates 
and  taxes  by  the  Bailway  Companies 
during  the  last  13  years.  The  conten- 
tion, therefore,  of  my  hon.  Friend  can- 
not hold  water ;  and,  so  far  from  taking 
exception  to  a  locus  standi  being  given  to 
these  Bodies  before  the  Bailway  Com- 
mission, I  hope  that  the  House  will 
stand  at  least  by  that  clause.  My  hon. 
Friend  also  objects  not  only  to  Clause  17, 
which  extends  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Commissioners,  but  to  some  of  the  other 
clauses  of  the  Bill.  I  do  not  propose  to 
detain  the  House  at  any  length  to-night. 
For  my  own  part,  I  am  prepared  to  say 
that  I  believe  the  1st  section  of  Clause  78, 
which  empowers  any  person  sending 
goods  by  rcdlway  to  make  a  complaint 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  if  he  thinks  that 
he  is  being  oppressively  or  omreason- 
ably  treated,  is  one  of  the  most  valuable 
provisions  of  the  Bill.  All  the  com- 
munications which  I  have  received  upon 
the  subject  tend  to  convince  me  that  the 
establishment  of  such  a  Commission, 
which  is  not  in  reality  a  Commission, 
and  which  does  not  confer  any  consider- 
able power  upon  the  Board  of  Trade, 
but  simply  enables  them  to  investigate 
complaints  and  endeavour  to  arrive  at 
an  amicable  settlement,  will  have  a 
better  effect  than  any  amount  of  litiga- 
tion that  may  take  place.  A  similar 
plan  of  Commissions  is  adopted  in 
America,  and  is  alluded  to  by  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Bepublic  of  that  country  in 
his  last  Beport,  of  April  2,  upon  the 
Labour  Question,  as  having  nad  an 
important  bearing  upon  the  question 
of  Bailway  Bates.  He  says  that  the 
usefulness  of  such  Commissions  has 
been  fully  proved  in  the  labour  dis- 
putes, and  he  adds  that  the  exceed- 
ing good  which  has  been  accomplished 
by  these  Commissions  has  been  re- 
cognized by  many  of  the  States,  and 
alUiough  possessing  little  more  than  ad- 
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Tising  power,  they  have  exercised  a 
most  salutary  inflaenoe.  He  says,  further, 
that  he  believes  more  good  has  resulted 
to  the  trading  people  of  America,  and  to 
the  Bail  way  Companies,  from  the  institu- 
tion of  these  Oommissions  than  from  the 
expenditure  of  millions  of  money  in  liti- 
gation in  that  country.  I  come  now  to 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
Hie  Member  for  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  who  preceded  me  in  the  Office 
I  have  the  honour  to  hold.  I  can  assure 
the  House  that  I  refer  to  it  with  extreme 
regret.  I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man made  observations  which  were  not 
only  unusual,  but  which  I  think  he  will 
see  were  wholly  unwarrantable.  When 
I  entered  the  Office — ^I  think  in  the  month 
of  February — ^I  found  no  secret  Memo- 
randum, no  confidential  communication 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  I 
had  placed  in  my  hand  a  Railway 
Bill— simply  a  Railway  Bill.  [Mr.  E. 
Stanhope  :  A  final  revision.]  Yes ;  I 
have  seen  no  other.  I  have  seen  no 
other  communication  whatever,  except 
the  sixth  and  final  draft  of  a  revised 
Railway  Bill  which  had  been  circulated 
to  the  late  Cabinet. 

Me.  E.  stanhope  :  No  doubt  there 
was  the  sixth  revision,  and  it  was 
marked  '<  confidential." 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  I  beg  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  pardon.  It  was  not 
marked  '^  confidential."  It  came  to  me  as 
the  sixth  and  final  revise,  as  settled  by 
the  Cabinet.  Before  I  ever  made  any 
reference  to  that  measure,  either  publicly 
or  privately,  almost  before  I  had  an 
opportunity  of  considering  its  contents 
and  provisions,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  went  to  Sheffield  and  addressed 
an  audience  there,  stating  that  he  was 
about  to  bring  in  such  a  Bill  im- 
mediately. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
made  a  long  speech,  detailing  the 
provisions  of  this  secret  and  private 
Memorandum.  That  speech  was  made 
three  weeks  before  I  introduced  my  Bill ; 
but  when  I  did  introduce  it  I  felt  it  was 
only  due  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman— 
as  I  felt  ashamed  to  take  upon  myself 
the  credit  which  did  not  belong  to  me — 
to  make  a  full  acknowledgment  of  the 
valuable  services  rendered  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  I  did  not,  however, 
shrink  from  my  own  responsibility.  For 
every  word  and  clause  in  the  Bill  I  am 
responsible.  Further  than  that,  I  ex- 
plained in  this  House,  in  a  speech  which 
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I  have  before  me,  the  difference  between 
the  provisions  of  my  Bill  and  of  that  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  can  see  himself,  as  to 
the  24th  clause,  of  which  he  speaks  of 
my  having  made  a  secret  revelation, 
that  a  few  days  ago  I  explained  the 
change  which  has  taken  place  in  draft- 
ing between  the  Bill  I  introduced  to  the 
House  and  the  measure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  proposed.  I  showed 
that  we  had  changed  those  who  were  to 
consider  the  classification  of  rates  from 
one  party  to  the  other.  I  consulted  the 
Railway  Commissioners,  and  they  them- 
selves felt  they  were  not  the  right  parties 
to  take  over  legislative  powers,  that 
legislation  was  not  their  function,  they 
being  a  Court  of  Law.  They  felt  that 
the  questions  of  the  classifications  and  the 
minima  were  questions  to  be  settled  by 
business  men  as  business  men  with  each 
other,  and  that  all  that  was  necessary 
was  that  there  should  be  some  interme- 
diary to  bring  these  people  together, 
and  to  say  in  what  class,  A  or  B,  certain 
rates  should  be  put,  and  so  on.  I  hope 
it  is  unnecessary  for  me  to  trouble  the 
House  any  further  with  any  personal 
matter.  I  can  assure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  there  was  no  intentional 
or  unintentional  discourtesy  on  my  part, 
and  that  I  have  been  all  along  only  too 
anxious  to  acknowledge  every  assistance 
I  have  received  from  him  in  this  matter. 
I  have  received  assistance  from  him 
again  to-night  in  the  very  valuable 
speech  he  has  delivered,  and  I  very  much 
regret  that  he  should  have  indulged  in 
any  ebullition  of  the  kind  we  have  wit- 
nessed. I  regret  it  the  more,  because, 
here,  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  speech  of  his 
making  exactly  the  same  announcement 
as  that  I  made  myself,  which  speech 
was  delivered  almost  a  fortnight  before 
I  began  the  consideration  of  the  ques- 
tion. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
siders there  is  legitimate  cause  for  com- 
plaint on  the  part  of  the  traders.  My 
hon.  Friend  {Wc,  J.  C.  Bolton),  however, 
will  not  admit,  and  in  his  speech  did  not 
admit,  that  there  was  any  kind  of  com- 
plaint on  the  part  of  traders  which  justi- 
fied the  bringing  in  of  the  Bill.  With 
great  respect  to  him,  a  well-known 
Rail/way  Chairman  and  Director,  I  say 
that  I  do  not  believe  Railway  Chairmen 
and  Directors  are  aware  of  the  amount 
of  justification  there  is  for  the  com- 
plaints miMie  by  the  traders,    I  believe 
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the  anomalies  that  exist  only  want 
bringing  to  light.  I  believe  that  if  we 
only  once  could  get  the  light  of  public 
opinion  turned  on  them,  we  should  have 
them  more  than  half-redressed  imme- 
diately. I  do  not  want  to  weary  the 
House,  after  12  o'clock  at  night,  with  a 
long  statement  of  cases ;  but  I  think  we 
have  numbers  of  cases,  all  of  them  of 
an  indubitable  character,  showing  the 
extraordinary  and  unreasonable  nature 
of  the  railway  charges.  The  complaints 
made  cannot  be  untrue,  and  I  fail  to 
see  any  reason  why  cases  of  this  kind 
should  happen.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a 
letter  from  a  constituent  of  my  own, 
who  has  dealt  largely  in  cattle  in  York- 
shire. He  states  that  if  he  goes  into 
the  Newcastle  market  and  buys  two 
lots  of  cattle,  one  British  and  the  other 
foreign,  he  will  have  to  pay  something 
like  40  per  cent  more  for  the  carriage  of 
the  British  cattle  then  he  does  for  the  car- 
riage of  the  foreign  cattle  to  Wakefield, 
Chesterfield,  Sheffield,  or  wherever  else 
he  may  have  to  send  them  to.  What 
reasonable  justification  can  there  be  for 
such  a  state  of  things  as  that  ?  It  is 
useless  to  say  that  this  is  part  of  a 
through  route.  If  theEailway  Companies 
were  bringing  cattle  from  Sweden  and 
Denmark  on  their  own  steamers,  and 
then  carrying  them  into  the  heart  of  the 
country,  there  might  be  some  justifi- 
cation for  the  difference  in  the  rate 
charged — there  might  be  some  reason 
for  charging  a  lower  pro  raid  rate  from 
the  one  district.  But  that  is  not  the 
case.  The  Danish  steamers  bring  the 
Danish  cattle  to  the  Newcastle  market, 
just  as  the  British  farmer  brings  his 
cattle  there.  The  only  difference  is, 
tiiat  on  one  side  of  the  water  the  foreign 
cattle  are  put  into  the  lairs,  and  on 
the  other  side  the  British  cattle  are  put 
into  the  market.  The  foreign  cattle 
are  taken  out  of  the  lairs,  and  are  put 
into  the  market,  and  if  they  are  sold, 
they  are  carried  at  a  certain  reduced 
rate.  If  not  sold,  they  are  taken  back 
to  the  lairs,  whence  they  can  be  re- 
moved into  the  interior  at  the  reduced 
rate.  I  do  not  wonder  that  this  has 
proved  exasperating  to  a  good  many 
people.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Leicestershire  made  an  excel- 
lent speech  to-night  with  respect  to  the 
necessity  of  through  rates  where  there 
are  a  number  of  Bailway  Companies. 
The  constant  complaint  is  that  because 


there  are  two  or  three  Bailway  Com- 
panies intervening  between  point  and 
point,  therefore  you  cannot  get  through 
rates,  and  you  have  the  most  unreason- 
able rates  prevailing,  something  like 
toll-bar  charges  at  various  junctions. 
Why  should  that  befso  ?  Here  is  an- 
other complaint  —  from  Mr.  Georg€ 
Broomhead,  who  does  some  farming. 
He  says — 

"  I  received  a  truck  of  coprolites  from  Cam- 
bridge at  a  place  near  Sheffield,  a  joomey  of 
128  miles,  and  the  cost  of  bringing  this  in  a 
truck  only  containing  nine  tons  of  Siis  matcurial 
was  £7  2«.  6rf." 

£7  2«.  6d,  for  bringing  nine  tons  of 
a  fertilizer  from  Cambridge  to^within  a 
short  distance  of  Sheffield !  A  complaint 
was  made  to  the  Railway  Company,  but 
what  is  their  answer  ?  They  say  that 
the  coprolites  had  to  pass  over  three 
railways —namely,  the  Great  Eastern, 
the  Great  Northern,  and  the  Manchester, 
Sheffield,  and  Lincolnshire.  The  copro- 
lite  decder  says  that  in  consequence  of 
the  excessive  cost  of  carriage,  his  trade 
has  greatly  fallen  ofiP,  and  he  is  about 
to  turn  his  mills  into  cement  mills. 
Surely  that  is  a  question  of  classifica- 
tion, and  one  of  the  things  that  requires 
dealing  with  under  this  Bill.  That  is, 
however,  a  matter  which  I  think  my  hon. 
Friend  wishes  us  to  take  out  of  the 
Bill,  and  to  leave  entirely  in  the  hands 
of  the  Eailway  Companies.  I  have  a 
series  of  letters  from  different  firms.  I 
have  received  complaints  from  a  firm  at 
Staveley  which  spends  £250,000  a-year 
on  railway  rates.  They  complain  that 
because  goods  pass  over  two  or  three 
different  railways,  exorbitant  tolls  are 
levied ;  whereas,  if  they  passed  over 
only  one  railway,  the  toll  would  be  con- 
siderably less.  Now,  all  this  has  to  be 
dealt  with,  and  the  circumstances  are 
exasperating  to  the  trading  community. 
Here  is  a  complaint  I  received  only  two 
days  ago  from  Alderman  Smethurst,  of 
Bury,  in  Lancashire.  He  is  a  large  con- 
sumer of  indigo.  He  has  been  accus- 
tomed to  get  his  indigo  by  way  of 
London  ;  but,  recently,  he  has  im- 
ported it  from  Calcutta  to  Liverpool. 
What  do  the  Bailway  Companies  charge 
for  the  carriage  of  this  indigo  ?  At  one 
time  he  imported  45  tons  of  this  indigo 
in  chests,  and  he  was  charged  £1  6«.  Sd, 
per  ton  for  its  carriage — a  distance  of  86 
miles — ^from  Liverpool  to  Bury.  But  if 
he  had  sent  45  tons  of  American  meat, 
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a  much  more  difficult  thing  to  handle, 
much  less  solid,  and  much  more  difficult 
to  pack,  from  Liverpool  to  London,  it 
would  have  cost  him  25«.  per  ton.     It  is 
£1    6«.  Sd,  per   ton  from  Liverpool  to 
Bury  for  indigo ;   and  the  result,   this 
gentleman  tells  me,  is  that  he  is  actually 
carting  his  indigo  hy  road,  as  being  a 
cheaper  means  of  carriage  than  by  rail- 
way.   And  it  must  be  borne  in  mind 
that  in  this  case  there  is  only  one  railway 
concerned — there  are  not  two  or  three 
lines  to  be  traversed.  I  understand  they 
are  also  carting  cotton  yams  over  the 
same  route,  because  of  the  unreason- 
able railway  charges.    I  call  it  most  ex- 
traordinary that,  with  the  wonderful  rail- 
way facilities  we  have  in  this  country, 
we  should  have  complaints  of  this  de- 
scription constantly  made.   It  shows  the 
great  need  there  is  for  some  such  mea- 
sure as  that  now  before  the  House. 
Now,  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Mr.  Flunket)  gave  a 
very  excellent  and  a  very  general  sup- 
port to  the  Bill.     He  has,  however,  ex- 
pressed an  objection  to  the  substitution 
of  a  Judge  to  act  as  President  of  the 
Oourt.   He  prefers  a  lawyer  to  a  Judge. 
I  stated,  when  I  introduced  the  BUI, 
that  I  had  no  strong  preference  in  the 
matter.    I  am  only  anxious  that  what- 
ever can  be  done  shall  be  done  to  secure 
the  very   best  possible    results  at  the 
cheapest  rate.     The  statement  made  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman   the 
Member   for  the  Isle  of   Wight  (Sir 
Bichard  Webster) — and    he    has  con- 
tributed valuable  speeches  on  this  sub- 
ject on  both  occasions  it  has  been  before 
the  House,  and  we  are  always  glad  to 
hear  what  he  has  to  say  on  the  question, 
seeing  that  no  one  is  fairer  and  more 
impartial  or  more  judicial  in  his  commu- 
nications to  this  House— the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  I  say,  stated  that  it 
would  be  to  the  interests  of  suitors  and 
the  Railway  Companies,  and  would  give 
brevity  to  the  proceedings  and  conduce 
to  confidence  in  the  decisions,  if  a  Judg^ 
were  appointed,   instead  of  a  trained 
lawyer.  I  have  never  found  a  lawyer  get  up 
in  the  House  to  advocate  the  other  view. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
made  a  suggestion  which  I  do  not  doubt 
may  be  a  valuable  one — namely,  that  the 
Bailway  Commission  should   do  some- 
thing towards  relieving  the  House  of  its 
present    railway   business.    That  is  a 
qutftion  entirely  for  the  House,  and  is, 

Hr,  Mundella 


I  am  afraid,  much  too  large  a  one  to  in- 
troduce into  a  Railway  Bill.    I  feel  that 
whatever  the   Commission  that  is  ap- 
pointed may  be,  and  however  we  may 
feel  it  desirable  to  utilize  it  for  other 
purposes,  we  could  not  at  this  stage,  or, 
indeed,  in  this  Bill,  do  any  such  thing. 
As  I  understood    the   right    hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  he  is  quite  in  favour 
of  our  undertaking  the  duty  of  classifi- 
cation and  revision  of  rates,  or  of  ad- 
justing the  maxima.     But  if  he  is  so,  I 
would    ask  how  it  is  to    be  done  ?    Is 
it  to  be  done  by  the  Commission,   or 
should  it  be  done  through  the  medium 
of   the   Board   of   Trade?     I    confess 
I    believe    the    Board  of    Trade   is  a 
better  medium  for  its  accomplishment, 
and  until  there  is  a  strong  opinion  she  wn 
in  the  House  against  it,  1  shall  maintain 
that  view.     The  question  which  has  at- 
tracted the  greatest  attention  to-night 
is  the  question  of  Clause  24.    My  hon. 
Friend  who  moved  this  Resolution  is 
afraid  of  what  he  calls  the  confiscatory 
effect  of  the  clause  on  the  dividends  of 
the  shareholders  and  the  profits  of  the 
Railway  Companies.    I  may  say  at  once 
I  am  sure  it  was  not  contemplated  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope),  and  that  no  such  result  has 
been  contemplated  bv  the  Board  of  Trade. 
The  main  object  of  that  provision  was 
to  bring    about  that  classification  and 
that  readjustment  of  rates  which  was 
so  strongly  recommended  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  1882.     It  is  a  sine  qud  non,  if 
you  are  to  have  this  business  properly 
done,  that  there  shall  be  a  new  classifi- 
cation.    I  do  not  attach— I  never  did 
attach — that  great  value  to  Clause  24 
which  some  hon.  Gentlemen  do  in  this 
House.    I  do  not  think  it  will  affect 
traders  much,  although  some  of  them 
seem  to  think  that  it  will.    The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Ormskirk 
(Mr.  Forwood),  who  regarded  it  as  the 
great  central  principle  and  the  great 
advantage  of  the  Bill,  does  not  concur 
entirely  in  that  proposition ;  and,  per- 
haps, I  was  a  little  too  strong  in  the 
way  I  put  it.  The  fixing  of  the  maximum 
rates  will  not,  in  my  opinion,  make  any 
great  difference  in  the  rates  at  which 
the  Companies  can  perform  their  ser- 
vices for  the  carriage  of  traffic ;  but  it 
will  prevent  many  of  those  anomalies 
and  injustices  which  bear  so  hardly  at 
present  on  every  section  of  the  commu- 
nity.   It  will  prevent  that  friction  which 
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everyone  desires  to  see  preyented ;  and 
I  believe  the  sooner  the  question  is 
settled  the  better  for  the  Companies  and 
the  public.  It  is  with  a  view  to  such  a 
settlement  that  we  desire  to  see  a  good 
olassification  and  a  suitable  maximum 
arrived  at.  If  I  can  do  anything  before 
we  enter  into  Oommittee,  having  due 
regard  to  the  interests  of  the  Companies, 
to  meet  the  just  susceptibilities  of  those 
concerned,  and  to  relieve  them  of  their 
ideas  of  confiscation,  I  shall  be  glad  to 
meet  them  half-way  and  consider  how 
we  can  bring  about  reasonable,  fair,  and 
just  results  to  the  traders  without  in- 
volving injury  to  the  Bail  way  Com- 
panies. On  the  subject  of  canals,  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred, 
I  believe  great  mischief  has  been  done 
to  the  trading  community  by  the  en- 
grossing of  the  canals  by  the  Railway 
Companies.  I  think  there  are  few  mat- 
ters about  which  the  trading  classes  have 
more  right  to  complain  than  the  way 
in  which  the  Railway  Companies  have 
strangled,  so  to  speak,  the  canals.  We 
were  the  first  country  in  the  world  to 
begin  the  canal  system.  An  enormous 
sum— from  £40,000,000  to  £60,000,000 
— was  spent  on  them  at  the  beginning 
of  the  century,  and  with  what  result  ? 
Why,  that  canals  are  to-day,  in  this 
country,  to  a  large  extent,  idle ;  a  great 
ihany  of  them  are  in  a  state  of  dis- 
repair; many  of  them  are  silting  up. 
Even  where  that  is  not  the  case  the 
Railway  Companies  have,  directly  or  in- 
directly, got  their  hand  upon  some  sec- 
tion of  the  canal,  and  have  so  prevented 
the  whole  system  from  working  satisfac- 
torily and  to  the  advantage  of  the  com- 
munity. I  feel  that  the  clauses  in  the 
Bill  dealing  with  canals  are  not  adequate 
for  the  work  to  be  done ;  and  I  hope, 
before  we  go  into  Committee,  to  put 
clauses  on  the  Paper  which  will,  as  far 
as  possible,  meet  the  necessities  of  the 
case.  Individual  canals  are  too  much 
under  the  restriction  of  the  Railway 
Companies,  and  are  not  put  on  their 
proper  footing  in  the  traffic  system  of 
the  country.  It  is  a  strange  thing  that 
it  is  in  this  country  alone  that  there  has 
been  no  kind  of  improvement  in  the 
system  of  hauling  on  canals.  On  the 
Continent  they  have  introduced  endless 
diains  and  tug  steamers,  and  you  can 
see  canals  actively  at  work  for  500  miles 
— for  instance,  from  Bohemia  to  Ham- 
burg.   You  can  see  them  being  utilized 


with  the  greatest  possible  benefit.  In 
this  country,  on  the  other  hand,  canals 
seem  to  have  become  almost  obsolete, 
and  there  has  been  no  kind  of  progress 
in  respect  of  them.  Some  remarks  have 
been  made  by  hon.  Members  in  various 
quarters  of  the  House  as  to  Clause  28  ; 
but  I  will  tell  the  House  that  merely  to 
institute  a  Railway  Commission  to  lay 
down  rules  as  to  railway  charges  and 
then  to  leave  the  public  to  litigation  would 
not  be  of  much  use.  I  do  not  want  to 
say  hard  things  of  the  Railway  Com- 
panies ;  but  I  would  point  out  that  with 
their  immense  capital  it  would  require 
no  great  effort  on  their  part  to  lay  aside 
£20,000  or  £80,000  for  litigation.  [**No, 
no ! "]  At  any  rate,  the  Railway  Com- 
panies will  not  be  so  susceptible  to 
the  inconveniences  of  litigation  as  the 
trading  classes,  even  when  represented 
by  Chambers  of  Commerce,  and  such 
like  institutions.  I  know  very  well  that 
it  is  one  thing  for  a  Railway  Company 
to  defend  a  law  suit,  and  another  thing 
for  traders,  whether  represented  by 
Chambers  of  Commerce  or  Associations, 
to  bring  an  action  against  a  railway. 
What  we  want  to  do  is  to  get  rid  of  friction 
and  litigation,  as  far  as  possible,  and 
we  believe  that  will  be  best  effected  by 
Clause  28.  In  my  opinion  the  mere  in- 
troduction of  this  Bill  has  accomplished 
good  results.  My  hon.  Friends  know 
very  well  that  the  Companies  have  been 
very  much  more  ready  to  meet  their 
clients  than  heretofore.  [**  No,  no !  "] 
Tes;  that  is  so.  Already  some  consi- 
derable concessions  have  been  made.  In 
the  South  Staffordshire  district,  for  in- 
stance, considerable  alterations  have 
taken  place  in  the  rates.  The  Com- 
panies are  meeting  the  trading  commu- 
nity in.  a  much  more  reasonable  spirit 
than  they  were  accustomed  to  do  for- 
merly; and  I  believe  that  if  you  can 
only  get  a  thorough  discussion  of  the 
question  in  this  country,  if  you  can  only 
get  plenty  of  light  thrown  on  the  matter, 
the  grievances  complained  of  are  already 
more  than  half-redressed.  I  believe 
that  if  we  can  only  have  such  an  inves- 
tigation and  Report  as  is  provided  for 
in  the  28th  clause,  we  shall  get  rid  of 
more  than  half  the  difficulty  which  the 
community  now  has  to  face.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  the  Member 
for  West  Bristol  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  spoke  of  the  Board  of  Trade  as 
the  very  worst  Body  to  undertake  such^ 
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an  investigation.  He  bas  a  yery  bad 
opinion  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  He 
complained  of  its  having  done  too  little. 
The  Board  of  Trade  bas  done  nothing 
as  to  Railway  Companies^  except  to  act 
as  a  means  for  laying  down  the  law. 
But  there  are  many  who  hold  a  different 
opinion.  Mr.  Samuel  Laing,  who  sat 
in  this  House  for  many  years,  and  spoke 
on  the  subject  of  railways  with  as  mucb 
authority  as  anyone,  has  written  an  ex- 
cellent article  in  The  Fortnightly  Review 
for  April  which  distinctly  points  to  the 
necessity  of  more  Government  super- 
vision  over  the  railways  than  we  have 
bad  hitherto.  He  says  he  is  most  anxious 
that  this  control  shall  be  placed  in  the 
hands  of  a  Body  which  shall  be  repre- 
sented by  a  Oabinet  Minister.  He  says 
that  all  parties  would  then  feel  confident 
that  no  arbiti-ary  or  repressive  action 
would  be  taken  against  them,  at  any 
rate,  knowingly,  as  no  Minister  will 
dare  do  anything  that  cannot  be  success- 
fully defended  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons after  full  debate  and  discussion. 
He  says  the  Board  of  Trade  is  clearly 
the  proper  Department  for  exercising 
this  general  sort  of  supervision  between 
the  railways  and  the  public ;  and  then 
he  goes  on  to  state  the  reasons  why.  I 
would  call  attention  the  more  to  this  be- 
cause of  the  view  taken  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bristol. 
This  is  one  of  the  most  enlightened 
articles  that  has  ever  been  written  by 
anyone  connected  with  tbe  Companies ; 
and  the  writer  takes  a  contrary  view  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  says  that 
the  Board  of  Trade  is  clearly  the  proper 
Department  for  exercising  this  general 
sort  of  supervision  between  the  Com- 
panies and  the  public.  It  already  has 
a  staff  of  officials  and  Inspectors  well 
versed  in  railway  matters,  and  it  could 
easily  add  assessors  thoroughly  ac- 
quainted with  the  question.  The  writer 
has  none  of  the  apprehensions  of  my 
hon.  Friend  behind  me  as  to  the  opera- 
tion of  the  24th  clause.     He  says— 

**  Since  the  above  was  written,  Mr.  MundelU's 
Bill  has  been  introduced,  and  so  far  as  I  can 
judge,  as  a  first  impression,  it  seems  very  much 
to  follow  the  lines  I  have  indicated.  I,  for  one, 
do  not  view  with  any  alarm  the  mediatory  and 
arbitrating  powers  being  vested  in  the  Board  of 
Trade." 

But,  then,  this  is  not  a  new  thing.  That 
the  Board  of  Trade  should  undertake 
this  work  was  recommended  as  far  back 

Mr,  Mundella 


as  1862  by  one  of  the  most  important 
Committees  that  ever  sat  in  this  House. 
In  1854,  in  introducing  his  great  mea- 
sure to  the  House— the  Bailway  and 
Canal  Traffic  Act— Mr.  Cardwell  said 
that  this  was  one  of  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Committee  on  which  no 
fewer  than  five  persons  who  had  filled 
the  Office  of  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  had  sat.  He  said  that  this  was 
one  of  the  points  upon  which  there  had 
been  perfect  unanimity.  He  concludes 
with  these  words— I  will  not  read  the 
whole  of  it— 

'*  And  that  where  a  complaint  arises  that  any 
Company  has  violated  any  of  their  obligations, 
provision  shall  be  made  for  the  hearing  ^of  this 
complaint.^' 

Well,  Sir,  that  admirable  speech  of  Mr. 
Card  well's  foreshadowed  how  needful  it 
was  to  meet  the  evils  of  the  railway 
system  that  then  existed.  It  is  32  years 
since  Mr.  Cardwell  stood  at  this  Table  to 
introduce  his  measure,  and  it  is  rather  a 
lamentable  thing  to  consider  how  much 
remains  yet  to  be  done  to  make  our 
railway  system  as  effectual  for  public 
service  as  he— in  one  of  tbe  most  ad- 
mirable speeches  tbat  was  ever  made  io 
this  House  on  the  subject — held  it  should 
be.  There  is  nothing  more  that  I  ought 
to  trouble  the  House  with  at  this  late 
hour  of  the  morning.  I  can  only  say 
that  though  the  hon.  Gentleman  behind 
me  seemed  to  think  that  libercd  dealing 
with  the  public  by  the  Bail  way  Com- 
panies had  not  resulted  in  liberal  result 
to  the  Companies  themselves — well,  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  the  Midland  Rail- 
way Company  are  not  of  my  hon.  Friend's 
opinion.  The  Companies  that  have 
adopted  the  cheap  passenger  system 
that  was  adopted  by  the  Midland  Bail- 
way  Company  some  years  ago,  and 
the  Midland  Company  itself,  have  reaped 
great  advantage  from  the  system,  while 
tbe  public  have  reaped  untold  advan- 
tage. What  bas  happened  within  the 
past  three  or  four  years  ?  The  Parcels 
Post  has  been  instituted — not  by  the 
goodwill  of  the  Companies,  for  they 
drove  rather  a  bard  bargain  with  the 
public— h*  No,  no  1 "]  Yes  ;  and  the 
late  Mr.  Fawcett  thought  It  was  a  hard 
bargain.  They  exacted,  I  think,  55  per 
cent  of  the  whole  receipts  from  the  public. 
Wbat  has  been  the  result  of  the  intro- 
duction of  these  interesting  facilities  and 
this  cheapening  of  the  method  of  com- 
munioation?     Why,   within   the   past 
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year  26,000,000  paroels  have  been  con- 
veyed by  the  Post  Office,  bringing  in 
receipts  amounting  to  nearly  £600,000. 
The  Bailway  Companies  have  received 
nearly  £300,000  from  the  Post  Office. 
And  what  effect  has  it  had  upon  their 
own  parcel  traffic  ?  Why,  the  receipts 
from  it  have  not  diminished  at  all.  The 
Companies  are  competing  with  the  Par- 
cels Post— I  have  been  astonished  to  see 
some  of  the  changes  they  have  made  in 
their  rates  in  Sheffield.  I  find  there  has 
been  a  reduction  of  from  50  to  70  per 
cent  in  the  rates  for  the  conveyance  of 
some  of  the  parcels  as  compared  with 
former  charges;  and  yet,  though  the 
public  have  derived  great  advantage, 
the  Companies  have  not  diminished 
their  own  receipts.  We  all  know  the 
great  advantages  that  have  accrued  to 
the  public  from  the  great  facilities  that 
the  Parcels  Post  has  given.  I  believe 
that  just  in  proportion  as  the  Bail  way 
Companies  in  carrying  their  traffic  deal 
fairly  with  the  public  they  will  find 
they  coofer  benefit  on  their  shareholders. 
I  hope  the  House  will  allow  this  Bill  to 
be  read  a  second  time  without  opposi- 
tion, so  that  it  may  be  considered  in 
Committee.  This  is  not  a  Party  question 
as  between  one  side  of  the  House  and 
the  other;  and  I,  therefore,  trust  we 
shall  do  all  we  can  to  pass  the  measure 
during  the  present  Session,  and  thus 
confer  an  immense  benefit  on  the  trading 
community. 

Me.  J.  C.  BOLTON :  I  wish  to  ask 
for  an  explanation  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  (Mr.  Mundella)  to  enable  me, 
if  I  possibly  can,  to  save  the  House  from 
the  trouble  of  a  division.  If  1  am  to 
understand  from  the  remarks  which  he 
made  that  regard  will  be  had  to  the 
statutory  power  of  the  Hail  way  Compa- 
nies to  appear  before  the  Bailway  Com- 
missioners, I  shall  then  be  perfectly 
satisfied  with  the  discussion  which  has 
taken  place,  and  shall  ask  leave  to  with- 
draw my  Amendment. 

Ma.  MUNDELLA :  I  do  not  think 
that  I  can  add  anything  to  what  I  stated 
in  the  few  remarks  which  I  have  already 
made.  I  cannot  at  this  moment  be 
called  upon  to  state  categorically  what 
I  intend  doing,  and  how  I  intend  to 
meet  the  views  of  the  Bailway  Compa- 
nies ;  but  I  can  say  this — that  I  will  do 
my  best  to  make  such  an  arrangement 
with  the  Bailway  Companies  as  will  re- 
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move  those  apprehensions  of  confiscation 
to  which  they  give  utterance,  but  which 
it  is  difficult  to  believe  they  really  enter- 
tain. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question  put,  ''That  the  Bill  bo  now 
read  a  second  time,"  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  commitUtd 
for  Tuetday  next. 

CROFTERS  (SCOTLAND)  (No.  2)  BILL. 

(Mr,  Trevelyaftf  Th$  Lord  Advoeat^t  Mr.  Solicitor 

General  far  Seotland.) 

[bill  200.]      OONSIDEBATION. 

Bill,  as  amended,  eomid^ed. 

Amendments  made. 

Clause  6  (Fixed  rent). 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  &c.)  :  I  beg  to  move,  on  page  4, 
at  end,  to  add — 

*'  Provided,  That,  if  within  the  term  for  which 
any  rents  are  fixed  under  the  proyisions  of  this 
section,  it  shall  appear  to  the  Land  Commission 
that,  owing  to  excessive  failure  of  crops  and 
stock,  great  changes  of  value,  or  other  causes 
which  could  not  be  foreseen,  and  which  operate 
either  generally  or  in  particular  areas,  rents 
previously  fair  have  become  unfair  and  inequi- 
table, and  cannot  be  paid,  the  Land  Commis- 
sion may,  with  the  consent  of  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  previously  obtained,  declare  that 
rents  may  be  revised,  and  abatements  or 
suspensions  may  be  granted,  on  due  cause 
shown,  either  generally  or  in  a  specified  area. 
And,  after  the  issue  of  such  declaration,  any 
crofter,  or  any  body  of  crofters,  in  any  particu- 
lar area,  may  apply  to  the  liind  Commission 
for  revision,  abatement,  or  suspension  of  rent. 
Upon  such  application,  after  due  inquiry,  and 
hearing  the  parties,  the  Land  Commission  may 
either  revise  and  alter  the  rents  or  grant  any 
abatement,  for  any  specified  term,  or  may  sus- 

Send  the  whole  or  any  portion  of  the  rent,  and 
irect  on  what  dates,  and  in  what  instalments, 
such  suspended  rent  is  to  be  paid." 

This  Amendment  is  a  revival  of  a  ques- 
tion which  was  raised  in  Committee,  but 
was  not  then  settled  at  that  time.  The 
Lord  Advocate  (&ir.  J.  B.  Balfour)  sug- 
gested that  the  matter  should  be  left 
over  until  Ileport,  and  I  think  I  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man to  give  a  pledge  that  he  would  pre- 
pare a  clause  to  meet  the  case  at  this 
stage;  but  I  do  not  see  that  anything 
of  the  kind  appears  on  the  Paper.  I  ad- 
mit that  the  matter  has  been  very  much 
facilitated  by  the    Amendment    und^ 
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which  the  rent  of  the  crofter  is  to  be 
fixed  every  seven  years,  instead  of  every 
1 5  years ;  but  I  do  not  think  it  alto- 
gether meets  the  case,  and  I  need  not 
go  further  than  the  Irish  Land  Act.  In 
1881  an  Act  was  passed  for  Ireland, 
under  which  judicial  rents  were  fixed, 
and  I  think  we  all  know  the  failure 
which  has  taken  place  under  it.  I  am 
inclined  to  think  that  if  there  had  been 
in  the  Irish  Land  Act  words  of  this  sort 
introduced,  the  difficulties  which  we  have 
since  experienced  might  have  been  ob- 
viated. What  I  desire  is  to  leave  it 
open  that  if,  in  the  words  of  the  Amend- 
ment, owing  to  excessive  failure  of  crops 
and  stock,  great  changes  of  value,  or 
other  causes  which  could  not  be  foreseen, 
and  which  operate  generally  or  in  par- 
ticular areas,  rents  previously  fair  have 
become  unfair  and  inequitable  and  can- 
not be  paid,  they  may  be  revised  and 
resettled.  The  object  of  this  Amend- 
ment, therefore,  is  to  enable  the  Govern- 
ment to  declare  that  such  necessity  has 
arisen  I  and  that  the  revision  may  take 
place.  It  is  impossible  for  me,  of  course, 
to  press  this  Amendment  unless  the 
House  is  prepared  to  accept  it ;  but  I 
think  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord 
Advocate  made  some  promise  that  he 
would  consider  this  matter  of  providing 
that  the  rent  may  be  altered  in  the  event 
of  these  great  changes  happening,  and 
my  belief  is  that  if  anything  of  the  kind 
is  to  be  provided,  it  can  only  be  done  in 
the  way  I  propose.  Therefore,  I  beg  to 
move  the  Amendment  which  stands  in 
my  name,  and  I  hope  it  will  receive  the 
favourable  consideration  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  4,  line  30,  after  the  word  "  payable," 
to  insert  the  words — **  Provided,  That,  If  within 
the  term  for  which  any  rents  are  fixed  under 
the  provisions  of  this  section,  it  shall  appear  to 
the  Land  Commission  that,  owing  to  excessive 
failure  of  crops  and  stock,  great  changes  of 
value,  or  other  causes  which  could  not  he  fore- 
seen, and  which  operate  either  generally  or  in 
particular  areas,  rents  previously  fair  have  be- 
come unfair  and  inequitable,  and  cannot  be 
paid,  the  Land  Ck>mmi88ion  may,  with  the  con- 
sent of  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  previously 
obtained,  declare  that  rents  may  be  revised,  and 
abatements  or  suspensions  may  be  granted,  on 
due  cause  shown,  either  generaUy  or  in  a  speci- 
fied area.  And,  after  the  issue  of  such  decla- 
ration, any  crofter,  or  any  body  of  crofters,  in 
any  particular  area,  may  apply  to  the  Land 
Commission  for  revision,  abatement,  or  suspen- 
sion of  rent.  Upon  such  application,  after  due 
inquiry,  and  hearing  the  parties,  the  Land  Com- 

Sir  George  Campbell 


mission  may  either  revise  and  alter  the  rents  or 
grant  any  abatement,  for  any  specified  term,  or 
may  suspend  the  whole  or  any  portion  of  the 
rent,  and  direct  on  what  dates,  and  in  what  in- 
stalments, such  suspended  rent  is  to  be  paid." — 
{Sir  Otorpe  Campbell,) 

Question  proposed ,  ' '  Th  at  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  I  am 
not  going  into  this  matter  at  any  length ; 
but  I  should  like  just  to  say  that  what 
my  hon.  Friend  has  said,  as  to  my 
having  promised  to  consider  this  ques- 
tion and  prepare  a  clause,  is  entirely 
correct.  We  have  considered  the  matter 
very  fully ;  but  the  more  we  thought  of 
it,  and  the  more  we  conferred  upon  it, 
the  more  apparent  it  seemed  to  become 
that  it  was  not  practicable  in  regard  to 
this  class  of  small  holdings.  I  took  tho 
opportunity  of  considting  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Woodbridge  Divi- 
sion of  Suffolk  (Mr.  Everett),  and,  after 
full  consultation,  we  came  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  it  is  impossible  to  apply  this 
system  to  these  small  crofters'  holdings. 
Therefore,  I  did  not  put  the  clause  which 
I  had  prepared  on  the  Paper,  and  I  ven- 
ture to  say  that  the  almost  universal 
sense  of  those  who  are  best  qualified  to 
know  is  that  the  system  would  not  be 
practicable  in  this  case.  With  regard 
to  the  proposal  of  my  hon.  Friend  (Sir 
George  Campbell),  I  think  it  is  quite 
sufficiently  met,  for  all  practicable  pur- 
poses, by  the  limitation  of  the  statutory 
period  to  seven  years.  There  would  be 
a  great  deal  to  be  said  in  favour  of  such 
an  Amendment  as  this  if  the  statutory 
period  was  19  or  20  years;  but,  under 
the  present  circumstances,  it  is  hardly 
possible  that  anything  but  a  jneat  ca- 
lamity could  make  such  artificial  ma- 
chinery as  this  workable.  I  am  afraid 
it^would  not  be  workable,  and  therefore 
I  cannot  accept  it. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  8  (Compensation  to  crofter  for 
improvements  on  removal). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Advocate, 
the  following  Amendment  made: — ^In 
page  5,  line  4,  leave  out  "  tenant,"  and 
insert  *' crofter." 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  &c.):  I  beg  to  move,  at  the  end 
of  the  clause,  to  add  ''for  valuable  con* 
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sideration."  This  Amendment  is  oom- 
paratiyelj  a  small  one,  but  I  think  it  is 
of  some  importance,  and  the  effect  of  it 
is  to  pat  the  Scotch  crofter  in  the  same 
position  as  the  Irish  tenant  stood  in  the 
Irish  Land  Act.  We  all  know  that  there 
are  cases  in  which  printed  forms  of 
agreement,  containing  clauses  requiring 
the  tenants  to  do  all  kinds  of  things, 
are  used,  and  are  signed  by  the  tenant 
without  knowing  the  full  effect  of  what 
he  is  doing.  Therefore,  I  think  that  a 
provision  should  be  inserted  similar  to 
that  contained  in  the  Irish  Land  Act — 
namely,  that  the  agreement  should  be 
for  a  valuable  consideration. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line 
5,  after  the  word  '*  improvements."  in- 
sert the  words  **  for  valuable  considera- 
tion."—(5i>  George  Campbell.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  It  ap- 
pears to  me  that  this  Amendment  is  en- 
tirely unnecessary,  because,  as  the  clause 
now  stands,  with  the  Amendment  intro- 
duced into  it  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Forfarshire  (Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay),  it  must 
be  "by  specific  agreement  in  writing;  " 
and,  no  doubt,  a  tenant  would  not  con- 
sent to  sign  a  specific  agreement  in 
writing,  unless  it  was  for  some  valuable 
consideration  of  tenancy  or  other  matter. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line 
15,  to  leave  out  ''the  stipulations  of  a 
lease  or  in  virtue  of." — {The  Lord  Ad- 
voeate.) 

Question,  "  That  those  words  stand 
part  of  the  Clause,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  10  (Principle  of  valuation). 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
BALFoxm)  (Clackmannan,  &o.):  I  beg 
to  move,  in  page  5,  line  24,  to  add— 

"  And  the  value  of  any  deterioration  com- 
mitted or  permitted  by  the  tenant  within  the 
four  years  preceding  shall  also  be  deducted 
from  the  said  compensation.'' 

In  the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act  of  1 883 
there  is  a  limitation  of  four  years,  and 
therefore  we  have  adopted  that  period, 
which  I  think  is  quite  long  enough, 
having  regard  to  the  principle  that  if 
the  landlord  has  any  claims  of  this  sort 
he  dioald  not  be  allowed  to  allow  them 


to  stand  over  to  an  unlimited  period  of 
time.  Therefore,  I  propose  to  insert  the 
words  which  I  have  moved. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  5,  line  24,  add — *'  and  the  value  of 
any  deterioration  committed  or  permitted  by 
the  tenant  within  the  four  years  preceding 
shall  also  be  deducted  from  the  said  compen- 
sation.— {The  Lord  Advocate.) 

Question  proposed,  *^  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mb.  J.  W.  BAECLAY  (Forfarshire) : 
I  think  that  four  years  is  altogether  too 
long  a  period.  If  a  landlord  is  looking 
after  his  property  as  he  ought  to  do,  he 
should  not  allow  deterioration  to  go  on 
for  four  years,  and  therefore  I  propose 
to  amend  the  Amendment  by  inserting 
the  word  **  two  "  instead  of  "  four." 

Amendment  proposed,  to  amend  the 
said  Amendment,  by  leaving  out  the 
word  **four,"  and  inserting  the  word 
**two"  instead  thereof.  —  (ifr.  J.  JT. 
Barclay,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  word 
'four'  stand  part  of  the  proposed 
Amendment." 

Mr.  Mcculloch  (Glasgow,  St. 
Rollox) :  I  think  the  period  should  be 
restricted  to  one  year.  Four  years  might 
be  reasonable,  if  leases  were  not  always 
made  in  the  interest  of  the  landlord ;  but, 
under  those  circumstances,  the  case  is  al- 
together different,  and  one  year  is  quite 
long  enough. 

Sir.  JAMES  FERGUSSON  (Man- 
chester, N.) :  We  do  not  know  any- 
thing of  the  kind.  We  know  that  leases 
are  more  in  favour  of  the  tenant.  We 
know,  moreover,  that  the  landlord  some- 
times allows  deterioration  to  go  on  in 
bad  times,  in  order  to  assist  the  tenant, 
and  in  the  hope  that  when  better  times 
come  he  will  be  able  to  put  matters  all 
right  again. 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR:  I  shall  be 
perfectly  willing  to  accept  ''two  years  " 
if  there  is  any  general  feeling  in  the 
House  in  favour  of  it ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  I  would  point  out  again,  that  four 
years  is  the  period  fixed  in  the  Agricul- 
tural Holdings  Act. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.):  I  must  point  out  that  "four 
years"  is  the  period  contained  in  the 
Agricultural  Holdings  (Scotland)  Act 
also.  I  would  point  out  also,  that  if  the 
Amendment  as  it  appears  on  the  Paper 
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were  passed,  the  landlord  and  the  tenant 
would  be  placed  on  exactly  the  same 
footing  ;  but  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Lord  Advocat.e  proposes  to  amend  that 
by  binding  the  landlord  to  four  years, 
and  not  binding  the  tenant  in  any  way. 
I  do  not  oppose  that  inequality,  because 
it  already  exists  in  the  other  Act ;  but 
I  should  strongly  object  to  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  going  fur- 
ther than  that,  and  inserting  ''two 
years ''  as  has  been  proposed. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BAEOLAT:  Whatever 
the  restriction,  the  landlord  has  still  his 
rights  at  Oommon  Law. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
added,''  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  13  (Ayailable  land). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Advocate, 
the  following  Amendment  made: — Li 
paffe  6,  line  30,  leave  out  **  it  fulfils  the 
foUowing  conditions,  namely." 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.) :  I  beg  to  move,  in  page  7, 
line  36,  to  leave  out  "  fifteen,''  and  in- 
sert **  thirty."  This  is  an  Amendment 
which  I  propose  because  I  feel  bound  to 
give  the  House  an  opportunity  of  re- 
considering what  I  think  is  an  extremely 
grave  blot  on  the  Bill.  The  benefits  of 
the  Bill  are  extended  to  existing  rents 
of  £30  per  annum ;  but  when  we  come 
to  consider  the  question  of  the  enlarge- 
ment of  holdings,  we  find  the  anomaly 
that  the  enlargement  must  be  limited 
to  £  1 5  per  annum .  A  farm  of  £  1 5  a-year 
is  something  more  than  a  croft,  and  at 
the  same  time,  it  is  not  ''a  small  farm  " 
on  which  a  man  could  live  without  other 
work.  I  therefore  move  the  Amend- 
ment of  which  I  have  given  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7,  line 
36,  to  leave  out  the  word  **  fifteen,"  and 
insert  the  word  **  thirty," — (Sir  George 
Campbell f) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  fifteen  '  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  My  hon. 
Friend  says  this  is  an  anomaly  ;  that  he 
does  not  see  why  it  was  introduced. 
Well,  I  can  tell  him  that  it  was  intro- 
duced on  the  recommendation  of  the 
Crofters'    Commission.     Tbey    recom* 

Mr.  A,  J,  Balfour 


mended  £30  as  the  maximum,  and  we 
accepted  it.  £30  is  certainly  far  above 
any  croft;  but  while  they  took  that  as 
the  maximum  they  recommended  that 
no  enlargement  should  be  made  beyond 
the  limit  of  £15.  The  Commissioners 
thought,  and  I  think  quite  fairly  bo, 
that  the  Court  should  not  be  compelled 
to  enlarge  the  crofters'  holdings  up  to 
the  maximum  rent  which  came  under 
the  Act,  when  it  is  very  well  known  that 
a  holding  of  £15  a-year  is  already  far 
beyond  what  can  properly  be  called  a 
croft. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  16  (Bequest  of  holding). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Advocate, 
the  following  Amendments  made: — In 
page  9,  line  3,  after  (^'f,")  insert 
"Where  the  legatee  shall  have  pre- 
sented a  petition  to  the  sheriff  as  afore- 
said, the  legatee,"  and  leave  out  ''this 
section  the  legatee." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  18  (Area  covered  by  Act). 

Mr.  FRASER-MACKINTOSH  (In- 
verness-shire) :  I  beg  to  move  an  Amend- 
ment, in  page  9,  line  33,  after  **  Ross," 
to  insert  **  and  Cromarty."  I  do  not 
suppose  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord 
Aavocate  can  have  any  objection  to  the 
proposal,  as  the  omission  of  Cromarty 
must  have  been  an  oversight. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  9,  line 
33,  after  **Ro88,"  insert  **and  Cro- 
marty. ' ' — ( Mr.  Fraeer-  Maehintoeh. ) 

Question  proposed,  "That  'and  Cro- 
marty *  be  there  inserted." 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  I  assent 
to  this  Amendment.  It  was,  as  the  hon. 
Member  says,  an  oversight  on  my  part. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  there  are  six  or  eight 
bits  of  Cromarty  dotted  through  the 
county  of  Ross. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Sir  DONALD  CURRIE  (Perth,  W.) : 
I  beg  to  move,  as  an  Amendment,  in 
page  9,  line  33,  after  "  Caithness,"  to 
insert  **  Perth."  The  hon.  Member  for 
Forfarshire  (Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay)  moved, 
in  Committee,  that  several  counties,  in- 
cluding Perth,  should  be  added.  The 
fact  of  other  counties  being  proposedi  in 
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addition  to  Perth,  no  doubt  destroyed 
the  ohance  of  that  county  having  the 
adyantage  of  the  Bill.  I  propose,  after 
"  Caithness,"  to  insert  **  Perth." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  9,  line 
83,  after  the  word  '*  Oaithness,"  insert 
the  word  ••  Perth."— (5ir  Donald  Ourrts.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  word 

*  Perth '  be  there  inserted." 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  (Clackmannan,  &o.) :  It  is 
quite  impossible  for  us  to  accept  this 
Amendment.  The  whole  matter  was 
argued  and  discussed  and  divided  upon 
in  Committee ;  therefore  I  will  not  de- 
tain the  House  with  any  observations 
upon  it. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Db.  FABQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.) :  After  the  fate  which  has 
attended  the  proposal  to  include  the 
county  of  Perth,  it  is  probably  not  worth 
while  suggesting  the  inclusion  of  Aber- 
deen, though  the  case  to  be  made  out 
for  this  county  is  as  strong,  if  not 
stronger,  than  any  case  which  can  be 
made  out  for  Perth.  On  a  former  occa- 
sion the  opportunity  of  making  this 
proposal  was  governed  by  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Forfarshire  (Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay). 
But  the  case  of  Aberdeenshire  is  so 
strong  that  I  should  not  be  doing  my 
duty  to  my  constituents,  who  are  so 
anxious  to  be  included  in  the  Bill,  if  I 
did  not  bring  forward  this  Amendment. 
There  are  properties  in  this  county 
which  fulfil  every  one  of  the  conditions 
Damed  in  the  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  9,  line 
33,  after  the  word  **  Caithness,"  in- 
sert the  word  **  Aberdeen."  —  {Dr. 
Farquharion.) 

Question  proposed,  '*That  the  word 

*  Aberdeen '  be  there  inserted." 

Thb  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  It  is  im- 
possible to  accept  this. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Adtooate, 
the  following  Amendment  made  : — In 
page  10,  after  line  6,  insert — 

*'In  the  event  of  the  heirs  at  law  of  the 
crofter  being  heirs  portioners,  the  eldest  of  suoh 
beirt  portioners  ihaU  laoceed  to  the  tenancy 
withovt  diTiaMQt" 


Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  22  (Delegation  of  Commis- 
sioners' duties). 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  11,  line 
4,  to  leave  out  the  words  **  seventeenth 
and  eighteenth,"  and  insert  the  words 
**  nineteenth  and  twentieth."  —  {The 
Lord  Advocate.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
*■  seventeenth  and  eighteenth '  stand  part 
of  the  Clause." 

Mr.  DONALD  CRAWFORD 
(Lanark,  N.E.) :  I  would  suggest  that 
''  seventeenth,  eighteenth,  nineteenth, 
and  twentieth  "  be  omitted  altogether. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
will  agree  with  me,  that  it  is  not  usual 
to  refer  to  particular  clauses  in  that  way. 
There  are  other  clauses  in  which  I  should 
think  he  intends  to  allow  the  Commis- 
sioners  some  discretion.  There  is  the 
23rd  clause,  as  to  expenses,  for  instance. 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  :  Probably  the 
two  sections  named  could  safely  be  de- 
leted with  the  others. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Does  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  propose  to  leave 
out  ''nineteenth  and  twentieth  "  as  well  ? 

Mr.  J.  B.BALFOUR:  Yes. 

Question,  *'  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Clause," 
put,  and  negatived. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Donald  Craw- 
ford, the  following  Amendments  made  : 
— Li  page  11,  line  4,  leave  out  "the;" 
and  in  line  5,  leave  out  "section  of." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  26  (Record  of  proceedings,  &c.) 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Advocate, 
the  following  Amendment  made : — 

In  page  11,  after  line  31,  insert, — "In  anv 
county  to  which  this  Act  applies  which  it 
divided  into  districts  for  iudicial  purposes,  the 
'Crofters  Holdings  Book,'  applicable  to  the 
holdings  within  any  district  in  which  there  is  a 
resident  sheriff  clerk  or  sheriff  clerk  depute 
having  an  office,  shall  be  kept  by  the  sheriff 
clerk  or  sheriff  clerk  depute  resident  within  the 
district."— (2%tf  Lord  Advocate.) 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  31  (Loans  for  the  purchase 
and  equipment  of  fishing  hoats). 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12,  line 
82,  after  **  counties,"  leave  out  **em- 
braced  in  this  Act/'  and  insert  *^  to  which 
this  Act  applies." — {The  Lord  Advocate.) 
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Question,  '<  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Clause/' 
put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  ^*  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,''  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agr$ed  to. 

Clause  33  (Definitions). 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.) :  I  do  not  know  whether 
there  is  any  possibility  of  any  Amend- 
mend  at  all  valuable  to  the  crofter 
being  accepted  ;  but,  if  such  a  thing  is 
possible,  it  will  surely  be  with  regard  to 
the  Amendment  I  am  about  to  move — 
namely,  after  **  resides  on,"  in  line  36, 
to  insert  '*  or  near.''  The  definition  of 
crofter  in  this  clause  is  *'  a  tenant  from 
year  to  year,  and  resides  ou  his  hold- 
ing." It  was  pointed  out  that  very  often 
a  crofter  does  not  reside  on  his  holding, 
but  in  a  village  close  by.  A  good  many 
Amendments  were  moved  on  this  point 
in  Committee,  and  there  was  a  good 
deal  of  discussion  about  it,  but  no  settle- 
ment was  arrived  at.  I  propose  to  settle 
the  matter  in  the  simple  way  I  have 
described,  so  as  to  make  the  clause  read 
that  the  word  crofter  shall  mean  a 
''  tenant  from  year  to  year  who  resides 
on  or  near  his  holding." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  13,  line 
36,  after  the  word  **on,"  to  insert  the 
words  **or  near." — {Sir  Oeorge  Camp- 
hell) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
*  or  near '  be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire) : 
I  hope  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord 
Advocate  will  accept  the  Amendment. 
We  had  a  considerable  amount  of  dis- 
cussion on  it  when  the  Bill  was  in  Com- 
mittee, and  I  understood,  when  I  moved 
an  Amendment  of  a  similar  kind,  that 
the  Lord  Advocate  promised  to  give  the 
matter  favourable  consideration  before 
Report.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  if 
the  words  of  the  Bill  are  adhered  to  they 
will  cut  out  a  great  many  people  on 
arbitrary  grounds  for  no  special  reason 
at  all.  I  think  words  could  be  selected 
which  would  indicate  the  hon.  Member's 
idea  more  clearly,  but  I  would  strongly 
urge  the  Lord  Advocate  to  accept  an 
Amendment  in  the  sense  of  the  hon. 
Member's  proposal.  It  is  clear  that 
some  crofters  may  have  two  pieces  of 
ground  not  exactly  contiguous  to  each 


other,  and  it  would  not  be  just  to  ex- 
clude them  from  the  privileges  of  the 
Bill  if  they  should  not  happen  to  reside 
on  a  certain  one. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  (Clackmannan, &c.):  This  mat- 
ter in  its  larger  sense  was  very  fully  dis- 
cussed, no  doubt,  and  I  think  the  general 
feeling  of  the  House,  as  manifested  by 
a  division,  was  that  it  would  not  be  right 
to  prevent  a  person  from  having  the 
benefits  of  the  Act  from  the  mere  fact  of 
his  house  being  a  little  distance  from  his 
pasture  land,  if  he  really  was  a  crofter ; 
and  to  meet  that  case  I  have  put  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  three  lines 
lower  down,  as  follows :— to  insert,  after 
"Act,"  in  line  17  of  page  14,  "in- 
cluding the  site  of  his  dwelling-house 
and  any  offices  or  other  conveniences 
connected  therewith,"  so  that  if  under 
the  same  contract  he  holds,  let  us  say, 
a  house  in  a  village  and  has  his  land  a 
little  way  off,  he  still  would  be  under 
the  Billjwhich  probably  he  would  not  be 
if  the  Bill  stands  as  it  is  at  present. 
But  the  words  "on  or  near  "  will  take 
away  the  safeguard  that  the  man  must 
be  a  crofter.  If  a  man  having  £10,000 
a-year  were  in  possession  of  a  croft,  he 
would,  under  the  words  proposed,  be 
able  to  claim  an  addition  to  it.  You 
would  have  no  security  that  the  man  is 
a  crofter  at  all.     I  think  the  words  I 

Sropose  will  do  what  the  hon.  Member 
esires,  whilst   it  will  not  disturb  the 
safeguard  to  which  I  refer. 

Mb.  MACDONALD  CAMERON 
(Wick,  &c.):  I  myself  had  an  Amend- 
ment on  this  subject  when  the  Bill  was 
in  Committee.  Unless  some  adequate 
alteration  is  adopted,  crofters  who  do 
not  exactly  reside  on  their  holdings,  but 
on  land  contiguous  to  it,  will  be  excluded 
from  the  benefits  of  the  Bill.  I  men- 
tioned an  instance  in  which  there  are  about 
80  people  who  have  feus  and  houses,  and 
from  two  to  three  acres  of  land.  All 
these  people  will  be  excluded  from  the 
Bill,  unless  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  will  accept  the  Amendment. 
My  Amendment  would  have  been  wider 
in  scope  than  that  of  the  hon.  Member, 
yet  I  should  be  willing  to  forego  what 
I  was  going  to  suggest  this  evening,  and 
vote  for  the  hon.  Gentleman's  Amend- 
ment, if  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman will  accept  it.  I  think  myself  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  is  in-> 
cliued  to  accept  it,  and  I  hope  he  wiU. 
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De.  R.  MAODONALD  (Boss  and  Oro- 
tnarty) :  I  am  of  the  same  opinion  as 
my  hon.  Friend  on  my  right.  I  am 
astonished  to  find,  in  the  original  draft 
of  the  Bill,  that  the  principle  of  this 
Amendment  was  not  included.  I  think 
we  may  dismiss,  as  of  no  weight,  the 
argument  concerning  the  crofter  having 
£10,000  a-year,  and  I  do  not  see  why 
we  should  wait  for  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
later  on.  I  hope  the  Government  will 
accept  the  Amendment.  If  it  does  not, 
I  hope  my  hon.  Friend  will  go  to  a  di- 
vision on  the  matter. 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  (Bute)  : 
I  hope  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman will  adhere  to  the  clear  and  de- 
finite course  he  pointed  out  in  Commit- 
tee.    As  I  understand  the  matter,  hon. 
Gentlemen  are  quite  wrong  if  they  sup- 
pose that  this  clause  would  exclude  the 
house    in  which    a  crofter  resides  on 
ground  discontiguous  to  his  agricultural 
or  pastoral  land.    The  site  of  the  house 
in  which  a  crofter  may  reside  in  a  neigh- 
bouring village  a  short  distance  from 
the  land  he  uses  for  grazing  will  be  in- 
cluded.   It  ^ould  be  one  holding  In  the 
sense  of  land  held  under  one  and  the 
same  bargain  with  the  landlord.     I  do 
not  understand  that  hon.  Members  de- 
sire more  than  the  recognition  of  that 
principle.     It  must  be  remembered  that 
if  this  Amendment  were  carried,  the  re- 
sult would  be  that  still  another  piece  of 
land  would  be  brought  under  considera- 
tion— land  which  would  not  form  part 
of  the  same  holding.    I  understand  the 
hon.  Member  only  desires  to  carry  out 
one  definite  purpose;  therefore  I  hope 
he  will  be  satisfied  with  what  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Lord 
Advocate  proposes  to  carry  out  his  wish. 
Mr.  FINLAY    (Inverness,   &c.) :    I 
hope  this  Amendment  will  be  accepted. 
I  do  not  think  the  words  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate has  put  upon  the  Paper  would  meet 
the  case,  they  would  only  refer  to  a 
dwelling-house   held  under    the    same 
contract  as  the  croft.     There  are  many 
cases,  however,  in  which  crofters  hold 
their  houses  under  different  contracts, 
and  they  should  not  be  excluded  from 
the  benefits  of  the  Bill.    I  trust  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  will  press 
the  Amendment. 

Sir   JAMES    FERGUSSON    (Man- 
chester, N.E.)  :  An  hon,  M^mb^r  op- 


posite supported  this  Amendment  by  the 
argument  that  there  are  feuars  who  have 
holdings  near  a  village.  I  would  remind 
him  that  feuars  are  not  the  people  we 
are  legislating  for.  We  are  legislating 
for  tenants  from  year  to  year,  and  feuars 
have  a  perpetual  tenure. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  CAMERON: 
Permit  me  to  give  an  explanation 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man  is  not  entitled  to  speak  again. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  70;  Noes 
69 :  Majority  1.— (Div.  List.  No.  88.) 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Advocate, 
the  following  Amendments  made  : — In 
Clause  33,  paee  13,  line  42,  leave  out 
**  habitually ;  "  in  page  14,  line  17,  after 
"  Act,"  insert— 

''  Including  the  site  of  his  dwelling-house  and 
any  offices  or  other  conveniences  connected 
therewith ;  *' 

and  in  Schedule,  page  15,  after  line  11, 
insert  as  a  separate  line — 

''  (9.)  All  other  improvements  which,  in  the 
judgment  of  the  Land  Commission,  shall  add 
to  the  value  of  the  holding  to  an  incoming 
tenant.*' 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  third  time  on 
Monday  the  10th  of  May."— (7%^  Lord 
Advocate.) 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.) :  I  should  like  to  know  from  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  whether 
upon  Monday  next  the  Qovemment  will 
be  able  to  give  the  House  any  informa- 
tion with  regard  to  the  composition  of 
the  Land  Commission?  I  asked  the 
question  on  the  second  reading,  and  I 
was  promised  an  answer  at  a  later 
stage. 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR :  I  am  not  in 
a  position  to  say  whether  I  can  on  Mon- 
day give  the  information  desired.  The 
Committee  has  not  yet  been  formed. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time. 

INTERNATIONAL    AND    COLONIAL 

COPYRIGHT  BILL.-[BiLL  166.] 

(Mr.  Aeland,  Mr,   Mundella,   Mr,   Bryee^  Mr, 

Osborne  Morpafif  Sir  Ughtred  Kay 

ShuUUworth,) 

COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee, 
fin  the  Committee.) 
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Clause  1  (Short  titlee  and  ooostnic- 
tion)  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Amendment  as  to  extent 
and  effect  of  order  under  International 
Copyright  Acts). 

Mb.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St.  Pancras, 
N.) :  Mr.  Courtney,  I  beg  to  move  the 
omission  of  all  the  words  of  the  clause 
after  the  words  **  any  other  order,"  in 
line  15.  The  clause  proposes  to  deal 
with  the  right  to  publish  a  work  written 
by  the  citizen  of  a  third  country.  The 
object  of  the  Bill  is  to  give  mutual 
protection  to  the  authors  of  countries 
which  have  signed  a  Convention;  but 
this  clause  proposes  to  give  protective 
rights  in  this  country  to  the  publishers 
of  the  works  of  citizens  of  countries 
other  than  the  countries  having  Con- 
yentions  with  one  another  and  with  this 
country.  It  seems  to  me  that  if  it  is 
desirable  that  the  clause  should  stand 
at  all,  it  should  stand  in  this  way — 

"  The  order  may  exclude  or  limit  the  rights 
conferred  by  the  International  Copyright  Acts 
in  the  case  of  authors  who  are  not  subjects  or 
citizens  of  the  foreign  countries  named  or  de- 
described  in  that  or  any  other  order." 

If  the  clause  ends  there,  sufficient  power 
will  be  given ;  but  if  it  goes  further,  it 
will  raise  fresh  questions,  which  I  shall 
be  prepared  to  discuss  when  the  second 
Amendment  of  which  I  have  given 
Notice  is  considered.  I  appeal  to  the 
hon.  Qentleman  (Mr.  Bryce)  who  has 
charge  of  the  Bill  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment I  suggest.  I  am  confident  it  will 
be  quite  sufficient  for  his  purpose. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
15,  to  leave  out  from  the  words  *^  any 
other  order"  to  the  end  of  the  Clause." 
^{Mr.  T.  H.  Bolton.) 

Question  proposed,  *' That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Mr. 
Bbyob)  (Aberdeen,  (S.) :  The  suggestion 
of  the  hon.  Qentleman  is  one  which  I  am 
afraid  the  Government  cannot  accept,  be- 
cause it  would,  at  the  very  outset,  throw 
us  out  of  harmony  with  the  provisions 
of  the  3rd  Article  of  the  Interna- 
tional Copyright  Convention,  to  enable 
us  to  sign  which  this  Bill  is  brought 
in.  It  is  necessary  that  our  own  domestic 
law  should  be  in  accordance  with  the 
agreement  arrived  at,  and  to  accept  this 


Amendment  would  be  to  act  contrary 
to  the  agreement.  Therefore,  whatever 
arguments  may  be  advanced  in  its 
favour,  it  is  impossible  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  accept  the  Amendment.  Of 
course,  I  am  discharged  from  the  duty 
of  arguing  the  matter  fully  on  its  meritSi 
though,  if  I  were  to  do  so,  I  could  give 
the  Committee  good  reasons  for  be- 
lieving that  the  clause,  as  it  stands,  is  a 
very  proper  one  to  pass. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Me.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St.  Pancras, 
N.) :  Mr.  Courtney,  I  have  now  to  move 
that  the  words  ''  the  order  contains  such 
limitation  and,"  be  omitted,  and  in  line 
19,  after  the  words  *'  publisher  of  such 
work,"  the  insertion  of  the  words 
<*  provided  he  is  entitled  through  the 
author,"  so  that  the  clause  will  read — 

"  The  order  may  exclnde  or  limit  the  rights 
conferred  hy  the  International  Copyright  Acts 
in  the  case  of  authors  who  are  not  subjects  or 
citizens  of  the  foreign  countries  named  or  de- 
scribed, in  that  or  any  other  order,  and  if  the 
author  of  a  literary  or  artistic  work  first  pro- 
duced in  one  of  those  foreign  countries  is  not  a 
British  subject,  nor  a  subject  or  citizen  of  any 
of  the  foreign  countries  so  named  or  described, 
the  publisher  of  such  work,  provided  he  is  en- 
titled through  the  author,  shall  for  the  pur- 
pose of  any  legal  proceedings  in  the  United 
Kingdom  for  protecting  the  copyright  in  such 
work  be  deemed  to  be  entitled  to  such  copyright 
as  if  he  were  the  author,  but  this  enactment 
shall  not  prejudice  the  rights  of  such  author  and 
publisher  as  between  themselves.*' 

The  object  of  this  clause  is  to  give  cer- 
tain rights  in  this  country  to  a  pub- 
lisher resident  in  a  foreign  country 
of  the  work  of  an  author  who  is  not  a 
citizen  of  that  foreign  country  or  of 
this  country.  The  publisher  may  have 
no  more  right  to  publish  the  work  in  the 
foreign  country  than  he  has  in  this  coun- 
try ;  and  unless  you  put  in  the  limitation 
which  I  suggest,  the  effect  of  this  clause 
is  to  give  a  publisher  who  chooses  to 
publish  a  work  of  a  citizen  of  a  third 
country  a  right  as  against  the  citizens  of 
this  country.  In  other  words,  a  work  may 
be  common  property  to  the  whole  world; 
but  a  publisher  in  a  foreign  country, 
which  is  under  a  Convention  with  this 
country,  may  acquire  the  right  to  pre- 
clude the  citizens  of  this  country,  who 
have  equal  rights  with  the  publisher  in 
that  country,  from  publishing  it.  I  can 
quite  understand  that  if  a  publisher  in 
America  makes  an  arrangement  with  a 
German  author  to  acquire  his  rights  in 
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America,  whatever  those  rights  are,  that 
may  give  him  a  moral  right  to  protect  the 
translation  and  puhlication  everywhere ; 
but  if  he  has  no  rights  from  the  author, 
he  has  no  moral  right  to  interfere  with 
the  publication  in  this  country.  I  suggest 
that  the  publisher  in  a  foreign  country 
should  have  no  other  right  than  the 
right  he  acquires  by  contract  with  the 
author.  I  quite  sympathize  with  the 
right  of  the  author  to  have  full  control 
over  his  work,  and  to  obtain  from  the 
public  the  full  benefit  of  his  brains; 
but  I  cannot  understand  why  a  man, 
merely  because  he  is  first  with  a  publi- 
cation, should  acquire  rights  which  he 
has  not  obtained  through  the  author, 
and  to  which  he  has  no  moral  claim 
whatever.  The  word  ** produced"  oc- 
curs in  the  clause.  I  suggest  the 
substitution  of  the  word  '^  published," 
because  in  this  Bill  ^*  produced  "  has  a 
different  meaning  to  *'  published."  The 
Bill  applies  to  dramatic  works  as  well 
as  to  ordinary  literary  productions.  I 
happen,  in  my  own  experience,  to  be 
acquainted  with  a  case  in  which  an 
American  theatrical  manager  took  a 
play  which  was  property  common  to 
the  whole  world,  and  produced  it  in 
America.  In  England  the  work,  being 
common  property,  was  also  produced. 
Under  this  Bill  the  theatrical  manager 
in  America,  being  first  to  produce  the 
work,  would  acquire  copyright  as  against 
the  citizens  of  this  country.  [DUfent.'] 
Hon.  Gentlemen  shake  their  heads.  The 
case  is  that  of  The  Beggar  Student.  The 
work  was  first  produced  in  Vienna.  It  was 
afterwards  produced  in  New  York,  and 
subsequently  in  this  country.  It  was 
common  property.  We  had  a  perfect  right 
to  produce  it,  just  as  the  American  ma- 
nager had  a  right  to  produce  it ;  but  if 
this  Bill  passes  into  law  in  its  present 
form,  and  we  have  a  Convention  with 
the  XTnited  States,  the  American  ma- 
nager, having  first  produced  it,  will  ac- 
quire a  copyright  which  will  enable  him 
to  prevent  the  performance  of  the  piece 
in  this  country.  [**  Hear,  hear !  "]  An 
hon.  Member  cries  **  Hear,  hearP'  but 
is  it  reasonable  that  by  the  mere  fact  of 
having  first  produced  it  in  America, 
without  any  arrangement  with  the 
author  in  Vienna,  the  American  man- 
ager should  acquire  the  right  to  exclude 
an  English  manager  from  producing 
that  opera,  which  is  common  property  V 
If   the   Amerioan  manager    made    an 

VOL.  OOOV.      [thibd  sbeies.] 


Copyright  Bill.  482 

arrangement  with  the  author,  he  should 
have  the  right  to  preclude  anyone  else 
producing  it  ;  but  without  such  an 
arrangement  I  cannot  understand  why 
he  should  have  the  sole  right  of  pro- 
duction. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  lines 
15  and  16,  to  leave  out  the  words  "if 
the  order  contains  such  limitation  and." 
—{Mr.  T.  B.  Bolton.) 

Question  proposed,  ^*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Mr. 
Bryoe)  (Aberdeen,  S.) :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman seems  to  me  to  have  altogether 
mistaken  the  effect  of  the  clause.  The 
clause  does  not  give  any  such  effect  as 
that  my  hon.  Friend  has  described.  It 
merely  says  that  where  an  author,  who 
is  not  a  subject  or  citizen  of  the  foreign 
country  named  or  described  in  the  order, 
the  publisher  shall  represent  the  author. 
If  the  hon.  Member  will  look  at  the  end 
of  the  clause  he  will  find  the  words — 

**  But  this  enactment  shall  not  prejudice  the 
rights  of  such  author  and  publisher  as  between 
themselves." 

There  is  nothing  in  the  clause  to  absolve 
the  publisher  from  the  duty  of  making 
out  a  good  title.  Agreeing  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the  necessity  of 
protecting  the  author,  and  differing  only 
as  to  the  construction  of  this  clause,  I 
cannot  accept  his  Amendment,  because 
I  can  see  no  occasion  for  it. 

Mb.  T.  H.  BOLTON :  What  is  the 
language  of  the  clause  ? — 

''The  publisher  of  such  work  shall,  for  the 
purpose  of  any  legal  proceedings  in  the  United 
Kingdom  for  protecting  the  copyright  in  such 
work,  be  deemed  to  be  entitled  to  such  copy- 
right as  if  he  were  the  author.'* 

I  presume  that  in  an  action  to  enforce 
rights  under  the  Convention  it  would 
not  be  competent  to  plead  that  the 
claimant  was  not  the  assignee  of  the 
author,  because  the  Act  of  Parliament 
would  be  put  in  and  prevent  it — 

"The  publisher  of  such  work  shall  for 
the  purpose  of  any  legal  proceeding  ....  be 
deemed  to  be  entitled  to  such  copyright  as  if  he 
were  the  author." 

How  would  it  be  possible,  then,  for  the 
defendant  to  raise  the  question  that  the 
publisher  was  not  entitled  to  sue?  I 
really  must  press  my  view  very  strongly 
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Upon  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Bryce). 
I  have  a  little  legal  experience  and 
some  considerable  experience  of  Copy- 
right Law,  inasmuch  as  for  many  years 
I  was  solicitor  for  the  Dramatic  Authors' 
Society,  and  copyright  cases  have  often 
come  before  me.  I  say  unhesitatingly, 
as  a  lawyer,  that  it  would  not  be  com- 
petent, in  an  action  by  a  publisher,  for 
the  defendant  to  plead  that  the  plain- 
tiff had  no  title.  Of  course,  I  am  in  the 
hands  of  the  hon.  Gentleman;  but  I 
press  my  objection  very  strongly  upon 
him. 

The  SEOEETAET  to  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  0.  T.  D.  Acland) 
(Oornwall,  Launceston) :  The  meaning 
of  this  clause  is  very  simple.  The  author 
may  be  either  included  or  excluded.  If 
the  author  is  excluded,  in  that  case,  and 
in  that  case  only,  the  publisher  would 
come  in  and  take  the  place  of  the 
author. 

Mb.  T.  H.  BOLTON:  Do  I  under- 
stand  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Acland) 
to  say  that  if  the  Act  of  Parliament  ex- 
cludes the  man  who  has  the  prior  moral 
right,  the  publisher  should  have  the 
right — the  publisher,  who  ought  only  to 
have  the  right  through  the  author  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOE  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Mr. 
Beyob)  (Aberdeen,  S.) :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber wants  to  insert  words  which  we  say 
are  already  practically  in  the  clause. 
According  to  the  clause  as  it  stands  the 
publisher  must  prove  his  title,  and  that 
IS  what  the  hon.  Member  wishes  to 
insure. 

Me.  WESTLAKB  (Essex,  Romford): 
I  think  it  would  be  well  if  the  hon. 
Member  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Mr.  Bryce)  would  re- 
consider the  wording  of  this  clause,  be- 
cause I  am  under  the  impression  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  St.  Pancras  (Mr. 
Bolton)  is  right  in  his  interpretation  of 
the  clause  as  it  now  stands.  I  would 
suggest  to  the  hon.  Member  in  charge 
of  the  Bill  the  propriety  of  making  the 
attainment  of  nis  object  in  it  more 
sure. 

Me.  bryce  :  The  matter  has  been 
yery  carefully  considered  and  discussed ; 
but  I  will  have  it  reconsidered  before 
Report,  and  if  there  is  really  any  am- 
biguity the  clause  shall  be  amended. 

Me.  T.  H.  BOLTON  :  After  that  as- 
surance, Mr.  Courtney,  I  will  not  press 
the  Amendment. 

Mr,  Bryce 


Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn* 
Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Simultaneous  publication). 

Me.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St.  Pancras, 
N.) :  This  clause  provides  that  when  a 
work  is  produced  simultaneously  in  the 
United  Kingdom  and  any  foreign 
country,  the  Order  in  Council  shall  de- 
termine, for  the  purpose  of  copyright, 
in  which  country  the  first  production 
takes  place,  and  then  there  is  a  provi- 
sion that  the  copyright  shall  be  such 
only  as  exists  by  virtue  of  the  Con- 
vention. Well,  the  effect  of  that 
may  be  to  cut  down  the  right  of  an 
English  author,  in  some  cases,  to 
nearly  half  the  copyright  he  would 
otherwise  be  entitled  to  under  the  Eng- 
lish law.  So  far  from  cutting  down 
the  right  of  the  English  author  under 
the  English  law,  his  right  should  be 
carefully  preserved;  the  right  he  ac- 
quires under  the  Convention  should  be 
additional  right,  and  not  substituted  or 
reduced  right.  The  Amendment  I  have 
now  to  propose  is,  therefore,  that  where 
a  work  is  produced  simultaneously  in 
the  United  Kingdom  and  in  some  foreign 
country  or  countries,  and  is  by  virtue  of 
an  Order  in  Council  protected,  the  copy- 
right acquired  in  pursuance  of  the 
Order  shall  not  abridge  or  prejudice 
the  right  which  the  author  has  under 
the  English  law.  Let  us  assume  that 
a  work  is  written  by  an  English 
author  and  simultaneously  produced 
in  England  and  the  United  States,  and 
that  under  the  Copyright  Convention 
it  should  be  decided  that  the  place 
of  first  production  is  the  United  States. 
The  effect  of  that  will  be  that  the 
English  author's  right  to  copyright 
will  be  reduced  to  28  years  certain, 
with  power  to  the  author  and  his  wife 
and  children  to  renew  for  14  years, 
instead  of  42  years  certain  or  the  life  of 
the  author  and  seven  years  afterwards. 
The  limit  of  copyright  in  the  United 
States  is  28  years  certain,  with  power 
to  renew  for  14  years.  The  same  term 
to  copyright  exists  in  Canada.  There- 
fore, the  effect  of  this  clause  may  be 
disabling,  disqualifying,  and  reducing, 
instead  of  enabling  and  giving  addi- 
tional advantage.  I  therefore  move, 
that  the  clause,  instead  of  restricting 
the  rights  of  the  author  to  the  rights  ac- 
quired under  any  Convention,   should 
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provide  that  the  rights  shall  not    be 
abiidged  or  reduced. 

AmendmeDt  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  41,  to  leave  out  all  the  words 
after  the  word  *'  shall,'*  to  the  end  of  the  Clause, 
in  order  to  insert  the  words  **  not  be  abridged 
or  reduced  by  such  first  production."— (ifr.  T. 
B,  BdUm.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Thb  under  secretary  of 
8TATE  FOB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Mr. 
Bbtcb)  (Aberdeen,  S.) :  I  am  under  a 
certain  difficulty  in  dealing  with  the 
Amendments  proposed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, because,  unfortunately,  they  are  not 
on  the  Paper.  It  is  not  very  clear  to  me 
what  their  effects  are,  though  I  think  I 
see  the  point  of  this  particular  Amend- 
ment. We  cannot  agree  to  it.  It  be- 
comee  necessary  under  the  Convention  to 
determine,  in  the  case  of  a  work  being 
produced  simultaneously  in  two  coun- 
tries, which  country  shall  be  deemed  the 
country  of  first  publication.  When  the 
country  has  been  decided  upon,  it  fol- 
lows that  the  term  of  copyright  in  that 
country  is  to  be  the  shorter  of  the 
two  terms.  That  is  the  provision  of 
the  Convention  which  we  are  bound  to 
carry  out.  I  do  not  think,  however, 
that  what  the  hon.  Member  suggests  is 
likely  to  improve  matters,  because  it  is 
always  in  the  power  of  the  author  to 
produce  his  work  first  in  which  country 
he  chooses.  As  regards  the  case  of 
simultaneous  production  in  the  United 
States  and  here,  if  the  author  thought 
fit  to  publish  first  in  the  United  States 
and  then  here,  he  might  get  a  shorter 
oopjrright;  but  he  would  have  the  far 
larger  advantage  of  having  that  copy- 
right in  the  United  States  which  he  now 
wants. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clanse  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Modification  of  certain  yto- 
visions  of  International  Copyright  Acts) 
agreed  ta. 

Clause  5  (Restriction  on  translation). 

Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St.  Pancras, 
N.) :  This  clause  deals  with  translation, 
and  provides  that  the  author  shall  have 
the  right  in  a  foreign  country  of  ex- 
clusive translation  for  10  years.  I  think 
that  10  years  is  far  too  long  a  period. 
The  Comznisaion  which  dealt  with  copy- 


right recommended  three  years.  Mr. 
Justice  Stephen,  in  his  Digest  of  the 
Law  of  Copyright,  which  he  prepared 
for  that  Commission,  recommended  that 
the  author  should  have  the  exclusive 
right  of  translation  in  a  foreign  country 
for  three  years,  and  that  that  right  of 
translation  should  then  last  for  10  years. 
Of  course,  I  can  quite  understand  that 
the  period  of  exclusive  sale  of  the  trans- 
lation may  be  varied  to  suit  the  Berne 
Convention;  but  I  cannot  understand 
why  an  author  should  require  10  years 
to  make  up  his  mind  whether  he  will 
authorize  a  translation  of  his  work  to 
appear  in  a  foreign  country.  It  seems 
to  me  that  the  term  is  inordinately 
and  absurdly  long.  I  suggest  by  my 
Amendment  that  three  years  shall  be 
the  period  during  which  the  author 
shall  have  the  exclusive  right  to  pro- 
duce a  translation,  so  that  the  English 
author  in  a  foreign  country  shall  have 
three  years  to  make  his  arrangements 
for  producing  a  translation  in  that 
foreign  country,  and  a  foreign  author 
shall  have  three  years  to  make  up  his 
mind  whether  he  will  produce  a  trans- 
lation of  his  work  in  this  country.  If, 
after  three  years,  an  author  is  unable  ox 
unwilling  to  produce  a  translation,  the 
right  to  translate  should  be  common 
property.  I  move  that  the  term  be 
three  years  instead  of  10. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
22,  to  leave  out  the  word  **ten,"  in 
order  to  insert  the  word  **  three.** — {Mr, 
T,  B.  Bolton,) 

Question  proposed,  ' '  That  the  word 
*  ten '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mb.  THOROLD  ROGERS  (South- 
wark,  Bermondsey):  I  am  afraid  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  St.  Pancras 
(Mr.  Bolton)  is  not  quite  aware  of  the 
facts,  or  he  would  not  talk  so  glibly 
about  the  matter.  The  author  is  entirely 
in  the  hands  of  the  publisher.  I,  per- 
haps, am  a  little  prejudiced  against 
publishers;  but  I  may  say  that  I  re- 
member that  a  worthy  divine  printed  a 
volume  of  sermons.  After  two  editions 
of  the  sermons  had  gone  to  press  the 
author  was  presented  with  a  bill  instead 
of  proceeds,  and  when  he  went  into 
church  instead  of  reading  the  lessons  he 
abused  the  publisher.  I  am  bound  to 
say  there  is  a  deal  of  moral  in  that 
story.  If  you  accept  this  Amendment 
you  will  put  authors  more  within  the 
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power  of  the  publishers.  I  hope  you 
will  keep  to  the  10  years. 

The  SECRETAEY  to  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  0.  T.  D.  AoLAND)(Oorn- 
wall,  Launceston) :  The  Government  can- 
not possibly  accept  the  Amendment,  and 
for  this  reason.  Article 5  of  the  Conven- 
tion expressly  lays  down  the  period  of 
10  years,  and  we  are,  therefore,  bound  to 
adhere  to  it. 

Mb.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St.  Pancras, 
N.)  :  In  my  opinion  that  period  is  alto- 
gether an  unreasonable  one,  and  is  cer- 
tainly opposed  to  the  evidence  which 
was  given  before  the  Commission  on 
Copyright.  I  dare  say  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Southwark  (Mr. 
Thorold  Rogers)  has  possibly  expe- 
rienced the  wickedness  of  these  pub- 
lishers, and  is,  consequently,  prejudiced 
against  them.  I  have  no  such  ex- 
perience; and,  with  all  due  respect  to 
my  hon.  Friend  and  his  facetious  re- 
marks, I  cannot  see  what  his  observations 
have  to  do  with  the  question  under  dis- 
cussion. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  (Application  of  Act  to  exist- 
ing works). 

Mb.  8PICER  (Islington,  8.) :  If  the 
Amendment  to  this  clause  which  ap- 
pears on  the  Paper  in  the  name  of  the 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr. 
Acland)  had  been  put  down  first  I  do 
not  think  I  should  have  given  Notice  of 
my  Amendment.  I  do  not  think  there 
is  much  between  the  two  Amendments 
in  regard  to  the  object  at  which  they 
aim ;  and,  on  the  whole,  I  think  that  of 
the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  is 
the  better  of  the  two.  Therefore,  I 
shall  not  move  mine. 

The  secretary  to  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  C.  T.  D.  Aoland)  (Corn- 
wall, Launceston) :  I  beg  to  move  in 
page  3,  line  42,  to  leave  out  from  the 
words  **  except  as  regards,'*  inclusive, 
to  end  of  Clause,  and  insert — 

"  Provided,  That  where  any  person  has,  hefore 
the  date  of  the  publication  of  an  Order  in 
Council  lawfully  produced  any  work  in  the 
United  PUngdom,  nothing  in  this  section  shall 
diminish  or  prejudice  any  rights  or  interests 
arising  from  or  in  connection  with  such  pro- 
duction which  are  subsisting  and  valuable  at 
the  said|date." 

In  moving^  this  Amendment  I  merely 
desire  to  say  that  it  has  been  put  upon 

Mr.  Thorold  Rogere 


the  Paper  at  the  request  of  a  number 
of  publishers  in  regard  more  especially 
to  music,  but  also  including  publishers 
of  other  works,  and  after  very  careful 
consideration  of  their  requirements. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  line  42,  to  leare  out  from  the 
words  **  except  as  regards,*'  inclusive,  to  end 
of  Clause,  and  insert—**  Provided,  That  where 
any  person  has,  before  the  date  of  the  publica- 
tion of  an  Order  in  Council  lawfully  produced 
any  work  in  the  United  Kingdom,  nothing  in 
this  section  shall  diminish  or  prejudice  any 
rights  or  interests  arising  from  or  in  connec- 
tion with  such  production  which  are  subaist- 
ing  and  valuable  at  the  said  date.*' — {Mr,  C. 
T.  D.  Aeland.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mb.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (8t.  Pancras, 
N.) :  I  cannot  compliment  the  hon. 
Qentleman  upon  this  Amendment.  The 
clause  as  it  originally  stood  was  clear 
and  definite,  and  expressed  what  it 
meant;  but  it  appears  to  me  that  the 
amended  clause  will  leave  room  for 
litigation — 

"  Where  any  person  has,  before  the  date  of 
the  publication  of  an  Order  in  Council  law- 
fully produced.*' 

Why  **  lawfully  ?  "  It  must  mean  some- 
thing. **  Lawfully  produced."  If  the 
words  were  **  represented  or  published" 
that  would  mean  something ;  but  I  can- 
not understand  what  this  means — 

**  Where  any  person  has.  .  .  .  lawfully  pro- 
duced any  work  m  the  United  Kingdom,  nothing 
in  this  section  shall  diminish  or  prejudice  any 
rights  or  interests  arising  from  or  in  connec- 
tion with  such  production  which  are  subsisting 
and  valuable  at  the  said  date.'* 

The  rights  must  be  ''  subsisting,"  and 
they  must  be  **  valuable;"  but  it  occurs 
to  me  that  the  question  whether  they  are 
valuable  or  not  will  be  a  very  difficult 
one  for  the  Courts  of  Law  to  decide ;  and 
I  think  that  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  takes 
a  case  into  a  Court  of  Law  on  the  Pro- 
viso he  has  just  moved  he  will  find  that 
very  considerable  difficulty  will  arise. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  Os- 
BOBNE  Morgan)  (Denbighshire,  E):  I 
think  the  Amendment  is  clear  enough. 
This  is  mere  criticism.  The  word  **  law- 
fully "  is  intended,  I  presume,  to  ex- 
clude illegal  or  piratical  production,  and 
if  rights  are  not  valuable  they  are  not 
likely  to  be  contested. 

Amendment  agreed  to,^ 
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The  under  8E0RETAET  of 
STATE  FOE  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Mr. 
Beycb)  (Aberdeen,  S.) :  In  pursuance 
of  the  promise  which  I  gave  on  the 
second  reading  I  now  move  that  you 
report  Progress,  Sir.  The  remaining 
clauses  refer  to  Colonial  copyright,  and 
we  do  not  propose  to  deal  with  them 
until  we  have  ascertained  the  views  of 
the  Colonies  themselves. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.*'— 
{Mr.  Bryee.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  24th  May. 

SUPPLY.—REPORT. 
Postponed  Resolution  [3rd  May]  con- 
iidered. 

(25.)  "That  asom,  not  exceediog  £58,921, 
be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the 
ram  neceaeary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
oome  in  coarse  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  3l8t  day  of  March  1887|  for  the 
Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Courts  of  Law 
and  Justice  in  Scotland,  and  other  Legal 
Charges." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Committee  in  the  said  Resolution.'' 

Mr.  FRASER-MACKINTOSH  (In- 
verness-shire) :  At  this  hour  I  think  it  is 
not  unreasonable  to  ask  for  a  further 
postponement  of  this  Order  until  Mon- 
day ;  and  I  beg,  therefore,  to  make  that 
Motion. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire) : 
I  beg  to  second  that  Motion.  It  mubt 
be  remembered  that  the  Scotch  Votes 

were    taken  on    Monday [Crie4    of 

•'Agreed!'*] 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  adjourned  till 
MirndtLj  next,"— (Mr. Fraser-JHackintoih.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 

HIGHWAYS  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

(Mr.  Duekham,  Mr.  More,  Mr.  Thomas   Biake.) 

[bill  149.]      CX)KSIDEEATION. 

Bill,  as  amended,  eomidered. 
A  Clause  (Definition  of  term  "high- 
way,") mdded. 
Amendments  made. 
Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


Volunteer  Corps. 
MOTION. 
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ARMS  (iRBLAND)  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  John  Morley,  Bill  to  con- 
tinue for  a  further  limited  period  *'  The  Peace 
Preaervation  (Ireland)  Act,  1881,"  order fd 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  John  Morley,  Mr. 
Secretary  Childera,  and  Mr.  Attorney  General. 
Bi\l  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  205.] 

House  a<]youmed  at  a  quarter 
after  Two  o  clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Friday,  7th  May,  1886. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— First  Reading— 
Incumbents  of  Benefices  Loans  Extension  * 


(89) ;  Municipal  Corporations  (Scheme  Con- 
firmation) • 
ment*(91). 


jipal  uorp( 
(90);    Hi 


ighways  Acts  Amend- 


Second  Reading — Metropolitan  Commons  Provi- 
sional Order*  (71). 

ROYAL  NAVAL  VOLUNTEER  CORPS. 

BESOLUTION. 

Viscount  SIDMOUTH,  in  rising  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
Whether  he  is  prepared  to  supply  gun- 
boats for  the  use  of  the  diflPerent  brigades 
of  the  Royal  Naval  Volunteer  Corps,  and 
to  move  for  any  further  correspondence 
respecting  the  above  corps  from  naval 
oflBcers  or  other  officials  who  have  been 
instructed  to  inquire  into,  or  to  report 
upon,  the  subject  ?  said,  that  the  Naval 
Volimteer  movement  had  been  spread- 
ing largely  of  late,  and  that  it  had 
already  gained  great  popularity.  A 
brigade  had  recently  been  formed  on 
the  Clyde,  and  it  was  intended  to  raise 
similar  corps  at  Yarmouth  and  on  the 
Tyne.  He  hoped  the  Admiralty  would 
do  their  utmost  to  render  this  Service  as 
popular  and  as  efficient  as  the  Bifle 
Volunteers  had  long  been.  At  present, 
a  member  of  the  corps  was  not  adjudged 
efficient  unless  he  could  prove  his  com- 
petency at  gun,  rifle,  pistol,  and  cutlass 
drills.  Now,  it  was  almost  impossible 
for  a  sailor  to  become  efficient  at  gun 
drill  on  shore.  To  handle  a  gun  well  on 
board  ship  a  man  must  first  acquire  his 
sea  legs,  and  he  could  only  do  that  at 
sea.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  a  gun- 
boat would  be  placed  at  the  disposal  of 
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each  corps  for  a  period  of  four  or  five 
months  annually.  There  existed  10  or 
12  which  were  more  or  less  obsolete,  but 
which  would  serve  admirably  the  pur- 
pose which  he  had  in  mind.  A  frequent 
complaint  made  by  Naval  Volunteers 
was  that  an  efficient  man  was  removed 
from  the  list  of  efficients  if  he  could  not 
be  present  at  the  official  inspection. 
That  was  a  very  hard  rule,  and  he  held 
that  men  certified  as  unavoidably  absent 
by  their  Commanding  Officer  should  be 
allowed  to  remain  among  the  efficients. 
Volunteers  who  had  obtained  commis- 
sions after  passing  the  severe  examina- 
tion now  prescribed  by  the  Admiralty 
Regulations  were  entitled  to  aspire  to 
higher  ranks  than  were  at  present  acces- 
sible to  them.  The  last  suggestion  he 
had  to  make  was  that  officers  should  be 
permitted  to  wear  gold  instead  of  silver 
lace.  The  latter  tarnished  very  quickly 
at  sea,  but  gold  was  not  affected  by  salt 
water. 

Moved,  <*  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House 
any  farther  correspondence  respecting  the  Boyal 
Naval  Volunteer  Corps  from  naval  ofBoers  or 
other  ofiBlcials  who  have  been  instructed  to  in- 
quire into  or  to  report  upon  the  subject.'* — 
{The  Viscount  Sidmouth,) 

The  FIEST  LOED  of  the  ADMI- 
EALTY(The  Marqdess  of  Eipon)  could 
assure  the  noble  Viscount  that  he  na- 
turally took    a  great    interest  in   the 
Eoyal  Naval  Volunteer  Force,  and  that 
he  was  anxious  to  do  everything  in  his 
power  to  give  it  reasonable  and  legi- 
timate encouragement.     The  noble  Vis- 
count might   have   a  little    confidence 
in  him  upon  this  point,  because  he  was 
connected  with  the  Military  Volunteer 
FoL'ce  when  it  was  first  started.     He 
regretted  that  he  could  not  produce  the 
Papers  which  the  noble  Viscount  wished 
to  have.     The  Eeport  of  Sir  Eobert 
Molyneux  had  been  received  at  the  Ad- 
miralty, where  it  was  still  the  subject  of 
discussion.   That  being  the  case,  it  would 
not  be  in  accordance  with  the  usual  prac- 
tice or  convenient  to  lay  it  on  the  Table 
of  the  House.     Besides,  it  was  more  or 
less  confidential.     Another  Eeport  con- 
nected with  this  subject  which  the  noble 
Viscount  desired  to  have  was  a  Eeport 
which  was  made  to  the  War  Office,  and 
he  could  not  undertake  to  produce  it 
without  the  concurrence  of  the  Seoretary 
of   State  for  War.     With  reference  to 
the  noble  Viscount's    suggestions,   he 
might  say  that  of  late  years  it  had  been 

Viseouni  Sidmouth 


the  practice  of  the  Admiralty  to  place  a 
gunboat  at  the  disposal  of  the  Corps  of 
Volunteers,  and  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  present  Board  to  continue  the  prac- 
tice. The  Avon  had  been  set  apart  for 
the  London  District,  and  the  Tat/  had 
been  commissioned  as  a  tender  to  the 
Hotspur,  with  the  object  of  making  her 
available  for  corps  at  Bristol  and  Liver- 
pool. As  to  the  corps  on  the  Clyde,  it 
had  been  formed  only  a  short  time,  and 
was  not  yet  in  a  condition  to  embark  on 
a  gunboat  for  sea  practice.  Hereafter, 
the  same  course  would  be  pursued  in 
the  case  of  that  corps  as  in  the  case  of 
the  others.  He  was  obliged  to  the  noble 
Viscount  for  his  suggestions,  and  would 
carefully  consider  them.  Most  of  them 
related  to  points  which  were  referred  to 
in  the  Eeports  of  Admiral  Hamilton  and 
Sir  Eobert  Molyneux,  and  which  would 
be  taken  into  consideration  by  the 
Admiralty. 

Viscount  SIDMOUTH  asked  the 
noble  Marquess  to  take  into  considera- 
tion the  position  and  pay  of  the  in- 
structors of  these  corps,  with  a  view  to 
their  improvement. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  tciih- 
drawn, 

NAVY— EXPLOSION   ON  BOARD  H.M.8. 
'♦  COLLINGWOOD.'* 

QUESTION.       0B8EBVATI0N8. 

Viscount  SIDMOUTH.  in  rising  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
Whether  an  official  Eeport  has  been 
received  of  the  circumstances  that  at- 
tended the  bursting  of  a  gun  on  board 
H.M.8.  ColUngwood :  and,  if  no  Eeport 
has  reached  the  Admiralty,  by  what 
process  the  First  Lord  intends  that  an 
inquiry  shall  be  conducted  ?  pointed 
out  that  the  bursting  of  a  gun  of  that 
kind  was  a  matter  of  very  great  import- 
ance, because  there  were  only  eight  or 
ten  such  guns  on  board  a  vessel;  and  it 
was  a  very  different  matter  as  compared 
with  the  time  when  there  were  a  much 
larger  number  of  guns  of  a  lesser  calibre. 
It  was  not  the  first  time  that  accidents 
of  this  serious  character  had  occurred. 
The  opinions  as  to  the  cause  were  ex- 
ceedingly diverse,  and  it  was  very 
necessary  that  a  full  investigation  and 
inquiry  should  take  place. 

The  FIEST  LOED  of  the  ADMI- 
EALTY  (The  Marquess  of  Eipon)  :  I 
am  not  at  all  surprised  that  a  Question 
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has  been  put  to  me  on  this  subject,  and 
I  quite  agree  with  the  noble  Viscount 
in  thinking  that  the  accident  was  a  very 
serious  one  indeed,  and  deserves,  as  it 
will  most  assuredly  receive  so  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  the  most  careful  con* 
sideration  of  the  Government.  There 
ought  certainly  to  be  a  full  and  ample 
inrestigation  into  all  the  circumstances 
which  attended  it.  This  occurrence  took 
place  last  Tuesday,  the  gun  bursting 
with  a  charge  of  221^1h.  of  powder, 
being  about  three-fourths  of  the  proper 
charge.  As  the  House  is  aware,  the 
gun  burst  about  8  feet  from  the  muzzle. 
That,  no  doubt,  was  a  very  serious  mat- 
ter indeed,  for  the  Admiralty  had,  at  the 
time  of  this  accident,  11  of  these  par- 
ticular 4 3- ton  guns,  and  this  accident, 
of  course,  throws  great  doubt  on  the 
security  of  the  other  10  guns  on  board 
the  CoUingwood  and  two  other  ships,  the 
Colo$9U9  and  the  Conqueror,  A  full  Ee- 
port  on  the  accident  was  received  at  the 
Admiralty  yesterday  from  Captain  Fisher, 
who  was  in  command  of  the  Excellent  ; 
but  I  did  not  wait  until  this  Eeport  had 
been  received  to  take  action  in  the  mat- 
ter. I  immediately  placed  myself  in 
communication  with  the  Ordnance  De- 
partment of  the  War  Office  as  to  what 
steps  should  be  taken  with  regard  to 
the  remaining  10  43- ton  guns.  I  con- 
ferred with  Colonel  Maitland,  Superin- 
tendent of  the  Boyal  Gun  Factories, 
Captain  Noble,  the  manager  of  the 
Elswick  Company,  who  happened  to  be 
in  town,  and  with  the  Director  of 
Naval  Ordnance  ;  and  the  result  of  our 
discussion  was  that  these  three  officers 
were  of  opinion  that  it  was  desirable 
— they  did  not  go  so  far  as  to  say  it 
was  necessary — ^they  said  it  was  de- 
sirable to  strengthen  these  10  remain- 
ing guns  by  hooping  them  near  the 
muzzle.  I  communicated  the  result  of 
this  conversation  to  my  Colleagues  on 
the  Board  of  Admiralty,  and  yesterday 
we  wrote  to  the  War  Office  to  request 
that  they  would  proceed  as  rapidly  as 
they  could  to  strengthen  these  10  guns. 
I  fear  that  this  will  be  a  matter  requiring 
some  time ;  but  Colonel  Maitland  is  of 
opinion  that  the  work  can  be  done  in  a 
month,  and  that  it  will  not  be  necessary 
to  interfere  with  the  gun  carriages. 
Even  if  it  is  an  under- est!  mate,  and  it 
takes  two  or  three  months  to  carry  it 
out,  it  will  still  be  very  much  less  time 
than  many  have  been  led  to  suppose. 


All  that  will  be  necessary  will  be  to 
send  the  guns  to  Woolwich  Factory — 
not  all  at  the  same  time,  but  two  or 
three  at  a  time.  We  must  all  be  agreed 
that  this  question  requires  a  searching 
inquiry;  and  I  understand  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  War  Department  to  call 
on  the  Ordnance  Select  Committee,  with 
certain  associate  members,  men  of  great 
distinction,  to  report  upon  this  accident. 
I  have  not  been  able  to  enter  into  com- 
munication with  my  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.Campbe]l-£annerman)on  this  ques- 
tion, as  he  has  been  absent  from  London ; 
but  he  will  return  to-day  or  to-morrow, 
and  I  shall  place  myself  in  communica- 
tion with  him.  I  will  suggest  to  him 
that  inquiry  shall  not  end  with  the  Ee- 
port of  the  Ordnance  Committee,  but  that 
a  further  and  subsequent  inquiry  shall 
take  place  into  the  whole  of  the  circum- 
stances connected  with  this  unfortunate 
accident.  I  quite  agree  with  the  noble 
Yiscount  that  this  is  a  very  serious  mat- 
ter indeed,  and  I  can  assure  him  that  it 
will  not  be  my  fault  if  it  is  not  tho- 
roughly examined  into,  and  if  steps  are 
not  taken  to  prevent,  so  far  as  possible, 
the  recurrence  of  such  accidents.  It 
must,  however,  be  remembered  that 
steel  is  a  very  uncertain  material,  and 
accidents  of  this  sort  must,  unhappily, 
he  expected  from  time  to  time. 

The  Eakl  of  EAVENSWOETH 
observed,  that  the  supply  of  ordnance  was 
one  of  the  most  important  questions  of 
the  day.  Ships  were  delayed  in  their 
construction  not  only  for  months,  but  for 
years,  because  the  question  of  the  guns 
which  the  ship  was  to  carry  had  not 
been  settled.  Unless  the  constructor  of 
a  ship  knew  what  the  size  and  power  of 
the  guns  were  to  be  which  she  was  to 
carry  it  was  perfectly  impossible  for  him 
to  design  a  ship  properly.  With  regard 
to  the  question  of  the  4d-ton  guns,  he 
wished  to  know  whether  he  was  correct 
in  the  idea  that  the  very  important  Ord- 
nance Committee,  which  had  sat  for  at 
least  a  year,  and  which  had  reported 
last  July  or  August,  had  recommended 
the  43 -ton  gun,  but  had  joined  that  re- 
commendation with  another  distinct  re- 
commendation that  the  full  charge  should 
not  be  used  ?  If  that  was  the  case,  that 
recommendation  was  surely  vetj  nega- 
tive praise  of  that  ordnance,  and  looked 
very  much  as  if  there  was  a  suspicion 
concerning  it  in  the  minds  of  those  ex- 
perts who  had  examined  into  the  quesr 
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tion.  Now  that  slow  burning  powder 
was  used  the  pressure  upon  the  gun  was 
very  great  where  the  hooping  ceased, 
and  ti^is  caused  the  danger.  He  had 
only  a  short  time  before  been  speaking 
to  one  who  was  a  thorough  judge  both 
of  ships  and  guns — Lord  Charles  Beres- 
ford — who  had  said  that  it  was  better  to 
lose  three  ships  than  burst  one  gun,  be- 
cause if  men  distrusted  the  weapon  with 
which  they  had  to  work  it  inevitably 
had  a  demoralizing  effect  upon  them. 
That  showed  the  immense  importance  of 
the  question ;  and  it  was  one  also  which 
affected  the  whole  question  of  our  home 
defences.  Considerable  progress  had 
been  made  lately  by  the  engineers  upon 
some  of  our  defences;  but  until  they 
knew  what  the  gun  was  to  be  they  were 
altogether  in  the  dark.  He  earnestly 
hoped  that  the  work  of  strengthening 
the  guns  would  be  rapidly  proceeded 
with,  and  also  that  this  question,  as 
affecting  the  manufacture  of  heavy  ord- 
nance, would  be  thoroughly  sifted  to  the 
very  bottom.  He  also  trusted  that  the 
Government  would  carefully  consider 
the  possibility  of  making  the  Admiralty 
itself  responsible  for  the  supply  of  guns 
to  the  Navy. 

The  Marquess  of  EIPON  said,  that 
with  respect  to  the  large  and  important 
question  alluded  to  by  the  noble  Earl  in 
the  latter  part  of  his  remarks  he  fully 
recognized  its  importance,  and  both  be- 
fore and  since  the  accident  it  had  been 
occupying  his  attention,  and  would  con- 
tinue to  do  so.  With  respect  to  what 
had  fallen  from  the  noble  Earl  with  re- 
gard to  the  recommendation  of  the  Com- 
mittee which  had  reported  last  year,  the 
noble  Earl  was  very  nearly  right,  but 
not  quite.  This  question  did  not  touch 
all  the  43-ton  guns  or  those  now  being 
manufactured,  which  were  made  stronger 
towards  the  muzzle ;  and  there  were  also 
several  other  43- ton  guns  which  were  of 
stronger  make.  The  question  affected 
only  1 1  guns ;  and  with  respect  to  these 
IL  guns  the  Committee  had  reported 
that  no  alteration  was  required,  but  re- 
commended that  the  full  charge  of  2951b. 
of  cocoa  powder  should  not  be  exceeded. 
He  quite  admitted  that  this  direction 
that  the  full  charge  should  not  be  ex- 
ceeded might  seem  to  express  some  doubt 
as  to  the  gun,  unless  they  bore  in  mind 
that  in  spite  of  this  the  Committee  had 
reported  that  the  gun  should  not  be 
altered. 

The  Earl  of  Ravemworth 


GOVERNMENT  OF  IRELAND. 
OBSERVATION.      QUESTION. 

Lord  ASHBOUENE  remarked,  that 
the  Government  had  pletced  on  the  Table 
of  the  other  House  an  interesting  Eetum 
of  the  addresses  of  varioiis  Bodies  in 
Ireland  in  reply  to  the  invitation  of  the 
Prime  Minister  fur  the  expression  of 
opinion  regarding  the  government  of 
Ireland.  He  thought  that  it  would  be 
convenient  if  this  Eeturn  were  also  cir- 
culated in  their  Lordships'  House ;  and 
he  would  ask  the  Lord  President  whe- 
ther he  would  lay  it  on  the  Table  ? 

The  lord  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Earl  Spencer)  said,  that  he 
would  be  perfectly  willing  to  do  so. 

incumbents  of  benefices  loans  exten- 
sion BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  extend  the  time  for  the  repajnnent 
of  loans  granted  by  the  Governors  of  the  Bounty 
of  Queen  Anne  for  the  Augmentation  of  the 
Maintenance  of  the  Poor  Clergy  to  incumbents 
of  Benefices— Was  presenied  by  The  Duke  of 
Buckingham  and  Chandos  ;  read  1*.    (No.  89.) 

MUNICIPAL  OOEPOEATIONS   (SCHEME   OON- 

FIBMATION)   BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  confirm  a  scheme  made  by  a 
Committee  of  the  Lords  of  Her  Majesty's  Privy 
Council  under  the  Municipal  Corporations  Act, 
1882,  relating  to  Higham  Ferrers— Was  pre- 
MenUd  by  The  Lord  President;  read  1*;  and 
referred  to  the  Examiners.    (No.  90.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Five 

o* clock,  to  Monday  next,  a  quarter 

before  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  1th  May,  1886. 


MINUTES.]  — PiiivATE  Bills  (hy  Order)  — 

Withdraton — Charterhouse. 
Second  J?*arfi«^--Shanklin  and  C!hale  Railway 

(Extension  to  Freshwater).* 
Provisional  Order  Bills  —  Ordered  —  First 

Beading -Gt&B  and  Water  (No.  3)*    [206]; 

Water*  [207]. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


CHARTERHOUSE  BILL.— [Xorifo.] 

{by  Order,) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 
Sib  RICHARD  WEBSTER  (Me  of 
Wight) :  I  need  soaroelj  say  that  under 

uigiiizea  oy  -vj  v-^v^pt  iv^ 
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ordinarj  oircumstances  I  should  not 
have  thought  it  necessary  to  address  the 
House  in  moving  the  second  reading  of 
this  Bill.  But  a  good  deal  of  misunder- 
standing seems  to  prevail  in  regard  to 
the  measure  which  misunderstanding 
is  not  con6ned  to  hon.  Members 
only,  but  extends  to  statements  which 
have  appeared  in  the  public  Press^ 
and  which  are  absolutely  without 
foundation  and  of  a  misleading  cha- 
racter. I  think  it  right  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers should  understand  the  exact  posi- 
tion of  the  Bill,  what  it  is  that  it  con- 
templates, and  why  it  has  been  intro- 
duced. I  may  remind  the  House  that 
the  Bill  has  already  passed  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  that,  in  addition,  it  has  been 
approved  by  the  Charity  Commissioners, 
and  has  received  the  sanction  of  the  At- 
torney General,  without  which  it  could 
not  be  proceeded  with.  It  is  a  Bill  to 
enable  the  Governors  of  the  Charterhouse 
to  carry  out  efficiently,  and  in  the  way 
which  was  originally  contemplated,  the 
wishes  and  intentions  of  the  Founder.  I 
would  like  to  show  who  the  Governors 
of  the  Charterhouse  are.  If  hon.  Mem- 
bers will  refer  to  a  statement  which  has 
been  printed  in  support  of  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  they  will  find  that 
the  Governors  of  the  Charterhouse,  acting 
under  the  Charter  and  Acts  relatinf^  to 
the  Foundation,  are : — The  Archbishop 
of  Canterbury,  the  Archbishop  of  York, 
the  Duke  of  Eichmond  and  Gordon,  the 
Earl  of  Selbome,  Viscount  Cranbrook, 
the  Bishop  of  London,  the  Bishop  of 
Kochester,  Lord  Coleridge,  Lord  Clinton, 
Lord  RoUo,  the  Right  Hon.  William 
Ewart  Gladstone,  M.P.,  John  Gilbert 
Talbot,  Esq.,  M.P.,  and  Canon  Elwyn, 
Master.  The  Charterhouse  existed  in 
its  present  condition  since  1611,  and 
this  is  a  Bill  to  enable  the  Gt)vernors  of 
the  Charterhouse  to  dispose  of  part  of 
their  London  property  without,  to  any 
appreciable  extent,  injuring,  or  in  any 
way  impairing,  the  ancient  building.  As 
a  Carthusian  myself,  I  will  tell  the 
House  that  I  would  not  have  taken  any 
part  in  support  of  the  Bill  if  there  had 
been  any  intention  to  injure  the  old 
building,  which  is  really  one  of  the  orna- 
ments of  London.  The  necessity  for  the 
measure  arises  in  this  way.  Owing  to 
the  scheme  whereby  the  funds  of  the 
hospital  were  divided  into  two  parts  in 
the  year  1872.  or  thereabouts,  the  avail- 
able income  of  the  Ciiarterhouse  Hospi- 


tal at  the  present  time  has  been  reduced 
to  about  £10,000  a-year.  The  income 
has  been  falling  off  for  several  years 
in  consequence  of  the  depression  in  the 
property  of  the  Charity  in  Cambridge- 
shire, and  other  counties ;  and  I  am  sorry 
to  say  there  is  no  doubt  whatever  that  so 
far  from  there  being  any  prospect  of  im- 
provement, matters  are  looking  much 
worse,  leases  are  falling  in,  and  there  is 
the  greatest  difficulty  m  inducing  per- 
sons to  take  up  the  land  even  at  greatly 
reduced  rents.  Owing  to  this  fact  the 
Governors  of  the  Charterhouse  find 
themselves  imable  to  carry  on  the  hospi- 
tal upon  its  present  basis  without  in- 
curring an  annual  pecuniary  loss.  The 
lowest  estimate  which  can  be  formed  of 
the  necessary  expenditure  in  order  to 
maintain  even  the  reduced  number  of 
pensioners  is  about  £12,800  a-year. 
The  original  number  of  pensioners  was 
80 ;  but  it  has  been  obliged  already  to 
be  reduced  to  55,  and  the  Governors  have 
now  to  consider  how  best  to  carry  on  the 
affairs  of  the  hospital.  Having  con- 
sidered the  matter  most  anxiously  after 
the  expenditure  of  a  considerable  amount 
of  time,  and  having  taken  the  most  com- 
petent advice,  they  have  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  if  the  Charity  is  to  afford 
anything  like  the  benefit  which  it  was 
intended  by  its  founder  that  it  should 
afford,  some  change  must  be  made.  At 
the  end,  or,  rather,  at  the  beginning  of 
last  year,  and  all  through  the  year,  it 
became  necessary  for  the  Governors  of 
the  Charterhouse  to  consider  what  course 
should  be  adopted  ;  and  after  very  grave 
consideration,  after  consulting  the  most 
competent  persons,  after  taking  the  ad- 
vice of  the  Charity  Commissioners,  and 
submitting  their  scheme  to  the  Attorney 
General,  this  Bill  has  been  brought  in. 
The  Bill,  as  the  House  will  probably 
know,  is  a  Bill  to  enable  a  certain 
portion  of  the  Charterhouse  property  to 
be  sold  or  let  for  purposes  of  building. 
Probably  the  House  will  be  aware  that 
a  considerable  portion  of  the  original 
property,  which  at  one  time  formed  the 
playground  of  the  school,  was  sold  15  or 
18  years  ago  to  the  Merchant  Taylors* 
Company,  and  has  been  utilized  for  the 
Merchant  Taylors*  School.  The  remain- 
ing portion  of  the  property  consists  of 
about  six  acres.  Of  that  two  acres  form- 
ing Charterhouse  Square  will  not  be 
touched  or  interfered  with  at  all.  Of 
the  remaining  four  acres  I  believe  that 
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about  half  an  acre  is  to  be  devoted  to 
public  gardens,  and  about  three-quarters 
of  an  acre  to  a  new  street,  making  al- 
together one  and  a-quarter  acres,  and 
leaving  about  three  acres  to  be  dealt 
with,  which  are  covered  at  present 
either  by  old  buildings  or  by  new.  I  de- 
sire to  deal  at  once  with  the  opposition  to 
the  Bill.  That  opposition,  to  a  great 
extent,  proceeds  from  motives  with  which 
I  entirely  sympathize — namely,  the  de- 
sire to  maintain  and  preserve  the  ancient 
buildings  of  the  Charterhouse.  I  should 
like  the  House  to  understand  what  these 
ancient  buildings  consist  of,  and  I  hope 
that  some  hon.  Members  may  have 
visited  the  place  and  have  had  an  op- 
portunity of  seeing  the  buildings  as  they 
now  stand.  The  ancient  buildings  con- 
sist of  a  master's  lodge,  a  very  fine 
ball  and  chapel,  and  a  court  which 
forms  what  is  called  Washhouse  Court. 
It  is  proposed  to  leave  nearly  the  ^hole 
of  these  old  buildings  untouched.  The 
Bill  proposes  that  a  street  should  be 
taken  through  the  ground  floor  of  Wash- 
house  Court  at  both  ends.  I  have 
plans  here  which  will  enable  hon.  Mem- 
bers better  to  understand  the  nature  of 
the  scheme.  The  whole  of  Washhouse 
Court  will  be  lefi  intact,  except  the 
ground  floor  on  the  north  and  south, 
leaving  the  east  and  west  sides  and  the 
rest  of  Washhouse  Court  intact.  The 
upper  part  of  the  building  will  not  be 
interfered  with  at  all.  I  should  have 
been  most  thankful,  if  it  had  been  pos- 
sible, for  the  scheme  to  be  promoted 
without  touching  any  part  of  Wash- 
house  Court;  but  of  the  four  walls  of 
that  Court  which  now  exist,  three  of 
them  have  been  to  a  considerable  ex- 
tent altered  and  modernized,  and,  in 
fact,  there  is  not  one  of  the  four  walls 
which  is  in  the  exact  condition  in  which 
it  stood  originally.  If  hon.  Members 
who  have  taken  a  prominent  part  in 
securing  the  preservation  of  old  build- 
ings will  take  the  pains  to  understand 
this  design,  they  will  see  that  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill,  in  their  main  motives, 
have  been  actuated  by  a  desire  to  pre- 
serve the  Charterhouse  as  much  as  pos- 
sible. The  objections  which  have  been 
taken  to  the  Bill  I  will  not  at  all  attempt 
to  deal  with  now;  but  I  desire  to  say 
that,  as  far  as  the  preservation  of  the 
old  buildings  is  concerned,  if  the  House 
thinks  that  it  is  not  sufficiently  provided 

Sir  Eiehard  Websier ' 


for,  the  promoters  will  be  only  too  glad 
to  consent  to  any  clause  to  insure  that 
no  alteration  should  be  made  in  what 
are  really  the  old  buildings  of  the  Char- 
terhouse— namely,  the  master's  lodge, 
the  hall  and  chapel,  and  the  remainder 
of  Washhouse  Court.  I  hope,  how- 
ever, that  the  House  will  be  satisfied 
with  the  manner  in  which  the  Govern- 
ing Body  have  dealt  with  the  case,  and 
it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  with  re- 
gard to  the  rest  of  the  property  a  con- 
siderable proportion  is  proposed  to  be 
given  up  for  open  spaces.  If  anyone 
will  go  to  the  Charterhouse  and  see  the 
buildings  as  they  exist  there,  I  think  he 
would  be  satisfied  that  no  public  iniury 
is  contemplated  by  the  scheme,  and  he 
would  also  be  able  to  recognize  the  fact 
that  at  the  present  moment  the  public 
have  no  access  to  these  buildings  at  all. 
He  would,  therefore,  probably  come  to 
the  conclusion,  if  he  viewed  the  matter 
fairly,  that  that  which  is  proposed  to  be 
done  by  the  (Governors  under  the  neces- 
sities of  the  case  is  only  to  secure  the 
utilization  of  that  part  of  the  property  for 
the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Founder  of  the  Charity  with- 
out interfering  with  the  preservation  of 
the  ancient  buildings.  I  am  not  aware 
that  there  is  anything  in  the  Bill  to 
which  I  need  call  the  attention  of  the 
House,  at  any  rate  in  the  present  stage. 
Of  course,  I  shall  have  the  opportunity 
of  hearing  what  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Gateshead  (Mr.  W.  H. 
James),  who  is  opposing  the  Bill,  wishes 
to  say  against  it,  and  I  shall  have  the 
right  of  replying.  I  hope  the  House 
will  clearly  understand  that  it  is  only 
stern  necessity  which  induces  the  Go- 
vernors of  the  Charterhouse  to  bring 
forward  this  measure.  They  will,  if  the 
Bill  passes,  be  able  to  maintain  200 
pensioners,  instead  of  55,  as  at  present. 
The  present  condition  of  things  is  such 
that  the  large  cost  of  maintaining  the 
property  swallows  up  all  the  income; 
and  the  Governors  find  themselves  un- 
able to  keep  up  the  Charity  and  distri- 
bute its  benefits  in  the  way  in  which  the 
Founder  originally  intended.  I  trust 
that  when  the  House  fully  understand  the 
nature  of  the  Bill,  and  have  had  placed 
before  them  the  objections  which  have 
been  made  to  it,  they  will  be  of  opinion 
that  the  Bill  is  one  which  ought  to  be 
read  a  second  time. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (/Sfir  Richard  Wehster,) 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES  (Gateshead),  in 
rising  to  move  as  an  Amendment — 

*'  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  in- 
expedient to  abolish  the  Hospital  founded  by 
Thomas  Sutton  in  the  London  Charterhouse, 
to  mntiUte  a  most  interesting  relio  of  Old  Lon- 
don, and  to  cover  with  buildings  a  consider- 
able area  of  open  ground  in  the  heart  of  the 
Metropolis,  in  order  to  reconstruct  a  Charity 
which,  in  its  present  form,  carries  out  the  in- 
tention of  the  Founder,  and  has  not  been  shown 
to  be  nnsoitable  to  the  needs  of  the  present  day, 
or  to  have  given  rise  to  abuses,'' 

said :  I  am  afraid  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  in  the  speech  he  has 
just  made,  seems  to  suppose  that  the 
opposition  to  this  Bill  is  somewhat  un- 
reason ahle.  But  I  he^  to  assure  him 
that  those  with  whom  I  am  acting  con- 
sider that  this  is  a  most  unreasonahle 
Bill.  I  do  not  think  it  would  he  well  that 
I  should,  at  any  great  length,  detain  the 
House  with  the  antiquarian  history  of 
the  Charterhouse.  All  I  need  say  is 
that  the  Charity  was  founded  hy  Mr. 
Thomas  Sutton  at  the  commencement  of 
the  17th  century,  and  that  it  affords  a 
striking  example  of  the  princely  muni- 
ficence which  was  exercised  at  that  period. 
In  1611  Mr.  Thomas  Sutton  bought  the 
Charterhouse  from  the  Howard  family 
for  £13,000.  At  the  end  of  the  same 
year  Mr.  Thomas  Sutton  died ;  but  in  the 
meantime  he  had  founded  the  hospital, 
and  left  by  his  will  ample  fimds  for  its 
maintenance.  For  the  additional  build- 
ings that  were  necessary  he  left  a  sum 
of  £5,000.  He  added  another  sum  of 
£ly000  to  the  treasury  of  the  Hospital, 
and  a  further  sum  of  £20,000  for  the 
general  purposes  and  objects  of  the 
Charity.  A  rather  remarkable  circum- 
stance then  occurred.  No  sooner  was 
Mr.  Thomas  Sutton  dead  than  strenuous 
eflbits  were  made  in  different  quarters, 
on  the  part  of  various  persons,  to  become 
possessed  of  these  Charities.  A  nephew  of 
the  name  of  Baxter  entered  into  litigation 
after  having  vainly  attempted  to  obtain 
forcible  possession  of  the  Charterhouse, 
and  he  attracted  to  his  cause  no  less  a 
person  than  Sir  Francis  Bacon.  Sir 
Francis  Bacon  wrote  to  the  King  a  letter, 
in  which  he  criticized  the  whole  of  Mr. 
Qniomas  Sutton's  plan,  and  suggested 
other  ways  in  which  the  funds  left  by 
the  will  of  the  Founder  might  have  been 


better  expended.  He  described  Howard 
House,  which  it  was  intended  to  utilize 
for  the  purposes  of  a  hospital  as  fit  for  a 
Prince's  establishment,  and  as  suitable 
for  Sutton's  Charity  as  **  giving  an  em- 
broidered cloak  to  a  poor  beggar."  In 
order  to  succeed  in  their  suit,  the  Trus- 
tees of  the  Hospital  thought  itright  to  de- 
vote part  of  the  sum  of  £20,000,  which 
had  been  left  by  Mr.  Thomas  Sutton,  to 
the  building  of  a  bridge  over  the  Tweed 
at  Berwick.  No  sooner  was  this  sum 
paid  into  Court  by  the  representatives 
of  Mr.  Thomas  Sutton  than  iudgment 
was  given,  successfully  establishing  tbeir 
right  to  the  Charity.  Subsequent  Acts 
of  Parliament  confirmed  the  Governors 
of  the  Charterhouse  in  their  privileges. 
It  is  now  proposed  by  the  present  Bill 
to  destroy  and  lay  open  for  building 
purposes  part  of  the  old  burial  ground, 
and  a  very  striking  portion  of  Wash- 
house  Court.  There  is  no  doubt  that  a 
considerable  portion  of  the  building  ori- 
ginally constituted  the  old  Carthusian 
Monastery — one  of  the  few  institutions 
of  the  kind  now  existing  in  the  country. 
It  is  of  the  utmost  importance  that  the 
remains  of  that  building  should  be  pre- 
served, as  originally  intended,  as  the 
home  of  the  pensioners  of  this  Charity  ; 
but  the  Bill  which  is  now  before  the 
House  proposes  to  devote  for  building 
purposes  some  four,  five,  or  six  acres 
which  now  belong  to  it.  I  cannot  exactly 
state  what  the  precise  area  is,  because 
I  find  that  there  is  a  difference  of  opi- 
nion, even  on  the  part  of  those  who  have 
made  the  most  careful  measurements; 
but  that  is  a  matter  which,  if  the  Bill 
should  finally  go  before  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, could  be  inquired  into  there. 
The  measure  proposes  virtually  to  de- 
stroy and  lay  open  for  building  purposes 
part  of  the  old  burial  ground,  the  inner 
quadrangle,  and  important  and  striking 
portions  of  old  Howard  House  and 
Washhouse  Court.  It  is  not  desirable 
that  I  should  enter  into  particulars  as  to 
the  exact  merits  of  these  particular  build> 
ings.  No  doubt  a  very  considerable  por- 
tion of  the  building  was  the  home  of  the 
brethren  of  the  Carthusian  Monastery, 
and  it  was  the  most  interesting  part  of  the 
building.  At  the  time  of  the  disruption 
of  the  Monasteries  by  Henry  VIII., 
Prior  Houghton,  who  was  at  the  head 
of  this  Monastery,  was  beheaded,  and 
the  Monastery  was  put  down.  Now,  it 
seems  to  me  that  very  few  important 
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and  available  relics  of  the  great  Monas- 
teries of  the  Medisoval  period  have 
been  preserved ;  and,  as  has  been  just 
stated,  the  fewer  we  have  of  them  the 
more  precious  they  become.  To  my 
mind  it  is  an  act  of  Philistinism,  of 
barbarism,  and  of  Vandalism,  which  the 
House  is  asked  to  sanction,  under  the 
patronage  of  these  great  names  of  the 
Governors  of  the  Charterhouse,  by 
sweeping  away  an  old  monument  of  this 
character.  I  do  not  wish  to  enter  into  a 
controversy  with  regard  to  the  objects  of 
Mr.  Thomas  Sutton — the  pious  Founder 
of  this  Charity.  Pious  Founders  have, 
over  and  over  again,  left  money  for  all 
sorts  of  objects  of  an  undesirable  charac- 
ter. I  do  not  wish  to  inquire  into  the  ques- 
tion merely  from  antiquarian  or  aesthetic 
grounds ;  but  I  do  not  think  it  right  to 
turn  and  twist  the  objects  of  a  Charity 
at  the  will  and  desire  of  any  number  of 
persons,  no  matter  how  eminent,  purely 
for  commercial  and  mercenary  purposes. 
I  am  sorry  to  hear  that  the  Governors 
of  this  Charity  are  sufiFering,  like  scores 
of  other  individuals,  from  the  depres- 
sion of  agriculture.  But,  if  such  be  the 
case,  it  appears  to  me  that,  like  other 
persons,  they  should  exercise  a  wise  and 
rigid  economy,  and  should  reduce  the 
number  of  their  pensioners,  or  the  num- 
ber of  their  scholars.  I  do  not  wish  to 
attack  or  enter  into  any  controversy 
with  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  as  to 
the  arrangement  of  the  funds  of  the 
Charterhouse  by  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners. I  have  no  doubt  that  in  all 
the  arrangements  they  have  made  for 
dealing  with  Charities  of  this  character 
they  have  been  desirous  of  acting  upon 
the  principles  of  justice  and  good  sense. 
But  the  Governors  of  this  Charity,  whose 
distinguished  names  appear  at  the  head 
of  the  statement  which  has  been  printed 
on  behalf  of  the  Bill,  are  gentlemen  who 
are  not  able,  on  account  of  the  multi- 
farious duties  they  have  to  discharge 
in  other  respects,  to  devote  their  whole 
attention  to  that  impartial  considera- 
tion of  the  interests  of  the  Charter- 
house which  that  Institution  requires. 
I  understood  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
to  say  that  the  plan  which  has  been 
submitted  to  the  House  has  the  approval 
of  the  architect  of  the  Charterhouse 
himself — an  old  Carthusian.  I  presume 
that  he  referred  to  Mr.  Herbert  Car- 
penter ;  and  I  find  that  that  gentleman 
has  written  a  letter  with  respect  to  the 

Mr.  W,  //.  Jams 


threatened  demolition  of  the  Charter- 
house, in  which  he  says — 

**  We  '  old  Carthusians  '  had,  till  recently, 
been  under  the  impression  that  our  ancient 
buildings  would  be  respected  in  any  scheme  of 
the  Governors  for  re-arranging  the  Charity, 
ft  seems,  however,  that  if  a  Bill  as  now  drawn 
(and  printed  in  The  Times)  is  passed,  any  or 
every  part  of  the  buildings,  ancient  as  weU  as 
modem,  can  be  swept  away  by  the  present 
GrOYemors  or  by  their  successors.  Some  of  ofl 
think  very  decidedly  that  the  power  sought  for, 
if  given  at  all,  should  be  strictly  limited,  and  I 
have  drawn  out  a  plan  in  order  to  show  to  those 
interested  what  we  mean  by  the  term  'Old 
Charterhouse,'  we  so  much  wish  to  be  pre- 
served." 

After  entering  into  particulars,  Mr.  Car- 
penter says — 

*'  It  is  obvious  that  the  projected  street  can- 
not be  driven  through  the  Charterhouse  pro- 
perty without  destroying  more  or  less  of  the 
buildings— especially  the  ancient  portions  of 
them ;  and  J  must  add,  that  at  a  meeting  held 
to-day  on  this  subject  we  were  told,  on  good 
authority,  that  the  street  is  to  go  from  Clerken- 
well  Road  to  Charterhouse  Square,  with,  of 
course,  buildings  on  either  side  of  it.  A  mere 
glance  at  the  plan  will  show  that  all  *  Wash- 
house  Court '  will  be  demolished,  with  part  of 
Howard  House.  I  think  I  may  say  that  most 
of  us  will  not  be  satisfied  with  the  sparing  of 
the  chapel  and  hall,  and  but  fragments  of 
Howard  House ;  and  if  success  cannot  be  in- 
sured to  the  scheme  without  this  destruction, 
the  Bill  ought,  we  think,  to  be  rejected  in  Par- 
liament ;  or,  if  carried,  it  should  be  in  such  an 
altered  form  as  to  secure  to  us  all  our  ancient 
and  historical  buildings,  still  to  be,  we  trust, 
used  in  some  way  in  harmony  with  our  Founder's 
intentions.'* 

This  gentleman  is  now  the  honorary  or 
consulting  architect  to  the  Governors, 
and  I  believe  it  is  his  plan,  to  a  very 
considerable  extent,  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  anxious  to  carry 
out.  I  think  it  is  a  pity  that  an  ancient 
building  like  this  should  be  handed  over 
to  the  tender  mercies  and  fantastic  views 
of  any  architect  whatever.  No  doubt, 
there  are  many  architects  who  are 
anxious  to  try  their  hands  upon  old 
buildings ;  but  I  hope  that  in  this  in- 
stance the  House  will  agree  with  me 
that,  as  far  as  is  now  possible,  the  gene- 
ral character  of  what  still  remains  of 
Medieeval  London  should  be  preserved. 
There  are  many  things  attributed  to  this 
Democratic  Parliament;  but  I  venture 
to  say  that  it  will  not  be  found  wanting 
in  a  proper  spirit  of  respect  and  rever- 
ence for  the  old  monuments  of  the  coun- 
try. Personally,  I  regard  any  project 
for  the  destruction  of  this  old  monument 
and  record  as  an  act  of  Vandalism.   My 
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hon.  and  learned  Friend  says  that  the 
Bill  does  not  propose  to  destroy  these 
buildings ;  but  suppose  that  you  have  a 
church  standing  in  the  centre  of  a 
churchyard,  if  you  place  buildings  all 
over  that  churchyard  surely  you  destroy 
the  beauty  of  the  church  itself.  It  would 
be  very  much  the  same  in  this  case.  If 
you  build  over  the  whole  of  the  land 
upon  which  the  Charterhouse  now  stauds 
you  will  destroy  its  architectural  beauty. 
Aud  it  is  quite  likely  that  in  doiug  so 
you  may  altogether  upset  the  arrange- 
ments between  the  Governors  of  the 
Charterhouse  and  the  Merchant  Taylors' 
Company  in  reference  to  their  schools, 
and  that  the  Merchant  Taylors'  School 
may  no  longer  be  retained  in  London, 
so  that  that  part  of  this  property  may 
also  be  swept  away  and  devoted  to 
purely  mercenary  objects.  I  do  not 
know  that  there  would  be  any  use  in 
my  detaining  the  House  as  to  the  ar- 
rangements which  may  be  made  between 
funds  devoted  to  the  school  and  those 
for  the  maintenance  of  the  pensioners. 
As  I  have  already  said,  I  oppose  the 
Bill  upon  general  grounds,  and  I  hope 
that  after  he  has  listened  to  the  debate 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  will  with- 
draw the  measure  in  deference  to  the 
consensus  of  feeling  which  I  feel  cer- 
tain will  be  expressed  by  the  House. 
I  certainly  cannot  consent  to  ab- 
stain from  going  to  a  division,  be- 
cause I  cannot  allow  so  objectionable  a 
measure  to  pass  unchallenged  through 
a  second  reading.  I  do  not  think  that 
it  is  desirable  that  it  should  be  discussed 
before  a  Committee,  because  I  know 
what  the  discussion  of  details  and  mat- 
ters of  this  kind  before  a  Select  Com- 
mittee means.  We  are  nearly  half-way 
throuKh  the  Session,  and  Bills  are  fre- 
quently, under  such  circumstances,  al- 
lowed to  go  before  a  Committee  as  a 
matter  of  chance  in  a  haphazard  way ; 
and  I  am  very  much  afraid  that  if  this 
Bill  is  sent  to  a  Committee,  the  general 
importance  of  the  question,  and  the 
grounds  of  objection  I  have  raised,  will 
run  the  risk  of  being  entirely  lost  sight 
of  in  mere  technical  matters.  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  beg  to  move  the 
Amendment  of  which  I  have  given 
Notice. 

Mb.  R.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Isling- 
ton, W.) :  I  beg  to  second  the  Amena- 
ment. 


Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That,"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
''  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  inexpedient 
to  abolish  the  Hospital  founded  by  Thomas 
Sutton  in  the  London  Charterhouse,  to  mutilate 
a  most  interesting  relic  of  Old  London,  and  to 
cover  with  buildings  a  considerable  area  of  open 
ground  in  the  heart  of  the  Metropolis,  in  order 
to  re-construct  a  Charity  which,  in  its  present 
form,  carries  out  the  intention  of  the  Founder, 
and  has  not  been  shown  to  be  unsuitable  to  the 
needs  of  the  present  day,  or  to  have  given  rise 
to  abuses,"— (if r  Waiter  Jama, ) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

Mr.  N0RRI8  (Tower  Hamlets,  Lime- 
house)  :  It  was  only  this  morning  that 
I  first  saw  the  Charterhouse  Bill,  and 
heard  of  this  attempt  to  authorize  the 
sale,  exchange,  or  lease  of  certain  lands 
and  buildings  of  the  Governors  of  Sut- 
ton's Hospital  in  Charterhouse,  one  of 
the  oldest  and  grandest  Institutions  of 
this  City;  and  I  very  much  regret  that 
an  hon.  and  learned  Member,  who  has 
a  seat  on  this  side  of  the  House,  should 
have  taken  charge  of  the  second  read- 
ing of  such  a  Bill.  I  should  have 
thought  that  if  one  of  the  old  Institu- 
tions of  the  Realm  were  to  be  attacked, 
we  should  look  for  defenders  among  hon. 
Gentlemen  near  me.  Therefore,  I  feel 
bound  personally  to  stand  up  and  op> 
pose  the  Motion  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  has  made.  For  250 
years,  at  least,  the  Charterhouse  has 
fulfilled  its  duties  to  the  City  of  London, 
as  laid  down  and  willed  by  the  Founder ; 
and  if  the  House  were  to  accept  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
I  believe  they  would,  in  verity,  be  putting 
!  the  axe  to  the  root  of  a  very  large  and 
substantial  tree.  I  have  no  doubt  that 
the  Governors  of  the  Charterhouse  are 
animated  by  a  desire  to  carry  out  the 
intentions  of  the  Founder — Thomas 
Sutton — but  I  take  it  that  this  scheme 
would,  if  adopted,  end  in  the  removal 
of  the  *'  Brethren,"  from  the  City  of  Lon- 
don, and  would  destroy  the  Charity  of 
the  Charterhouse,  in  which  some  55  pen- 
sioners are  enjoying  the  hospitality  of 
this  ancient  Foundation.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men on  both  sides  of  the  House  know 
the  amount  of  good  that  will  be  done  in 
the  City,  and  in  the  East  of  London,  by 
continuing  the  Charterhoxise ;  and  I  hope 
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that  they,  together  with  hon.  Members 
who  sit  on  this  side  of  the  House,  will 
support  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Gateshead  (Mr.  W.  H. 
James).  I  would  remind  hon.  Gentle- 
men below  the  Gangway  on  this  side  of 
the  House  that  the  Charterhouse  is  an 
ancient  monastic  institution,  and  there- 
fore I  am  sure  they  will  sympathize  in 
any  effort  that  may  be  made  to  preserve 
it,  and  will  not  be  prepared  to  destroy 
even  the  part  of  one  of  the  most  ancient 
foundations  in  London.  Speaking  for 
myself,  I  feel  that  for  years  past  there 
has  been  too  much  interference  with 
these  old  Foundations,  with  a  view  of 
assessing  them  simply  at  their  money 
value.  I  believe  that  Institutions  of 
this  kind  cannot  be  estimated  at  a 
money  value,  for  it  is  a  building  which 
cannot  be  replaced  when  once  destroyed. 
We  might  as  well  attempt  to  assess 
Westminster  Abbey  at  a  money  value, 
and  let  the  ground  for  building  pur- 
poses. What  would  be  said  of  a  pro- 
posal to  destroy  Westminster  Abbey,  or 
to  pull  down  the  Houses  of  Parliament, 
on  the  ground  that  the  sites  on  which 
they  stand  would  be  very  suitable  for 
private  residences  ?  I  ask  the  House  to 
consider  the  question  with  the  utmost 
care.  If  the  hon.  Member  for  Qtiteshead 
had  not  submitted  an  Amendment,  I 
should  certainly  have  been  prepared  to 
move  myself,  to  the  effect  that  a  Com 
mittee  should  be  appointed  to  consider 
the  whole  question,  although  it  is  with 
very  great  regret  that  I  find  myself 
compelled  to  oppose  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  sits  before  me. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  (Oxford  Uni- 
versity) :  Like  other  hon.  Members,  I 
regret  very  much  that  this  discussion 
should  have  been  considered  necessary, 
and  I  also  regret  some  of  the  language 
which  has  been  used  in  the  course  of  it, 
and  especially  in  the  speech  to  which  we 
listened  from  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Gateshead  (Mr.  W.  H.  James). 
We  have  been  told  that  we  are  sweeping 
away  the  ancient  buildings  of  the  country ; 
that  we  are  guilty  of  Vandalism,  bar- 
barism, and  Philistinism ;  and  that  in 
doing  away  with  one  of  the  ornaments 
of  the  country  we  are  actuated  by  com- 
mercial and  mercenary  motives.  This  is 
really  a  question  of  conservation,  and 
not  of  destruction.  On  this  occasion,  as 
one  of  the  Governors  of  the  Charter- 
house, I  feel  bound  to  say  that  no  hon. 

Mr.  Norru 


Member  who  had  spent  half  the  time 
and  anxious  thought  which  I  have  upon 
this  case  would  have  come  to  a  hostile 
conclusion  upon  the  proposals  contained 
in  this  Bill.  The  course  which  we  have 
taken  is  one  of  absolute  necessity,  unless 
we  are  prepared  to  sacrifice  the  real  and 
essential  objects  of  Mr.  Thomas  Sutton, 
the  Founder,  and  reduce  the  number  of 
pensioners.  If  we  cannot  develop  the 
London  property  of  the  Charterhouse 
to  some  extent  the  main  objects  of 
Mr.  Thomas  Sutton's  Charity  will  be 
rendered  completely  nugatory.  The 
Governors  have  gone  into  the  archaeolo- 
gical question  with  great  care ;  we  have 
consulted,  as  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Gateshead  (Mr.  W.  H. 
James)  told  the  House,  an  eminent 
architect,  who  is  an  old  Carthusian,  and 
is  the  honorary  architect  of  the  Charter- 
house, and  that  gentleman  tells  us  that 
he  will  be  able  to  preserve  not  only  all 
the  really  ancient  parts  of  the  building, 
but  even  be  able,  he  hopes,  to  give  it  an 
improved  architectural  appearance.  The 
two  chief  parts  of  the  building  are 
Howard  House  and  Washhouse  Court. 
Howard  House,  which  is  an  absolutely 
unique  specimen  of  a  nobleman's  house 
of  the  16th  century,  will  be  altogether 
preserved.  Washhouse  Court  is  all  that 
remains  of  the  old  monastic  building, 
and  it  is  proposed  to  run  a  road  through 
it.  That  road  is  now  objected  to.  I  am 
sorry  that  it  is  necessary  to  do  this ;  but, 
unfortunately,  we  are  obliged  to  approve 
of  the  plan  submitted  to  us,  because 
unless  there  is  a  road  through  it  would 
be  impossible  to  develop  the  property 
beyond.  The  hon.  Member  opposite  has 
spoken  of  mercenary  motives,  and  he  was 
cheered  by  his  hon.  Friends  below  the 
Gangway.  I  am  glad  to  see  the  sensitive 
spirit  which  is  arising  in  that  quarter  ; 
but  I  want  to  know  where  the  mercenary 
motives  are  ?  Does  the  hon.  Member  for 
Gateshead  (Mr.  W.  H.  James)  suppose 
that  the  Governors  are  going  to  put  any 
money  into  their  own  pockets  by  pro- 
moting this  scheme?  [Mr.  W.  H.  James  : 
No.]  Then  what  does  the  hon.  Member 
mean  ?  Our  only  object  is  to  carry  out 
the  objects  of  Mr.  Thomas  Sutton,  the 
Founder,  and  to  obtain  a  little  more 
money  for  spending  upon  a  larger 
number  of  old  men  and  women,  who  are 
the  pensioners  of  this  Charity.  The 
objects  of  the  Charity  are  two  in 
number— namely,  the  education  of  the 
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young,  and  the  maintenance  of  the  old. 
One  of  the  strongest  appeals  in  favour 
of  the  Charity  is  the  beautiful  and 
romantic  picture  of  the  old  Oharterhouse 
Hospital  immortalized  by  Thackeray; 
and  I  believe  that  if  the  Naocofnen  had 
never  been  written  there  would  not 
have  been  the  present  manifestation  of 
feeling  in  regard  to  this  Bill^  and  the 
large  attendance  which  we  have  at  this 
hour.  We  are  trying  to  carry  out  the 
objects  of  Mr.  Thomas  Sutton,  and  what 
we  say  is  that  we  desire  to  make  pro* 
vision  for  a  larger  number  of  Colonel 
Newcomes  at  the  Charterhouse,  and  to 

f've  some  of  them  out-pensions.  What 
would  ask  hon.  Members  to  do,  before 
they  give  an  adverse  vote  on  this  occa- 
sion, is  to  consider  the  real  bearings  of 
the  case.  The  Gbvemors  have  tried 
their  best  to  preserve  all  the  architec- 
tural and  historical  features  of  the 
Oharterhouse,  and  they  have  hardly 
sacrificed  anything  that  can  be  called  an 
open  space.  Indeed  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  practically  gave  up  the  argu- 
ment as  to  open  spaces.  ^Nothing  worth 
speaking  of  has  been  sacrificed ;  the 
burial  ground,  which  will  now  be  thrown 
open,  has  been  actually  closed  for  many 
years  to  the  public;  it  is  the  sincere 
desire  of  the  Governors  to  preserve  all 
the  archsBological,  historical,  archi- 
tectural, and  antiquarian  features  of 
the  Oharterhouse;  and  we  have  done 
our  best  to  insure  not  only  that  the 
number  of  pensioners  who  have  been 
hitherto  maintained  upon  Mr.  Thomas 
Sutton's  Foundation  should  be  kept  up, 
but  that  a  considerable  number  oi  out- 
pensioners  should  be  maintained  in 
addition.  I  believe  that  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Sir  Bichard  Webster) 
has  fairly  and  impartially  explained  the 
perfectly  legitimate  case  we  have  for 
promoting  this  Bill;  and  I  may  add 
that  it  is  only  the  agricultural  and 
general  depression  which  has  prevailed, 
and  which  has  so  largely  affected  our 
country  estates,  that  has  created  the 
necessity  for  it.  Looking  at  all  the 
circumstances,  I  hope  the  House  will 
place  confidence  in  the  motives  by 
which  the  Governors  are  actuated,  and 
will  consent  to  read  the  Bill  a  second 
time. 

Viscount  LTMINGTON  (Devon, 
South  Molton) :  I  wish  to  point  out  to 
the  House  why  I  do  not  think  that  the 
Governors  of  the  Oharterhouse  have  any 


claim  at  all  upon  this  House  for  con- 
fidence.  I  am  speaking,  I  believe,  per- 
fectly within  the  facts  when  I  say  that 
1 5  or  20  years  ago  five  and  a-half  acres 
of  land  were  sold  by  the  Governors 
to  the  Merchant  Taylors'  Company 
without  public  competition  for  £90,000, 
which  is  worth  to-day  at  least  £250,000. 
If  that  is  the  way  in  which  the  Oharter- 
house funds  and  property  have  been 
managed,  we  ought  to  have  many  more 
detailed  reasons  to  show  why  the 
scheme  of  the  Governors  is  justified, 
and  why  it  is  necessary,  than  we  have 
yet  heard.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  has  reminded  the 
House  that  it  is  the  wish  of  the  Gover- 
nors to  carry  out  the  object  of  Mr. 
Thomas  Sutton.  Now,  the  object  of  Mr. 
Thomas  Sutton,  in  his  own  words,  was 
the  education  not  of  boys,  but  of  poor 
boys.  At  the  present  moment  the 
Charterhouse  School  is  a  large,  and, 
doubtless,  a  very  creditable  school ;  but 
the  boys  who  use  that  school  are  not 
poor  boys.  The  son  of  a  Eoyal  Prince, 
I  believe,  attends  the  school  at  the  pre- 
sent moment.  To  my  mind  it  is  a  very 
great  perversion  of  the  Charity  of  Mr. 
Thomas  Sutton  that  the  money,  which 
he  left  for  the  use  of  the  poor,  is, 
in  fact,  used  for  the  children  of  the 
rich.  What  is  the  estimated  sum, 
speaking  roughly,  that  the  school  costs  ? 
I  believe  that  the  income  of  the  Charter- 
house is  somewhere  about  £20,000.  The 
school  costs  £10,000  ;  but  there  are  only 
60  scholars  upon  the  Foundation.  If 
this  is  to  be  justified  on  principles  of 
economy,  then  that  economy  should  be 
in  the  direction  of  retrenchment — spend- 
ing less  upon  the  School.  I  thins:  we 
have  a  right  to  ask  this,  and  I  say  that 
those  of  us  who  sit  below  the  Gangway 
have  a  right  to  oppose  Bills  of  this  kind, 
even  when  they  come  before  us  sup- 
ported by  great  names  and  high  autho- 
rities, because  we  believe  that  an  im- 
portant part  of  the  Charity  has  been 
perverted.  For  these  reasons  I  shall 
certainly  support  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Gateshead  (Mr. 
W.  H.  James). 

Sm  EDMUND  LECHMEEE  (Wor- 
cestershire, Bewdley):  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  detain  the  House  for  more  than 
a  few  minutes.  I  am  afraid  there  are 
very  few  hon.  Members  who  are  inti- 
mately acquainted  with  the  architec- 
tural features  of  the  Oharterhouse.    It 
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is  not  necessary  to  explain  the  history  of 
that  noble  Foundation ;  hut  there  are 
one  or  two  points  upon  which  I  should 
like  to  elicit  information,  quite  apart 
from  historical  or  antiquarian  questions. 
We  ought  to  know  whether  the  Gover- 
nors have  considered  the  question  of 
providing  suitable  almshouses  for  the 
old  people — the  successors  of  Colonel 
Newcome — who  are  now  inmates  of  the 
Hospital,  in  the  event  of  their  selling 
the  very  valuable  site  which  the  Bill 
will  enable  them  to  dispose  of.  It 
would  be  a  sad  thing  that  these  old  men 
should  have  to  leave  their  comfortable 
quarters  without  any  provision  being 
made  for  them  in  the  future.  I  do  not 
think  that  the  Governors  are  quite 
carrying  out  the  wishes  of  the  Founder, 
which  was  to  establish  residences  for 
decayed  merchants,  and  I  am  afraid 
that  it  will  be  a  severe  blow  to  the  pen- 
sioners if  they  are  compelled  to  leave 
the  comfortable  quarters  they  now 
occupy.  I  would  suggest  that  the  House, 
before  consenting  to  the  Bill,  should 
give  time  in  order  that  the  Governors 
may  satisfy  the  public  that  they  have  a 
scheme  to  provide  for  the  establishment 
of  almshouses  at  Godalming  or  else- 
where. As  to  the  son  of  a  Royal  Prince 
being  educated  upon  the  Foundation,  I 
believe  that  that  is  not  altogether  con  • 
trary  to  the  design  of  the  Founder,  and 
that  the  School  contains  both  collegians 
and  oppidans. 

Viscount  LYMINGTON  :  The  hon. 
Baronet  has  somewhat  misunderstood 
my  argument.  All  that  I  said  was  that 
the  School  was  intended  for  the  sons  of 
the  poor,  and  not  for  the  sons  of  the 
rich. 

Mr.  STOEY-MASKELYNE  (Wilts, 
Cricklade) :  I  trust  that  I  maybe  allowed 
to  make  a  few  remarks  upon  this  ques- 
tion, which  is  one  in  which  I  have 
taken  some  interest,  and  I  think  that  the 
few  observations  I  propose  to  make  may 
serve  to  allay  the  feeling  which  has  been 
raised  against  the  speech  of  niy  hon. 
Friend  behind  me  (Mr.  W.  H.  James) 
in  the  use  of  the  word  **  mercenary.'* 
That  little  word  let  slip  by  my  hon. 
Friend  has  been  made  the  ground  of  an 
attack  upon  him  which  it  is  perfectly 
clear  to  me  to  be  by  no  means  do- 
served.  I  am  satisfied  that  he  did  not 
in  the  least  mean  to  use  the  word  in  the 
sense  in  which  it  has  been  taken  up. 
What  he  meant  was  simply  that  the  sale 
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of  the  land  was  the  object  of  the  Bill, 
that  these  old  buildings  were  going  to 
be  pulled  down,  and  tiie  properly  sold, 
with  a  view  of  realizing  a  larger  in- 
come for  the  Charity.  I  may  say,  for 
my  own  part,  and  I  believe  for  every 
hon.  Member  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
that  I  do  not  think  there  is  one  among 
us  who  is  prepared  to  say  that  the  Go- 
vernors have  not  done  what  they  con- 
ceived to  be  for  the  best  in  the  dis- 
charge of  their  duty.  But  what  I  wish 
to  impress  upon  the  House  is  this— that 
there  is  a  great  difference  between  the 
duty  of  the  Governors  of  the  Institu- 
tion and  the  duty  of  the  House.  With 
regard  to  the  larger  question — namely, 
that  of  looking  not  merely  at  the 
Charity,  but  also  at  all  that  which  sheds 
a  halo  round  it  from  antiquity,  I  do 
not  think  that  any  man  who  has  visited 
the  Charterhouse,  or  is  at  all  ac- 
quainted with  it — and  certainly  no  man 
who  loves  it,  as  many  in  this  House  do — 
can  question  that  the  destruction  in  any 
way  of  any  portion  of  this  old  landmark 
of  the  City,  involving  as  it  does  the  de- 
struction of  one  out  of  two  or  three  of  the 
remaining  relics  of  the  stately  Palaces 
of  the  days  of  the  Tudors,  is  greatly  to 
be  regretted.  The  work  of  destroying 
our  ancient  architecture  has  gone  on  untH 
we  have  few  relics  left,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  Westminster  Abbey,  Westminster 
Hall,  and  the  Tower,  with  a  few  scat- 
tered fragments  here  and  there.  There 
are  few  more  interesting*  from  an  anti- 
quarian and  historical  point  of  view, 
than  the  Charterhouse,  which  was  built 
out  of  the  funds  collected  by  the  piety 
and  devotion  of  one  of  the  great  Ee- 
ligious  Orders  of  olden  times,  in  the 
most  splendid  period  of  English  archi- 
tecture. I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  the 
architecture  of  the  Charterhouse  is 
splendid,  but  of  its  kind  it  is  thoroughly 
genuine,  and  extremely  interesting. 
The  building  originated  in  the  devotion 
of  a  great  Beligious  Institution.  In  the 
time  of  James  I.  a  great  Prince  and 
Nobleman  erected  a  magnificent  man- 
sion here,  and  subsequently  Mr.  Thomas 
Sutton,  from  the  wealth  which  had 
accrued  to  him  as  one  of  the  great  Lon- 
don merchants,  acquired  the  property. 
He  devoted  it  to  objects  which  I  hope 
the  Badical  elements  of  the  House  of 
Conmions  of  the  present  day  will  not 
repudiate.  I  trust  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  will  take  quite  an^ 
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other  view  of  their  duty,  and  will  be 
prepared  to  maintain  a  Charity  which, 
when  it  was  founded,  was  divided  be- 
tween hospitality  to  poor  old  men  and 
the  children  of  the  poor  who  were  to  be 
instructed  and  maintained  in  the  Charter- 
house School.  But,  by  a  perversion  which 
I  am  happy  to  say  does  not  belong  to 
our  time,  but  to  an  age  long  past  and 
gone — a  perversion  of  the  original  pur- 
pose of  the  Charity — the  funds  of  this 
great  Institution  have  been  devoted  to 
the  bringing  up   and  education    of   a 
large  number  oi  children  of  the  better 
class  who  can  well  afEord    their   own 
education ;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
hospital  funds  have  been  devoted  not 
to  the  support  of  poor  old  men,  but  to 
the  maintenance  of  those  who,  by  acci- 
dent or  other  circumstances  of  life,  have 
fallen  from  a  high  to  a  low  estate.  These 
decayed   gentlemen  now  find   a  home 
around  the  old  cells  where  the  Carthu- 
sian monks  passed  their  time  in  religious 
devotions.     I  believe  that  the  feeling  of 
the  House,  so  far  as  it  has  been  mani- 
fested in  the  course  of  the  debate,  is  in 
favour  of  the  rejection  of  this  Bill ;  and 
I  will  venture  to  answer,  in  a  few  words, 
some  of  the  points  which  have  been  raised 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
late  Attorney  General  (Sir  Richard  Web- 
ster), in  a  speech  characterized,  I  must 
admit,  by  that  excellent  temper  and  quiet 
reasoning  which  he   always  brings  to 
bear  upon  anything  he  lays  before  the 
House.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
told  us  of  the  increasing  poverty  of  this 
great  Institution,  and   of   the  reasons 
which,  induce  the  Governors  to  part  with 
some  of  the  Charterhouse  property.  We 
have  been  told  that  the  Institution  was 
£1,100  in  debt  last  year ;  but  when  we 
look  at  what  we  can  get  of  the  accounts 
what  is  the  result  we  find  ?    Why,  that 
the  funds  of  this  Institution  are  per- 
petually increasing.      The  income  was 
£22,000  in  1862,  and  it  is  now  £30,000 
a-year.  One-half  of  that  money  arises  not 
from  lands  in  various  counties,  some  of 
it  known  well  by  me  in  my  neighbour- 
hood in  Wiltshire,  where  the  Charity 
possesses  many  acres  which,  in  the  past, 
have  been  by  no  means  made  the  most 
of,  ajid   which  even  now  might  be,  I 
believe,   more  economically    managed; 
the  remainder  arises  from  property  in 
London,   which  is  daily  increasing  in 
value,    and    which    there    is    not    the 
smallest  doubt  will  in  the  course  of  a 
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very  few  years  be  worth  a  great  deal 
more  than  it  is  now.     There  is  another 
matter  to  which  I  may  direct  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House.     Out  of  this  sum  of 
£30,000,  which  is  the  annual  income  of 
this  great  Institution,  £9,000  are  spent 
in  outgoings,  not  in  rents  going  back  to 
the  tenants,  but  in  mere  expenditure  be- 
tween wind  and  water,  which,  as  every 
country    gentleman    knows,    makes    a 
pretty  large  hole  in  his  income.    Never- 
theless, I  am  satisfied  that  they  would 
look  upon  an  expenditure  of  33  per  cent 
out  of  their  income,  for  such  purposes, 
as  a  very  large  amount  indeed.     I  think 
we  have  a  right  to  ask  that  the  best  use 
should  be  made  of  the  funds  in  the 
hands  of  this  great  Charity.     I  do  not 
suppose  there  is  a  single  Member  of  the 
Board  of  Governors  who  does  not  devote 
to  the  Charity  all  the  time  he  can ;  but 
when  we  look  over  the  list  of  names  it 
is  quite  clear  that  that  cannot  amount 
to  a  great  deal.     No  doubt,  a  few  of 
them  have  devoted  a  great  deal  of  their 
time  to  the  affairs  of  the  Charity.    I  am 
acquainted  with  an  analogous  Institu- 
tion—the British  Museum.     In  that  case 
you  have  a  very  large  Board  of  Trustees, 
consisting    of   conspicuous    personages 
—great  officers    of    State,    and    illus- 
trious men.  These  illustrious  men,  when 
they  are  not  occupied  with  more  pro^ 
fitable  duties,  do  occasionally  condescend 
to  go  to  the  British  Museum,  and  I  be- 
lieve it  is  generally  acknowledged  that 
there  is  no  Institution  in  the  Kingdom 
better  managed.     The  gentlemen  who 
have  been  selected  in  this  case  as  Go- 
vernors of  the  Charterhouse   are  men 
who  are  quite  capable  of  managing  and 
keeping  alive  a  great  Institution  of  this 
sort.     Therefore,  I  have  no  wish  to  im- 
pugn their  conduct ;  but  the  blame  for 
any  defective  management  rests  upon 
the  persons  under  them,  who  have  been 
appointed  to  look  after  the  affairs  of  the 
Charity.    I  cannot  help  thinking  that 
the    funds  derived    from  this  Charity 
might  be  better,  and  much  more  econo- 
mically managed ;  and  before  this  ques- 
tion is  settled  in  the  off-hand  way  pro- 
posed by  the  BiU,  we  have,  at  any  rate, 
a  right  to  be  satisfied  that  the  best  use 
is  being  made  of  the  funds  and  resources 
of  the  Institution.    If  the  Bill  be  read 
a  second  time,  I  hope  that  its  provisions 
will  be  thoroughly  considered  in  Com- 
mittee.    I  trust,  however,  that  it  will  be 
sent  back  by  this  House,  so  as  to  afford 
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the  Governors  an  opportunity  of  recon- 
sidering it. 

The  chairman  of  COMMITTEES 
(Mr.  Coubtney)  (Cornwall,  Bodmin): 
I  will  nofc  detain  the  House  for  more 
than  a  few  minutes ;  but  before  the 
House  goes  to  a  division  there  are  one 
or  two  matters  upon  which  I  ought  to 
say  a  word.  In  the  first  place,  there 
has  been  a  suggestion  that  the  questions 
which  have  been  raised  here  are  ques- 
tions for  consideration  by  a  Committee. 
Now,  I  understand  that  as  the  Bill 
does  not  touch  any  private  interest  no 
Petition  has  been  presented  against  it, 
and,  therefore,  it  would  not  go  to  a  Com- 
mittee at  all,  but  would  come  before  me 
personally;  and,  as  I  should .  consider 
that  it  was  no  part  of  my  duty  to  exa- 
mine the  policy  of  the  Bill,  but  simply  to 
inquire  into  its  financial  arrangements, 
and  see  if  they  were  satisfactory,  it  is 
necessary  that  the  House  should  come 
to  a  determination  on  the  question  of 
policy  on  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 
Upon  that  question  of  policy  a  division 
must  now  be  taken ;  it  cannot  be  taken 
in  Committee,  because  the  Bill  will  not 
be  sent  to  a  Committee.  Perhaps  I  may 
be  allowed  to  say  that  I  have  the  greatest 
respect  for  the  motives  which  have  ani- 
mated the  Governors  of  the  Charterhouse 
in  this  matter.  They  have  found  that 
their  funds  were  not  sufficient  to  keep 
up  the  objects  of  the  Charity ;  and  they 
have  directed  their  attention  to  the  best 
means  of  increasing  those  funds.  They 
know  that  they  possess  very  valuable 
property  in  the  centre  of  London,  and 
they  see  that  by  selling  some  of  the  land 
that  surrounds  the  Charterhouso  build- 
ings while  maintaining  the  buildings 
themselves  they  will  be  able  to  keep  up 
the  number  of  pensioners  for  whom  Mr. 
Thomas  Sutton  onginally  intended  to 
provide.  [Sir  Richard  Webstee  :  They 
propose  to  double  them.1  Yes ;  if  the 
pensioners  are  dispersed  m  the  country, 
but  not  if  they  remain  together  as  a 
family,  as  Sutton  planned.  I  must  point 
out,  in  the  first  place,  that  the  present 
difficulty  would  not  have  arisen  if  the 
funds  had  been  distributed  as  they  were 
20  years  ago,  before  the  separation  of 
the  School  and  Hospital  took  place.  Up 
to  that  time  there  was  an  absolute  allo- 
cation of  funds  either  to  one  purpose  or 
the  other ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  no 
difficulty  was  experienced  in  apportion- 
ing the  funds  between  the  two  purposes. 
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At  that  time  two-thirds  were  given  to- 
wards the  maintenance  of  the  poor  bre- 
thren in  the  Hospital,  and  one-third  to 
the  School.  The  new  scheme  gave  half 
to  the  Hospital  and  half  to  the  School, 
and  in  consequence  of  that  allocation  the 
funds  for  the  maintenance  of  the  poor 
brethren  have  now  fallen  below  the 
necessities  of  the  case.  If  the  Go- 
vernors went  back  to  the  original  plan, 
and  two-thirds  were  again  devoted  to 
the  Hospital  it  would  not  be  necessary  to 
bring  in  this  Bill.  Although  I  do  not 
lay  any  great  stress  upon  it,  it  does 
appear  to  me  that  we  are  dealing  with  a 
building  of  great  historical  interest,  and 
with  an  Institution  of  great  associations. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Oxford  University  (Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot), 
said  that  there  would  not  have  been 
much  interest  taken  in  the  question 
if  it  were  not  for  the  association  of 
Colonel  Newcome  with  the  Charterhouse. 
Well,  I  think  that  is  a  matter  which 
ought  not  altogether  to  be  ignored.  The 
people  who  come  here  from  the  other 
side  of  the  Atlantic  invariably  try  to 
find  out  the  Charterhouse,  and  I  think 
every  hon.  Member  must  feel  that  it 
would  be  painful  if  the  associations 
which  now  surround  the  Charterhouse 
were  broken  up  by  this  Bill.  We  are 
all  agreed  that  if  there  is  a  necessity  for 
thisit  is  a  detestable  necessity.  Everyone 
must  feel  that  every  stone  ought  to  be 
turned  before  a  scheme  of  this  character 
should  receive  the  approval  of  the  House. 
I  admit  that  it  is  rather  hard  on  the  Go- 
vernors of  the  Charterhouse  that  they 
should  be  constrained  to  keep  up  an  his- 
torical monument  at  the  cost  of  a  num- 
ber of  poor  brethren  who  might  other- 
wise be  provided  for.  But  I  have  not 
heard  that  any  attempt  has  yet  been 
made  to  come  to  what  I  think  would  be 
the  ideal  solution  of  the  difficulty  by 
the  purchase  of  the  ground  which  sur- 
rounds the  Charterhouse,  and  the  con- 
version of  it  into  public  gardens.  If 
this  were  done  these  buildings  might 
be  retained  either  for  their  present,  or 
for  any  other  purpose,  so  that  pilgrims  to 
the  Charterhouse  might  find  their  way 
there  through  public  gardens  rather 
than  through  grimy  streets  of  which  we 
have  certainly  quite  enough  at  present 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  (Serkenwell.  I 
believe  that  if  this  Bill  were  withdrawn 
we  might  be  able  in  the  course  of  a  year 
or  two  to  arrive  at  some  happy  solution 
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of  tbe  diffionltj.  I  do  not  see  that  tbe 
House  of  Commons  is  forced  to  deal 
with  the  matter  now,  and,  therefore,  I 
shall  vote  against  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill. 

Sib  EICHARD  WEBSTER  (Isle  of 
Wight) :  I  am  unwilling  to  trespass 
further  upon  the  time  of  the  House ;  hut 
I  must  ask  for  its  indulgence  for  a  few 
moments  while  I  deal  with  one  or  two 
matters  which  have  heen  hrought  for- 
ward in  the  course  of  the  discussion.  I 
sympathize  with  every  word  which  has 
been  said  by  hon.  Members  opposite 
who  desire  to  preserve  the  antiquity  of 
old  buildings ;  but  it  does  seem  to  me  as 
if,  at  the  present  moment,  there  is  a  dis- 
position to  snatch  a  division  against 
the  Bill  without  understanding  the 
real  facts  of  the  case.  [**  No! '»]  Per- 
haps hon.  Members  will  bear  with  me 
when  I  say  that  scarcely  anyone  who 
has  spoken  against  the  Bill  has  not 
assumed  that  the  old  buildings  are  going 
to  be  destroyed.  That  assumption  is 
absolutely  without  foundation.  [**No, 
no  !  *']  Hon.  Members  may  say  *•  No," 
but  they  cannot  have  seen  the  Bill.  I 
know  the  reality  of  what  I  assert.  The 
chapel  is  not  touched ;  the  hall  is  not 
touched;  the  master's  lodge  is  not 
touched;  the  master's  court  is  not 
touched  ;  and  the  only  part  of  Wash- 
house  Court  which  is  touched  is  the 
ground  floor.  As  I  have  said,  there 
will  be  an  archway  at  the  other  end  of 
the  road.  My  statement  may  be  taken 
for  what  it  is  worth ;  but  hon.  Members 
will  be  quite  sure  that  I  am  not  stating 
what  1  do  not  believe  to  be  true.  Any- 
body, however,  can  see  for  himself  by 
going  down  to  the  Charterhouse  and  in- 
vestigating the  matter.  What  I  say  is 
that  if  this  question  is  to  be  determined 
by  the  old  buildings  being  properly  re- 
spected, I  should  like  the  question  to  be 
fully  and  thoroughly  investigated.  The 
Governors  are  perfectly  willing  that  it 
should  be  inquired  into,  and  1  believe 
that  the  Forms  of  the  House  admit  of 
the  Bill  being  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. The  Chairman  of  Committees 
told  the  House  that  as  the  Bill  would  bo 
practically  unopposed  it  would  go  be- 
fore him  as  an  unopposed  Private  Bill ; 
but  I  apprehend  that  there  would  not 
be  the  slightest  difficulty  in  referring  it 
to  a  Select  Committee.  With  regard  to 
the  old  buildings,  if  they  are  going  to 
he  pulled  down,  or  swept  away,  or  dealt 


with  in  the  manner  suggested  by  many 
hon.  Members,  I  should  not  be  here  to 
support  the  measure.  It  is  because  I 
believe  that  there  is  a  means  of  pre- 
serving, for  the  benefit  of  the  public 
for  ever,  these  old  buildings  that  I  am 
desirous  of  seeing  this  scheme  carried 
through.  One  word  more  in  regard  to 
the  observations  of  the  noble  Viscount 
opposite  (Viscount  Lymington),  which 
I  certainly  think  were  scarcely  called 
for.  The  noble  Vi8<ount  has  made  an 
attack  upon  the  Charterhouse  itself. 
But  if  the  Charterhouse  is  to  be  made 
the  object  of  attack,  it  ought  equally  to 
be  made  on  Eton,  Winchester,  and  other 
public  schools.  It  is  not  fair  thus  to 
reflect  on  a  body  of  Governors  who  are 
attempting  to  do  their  duty  in  the  inte- 
rests of  the  Charity,  and  to  carry  out 
what  was  undoubtedly  the  intention  of 
the  Founder — namely,  to  provide  for 
the  support  of  certain  aged  men,  and 
under  the  powers  of  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment to  devote  the  funds  of  the  Insti* 
tution  to  objects  similar  to  those  to 
which  other  Charities  have  been  de- 
voted. I  believe  that  the  antiquarian 
part  of  the  case  is  not  properly  under- 
stood. As  far  back  as  1872,  it  was  re- 
commended by  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners that  the  system  of  out-pensioners 
should  be  adopted.  They  also  thought 
that  the  scheme  should  have  gone  fur- 
ther, and  should  have  disc*ontinued  the 
Charterhouse  as  a  place  of  residence 
for  poor  brothers.  I  am  afraid  that  I 
cannot  appeal  to  the  recollection  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  although  I  have  no 
doubt  that  he  has  taken  as  active  a  part 
in  the  management  of  the  Institution 
as  his  other  public  duties  would  permit; 
but  I  am  oerikain  he  will  bear  me  out  in 
this— that  the  Governors  of  the  Hospi- 
tal have  done  their  utmost  from  begin- 
ning to  end  to  carry  out  the  objects  of 
the  Charity  to  the  best  of  their  ability, 
and  with  a  desire  to  give  effect  to  the 
wishes  of  the  Founder.  It  is  idle  to 
suggest  that  they  wish  in  any  way  to  ffo 
against  the  wishes  of  the  Founder,  in 
the  Bill  of  1872,  of  which  probably  the 
House  has  no  knowledge,  power  was 
takon  to  establish  out- pensioners,  and 
to  devote  some  of  the  funds  of  the 
Charity  to  that  object.  I  am  not  sug- 
gesting that  hon.  Members  ought  to 
know  all  these  things.  I  have  a  know- 
ledge of  them  from  having  been  edu- 
cated at  the  Charterhouse,  and  knowing 
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all  about  the  Foundation.  If  the  soheme 
of  the  Governors  be  inquired  into  by 
means  of  a  Select  Committee,  and  tested 
to  the  fullest  extent  that  such  a  Com- 
mittee would  be  able  to  test,  and  as  it  is 
impossible  for  the  House  to  test  it,  I 
maintain  that  the  wisdom  and  the  ludg- 
ment  of  the  Goyeminff  Body  would  be 
supported .  The  hon .  Member  for  Gates- 
head (Mr.  W.  H.  James)  said  he  did  not 
care  whether  it  is  a  question  of  four  acres 
or  of  two-and-a-half  acres;  but  I  venture 
to  think  it  is  of  the  greatest  importance 
that  the  House  should  understand  what 
the  real  scheme  is.  As  much  as  three- 
and-a-half  acres  are  left  for  open  spaces, 
Uie  old  buildings  are  not  touched  ex- 
cept to  the  small  extent  I  have  admitted, 
and  practically  it  is  only  the  utilization 
of  two>and-three-quarter  acres,  which 
are  already,  to  a  s^eat  extent,  covered 
with  buildings.  If  the  House  reject  the 
Bill  I  am  c^raid  they  will  not  do  so 
from  a  thorough  understanding  of  the 
question,  but  from  a  natural  desire,  in 
which  I  entirely  sympathize,  to  maintain 
an  ancient  relic  of  the  past.  I  trust  that 
that  feeling  will  grow  in  the  minds  of 
hon.  Members  opposite.  I  repeat  to  the 
House,  that  this  scheme  has  been  most 
carefully  considered  by  the  Governors ; 
that  it  has  received  the  sanction  of  the 
Charity  Commissioners ;  that  it  has  been 
submitted  to  the  Attorney  General  and 
received  his  approval ;  and  that  it  has 
already  passed  the  House  of  Lords.  I 
wish  I  could  put  before  the  House  some 
of  the  reasons  which  have  weighed  with 
the  (Governors,  most  im willingly,  to  come 
to  this  decision;  but  I  trust  that  the 
scheme  will  not  be  rejected,  when  I  and 
those  who  deem  it  our  duty  to  support 
the  measure  are  quite  willing,  if  it  be 
read  a  second  time,  that  it  should  be 
investigated  to  the  fullest  extent  by  a 
Select  Committee,  and  where  it  can  be 
easily  ascertained  whether  I  or  they  who 
oppose  the  Bill  are  right  in  the  matter. 
I  regret  that  I  should  have  been  com- 
pelled to  occupy  so  much  of  the  time  of 
the  House  ;  but  it  is  a  very  important 
matter;  and  instead  of  hastily  rejecting 
the  Bill,  I  hope  the  House  will  allow  it 
to  be  read  a  second  time.  I  am  satisfied 
that  the  result  of  passing  it  will  be  to 
carry  out  rather  than  to  frustrate  the 
objects  of  the  Founder. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  foe  foreign  AFFAIRS  (Mr. 
Bbtob)  (Aberdeen,  S.) :  I  am  sorry  to 

Sir  Richard  WtibsUr 


say  that  I  have  not  heard  the  whole  of 
the  debate ;  but  in  reply  to  one  part  of 
the  speech  of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Sir  Richard  Webster)  I  think  he  will 
not  deny  that,  although  a  good  deal  of 
the  ancient  buildings  will  be  left  under 
this  scheme,  their  character  will  be  com- 
pletely altered.  For  example,  the  ends 
of  Washhouse  Clourt  will  be  pulled 
down,  and  a  street  run  through  the 
middle  of  it.  

Sib  RICHARD  WEBSTER :  I  beg 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  pardon.  I  am 
sorry  he  was  not  here  when  I  made  my 
speech.  What  he  has  stated  now  is  not 
the  fact.  The  photographs  show  that 
no  sides  of  the  court  will  be  pulled 
down,  but  that  an  archway  will  be  made 
at  each  end  of  the  court  through  which 
the  road  will  go. 

Mb.  BRYCE:  In  other  words,  the 
character  of  the  place  will  be  destroyed. 
An  old  monastic  building  will  be  par- 
tially pulled  down,  and  what  is  now  ^e 
court  turned  into  a  street  with  an  arch- 
way at  each  end  and  warehouses  in  proxi- 
mity. The  ends  of  the  court  will  be  de- 
stroyed and  new  archways  built.  Those 
who  go  there  to  see  what  a  monastic 
building  was  ages  ago  will  not  be  able 
to  determine,  because  the  lofty  ware- 
houses which  will  be  erected  around  it 
will  completely  destroy  the  character  of 
the  place.  Hardly  any  great  historical 
city  of  Europe  has  lost  so  many  of  its 
antiquities  as  this  capital  of  ours.  There 
remain  in  London  but  few  memorials  of 
our  medisBval  life ;  and  as  it  is  desirable 
to  preserve  these  as  much  as  possible,  I 
hope  the  House  will  refuse  to  sanction 
the  destruction  of  one  of  the  finest  now 
remaining.  In  these  days,  also,  when 
so  many  efforts  are  being  made  to  create 
new  open  spaces  by  the  conversion  of 
churchyards  and  other  vacant  spots  into 
recreation  grounds,  I  hope  the  House 
will  think  it  undesirable  to  sanction  a 
scheme  which  will  reduce  three  acres 
of  open  space  to  a  little  more  than  one 
acre.  When  it  is  considered  how  much 
good  might  be  done  to  the  poorer  in- 
habitants of  London,  and  especially  to 
the  children  of  the  poor,  by  appropriating 
this  ground  for  playground  and  recrea- 
tion purposes,  I  trust  that  the  House, 
if  for  that  reason  alone,  will  not  consent 
to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time. 

Mb.  BERESFORD  HOPE  (Cam- 
bridge  University) :  I  am  not  going  to 
detain  the  House  very  long  \  but  I  feel 
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that  the  proper  course  to  take  is  to  ad- 
journ the  debate.  The  more  it  has  gone 
on  the  clearer  it  is  that  we  are  in- 
volved in  a  maze,  and  that  we  are 
discussing  a  matter  of  which  a  great 
many  of  us  know  very  little,  and  about 
which  there  is  a  g^eat  deal  of  con- 
fusion. I  will  only,  myself,  venture  to 
say  that  I  have  been  over  the  spot,  and 
have  accurately  examined  the  buildings. 
Judging  from  the  discussion  now  going 
on,  I  consider  that  the  House  is  not  at 
present  in  a  condition  to  deal  with  the 
matter  satisfactorily.  In  these  circum- 
stances, I  think  the  best  course  would 
be  to  adjourn  the  debate,  not  for  any 
length  of  time,  but  simply  for  a  few 
days,  in  order  that  a  full  opportunity 
should  be  afforded  for  reconsidering  the 
matter.  We  are  all  of  us  animated  by 
the  same  feeling — ^namely,  a  desire  to 
preserve  these  valuable  remains ;  but  we 
do  not  all  of  us  see  the  method  of  doing 
so  in  precisely  the  same  manner.  I  beg 
to  move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT  rose 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  he  has  already 
BX>oken. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT :  I  was  about  to 
second  the  Motion  for  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate. 

Mr.  speaker  :  It  is  not  competent 
for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  second  that 
Motion. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  OHUROHILL 
(Paddington,  8.):  I  beg  to  second  the 
Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Mr,  Beresford  Hope,) 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT :  I  simply  wish, 
in  one  sentence,  to  explain  the  reason 
which  induces  me  to  support  the  Motion 
for  the  adjournment  of  the  debate.  I 
listened  with  the  greatest  interest  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees,  and  the  suggestion 
wliich  he  made  certainly  seemed  to  me 
worthy  of  the  most  serious  attention. 
Any  suggestions  of  the  kind  I  am 
satisfied  would  be  carefully  considered 
by  the  Governors.  At  present,  I  have 
had  no  opportunity  of  communicating 
with  my  Colleagues,  only  one  of  whom — 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister— is  now  present.  Whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  agrees  with 
me  or   not  I  do  not  know;    but  the 


suggestion  which  has  been  made  by  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  will,  I  have  no 
doubt,  be  carefully  weighed  and  con- 
sidered by  the  Governors  of  the  Char- 
terhouse. I,  therefore,  think  the  debate 
ought  to  be  adjourned  in  order  to  give 
them  an  opportunity  of  considering  that 
suggestion. 

Mr.  STORY-MASKELYNE  (Wilts, 
Cricklade):  I  must  repudiate  the  sug- 
gestion which  has  been  made  that  hon. 
Members  who  have  opposed  the  scheme 
do  not  know  what  they  are  talking  about. 
The  reason  given  by  the  last  speaker  is 
an  admirable  one  for  rejecting  the  Bill 
at  once.  In  that  case,  the  Governors 
would  have  ample  leisure  to  consider 
the  suggestion  of  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees. As  to  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Isle 
of  Wight  (Sir  Richard  Webster),  that 
hon.  Members  do  not  know  what  they 
are  talking  about 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  Question  now 
before  the  House  is  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate. 

Mr.  STORY-MASKELYNE:  Well, 
Sir,  then  I  will  say  that  I  oonsideir  that 
if  we  need  more  knowledge  it  will  best 
be  attained  by  refusing  the  adjournment 
and  rejecting  the  Bill. 

Mr.  W.  H.  JAMES  (Gatediead) :  I 
regard  the  Motion  which  has  just  been 
moved  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Cambridge 
(Mr.  Beresford  Hope)  and  seconded  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) 
as  really  a  wilful  waste  of  the  time  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  I  do  not  think  that 
the  words  ''  wilful  waste  of  the  time  of 
the  House  "  are  a  proper  expression  to 
use. 

Mr.  W.  H.  JAMES  :  I  withdraw  the 
words  at  once,  and  I  will  substitute 
'*  an  unintentional  waste  of  the  time  of 
the  House.''  I  believe  the  House  has 
already  given  full  consideration  to  the 
matter,  and  as  it  is  thoroughly  under- 
stood I  trust  that  the  House  will  be 
allowed  to  go  to  a  division  at  once. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  99  ;  Noes 
198:  Majority  99.— (Div.  list,  No.  89.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed, 
''That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left 
out  stand  part  of  the  Question.''  j 
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Sib  EICHAED  WEBSTER  (Islo  of 
Wight):  After  the  diviaion  which  has 
just  taken  place,  I  do  not  propose  to 
trouble  the  House  with  a  further  divi- 
sion ;  but  I  will  aek  leave  to  withdraw 
the  Bill,  in  order  that  the  matter  maj? 
be  further  considered  by  the  Governors. 

Me.  W.  H.  JAMES :  In  that  case,  I 
will  ask  leave  to  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 

Motion,  bj  leave,  withdrawn. 

Bill  withdrawn, 

MOTIONS. 


OAS  AND  WATER  PROVISIONAL  ORDERS 
(no.    3)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Charles  Acland,  Bill  to 
confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders  made  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  under  **The  Gas  and  Water 
Works  Facilities  Act,  1870/*  relating  to  Brid- 

Sort  Water,  Deal  Water,    Kettering  Water, 
outhwold  Water,  and    Lyndhurst   Gas    and 
Water,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Charles 
Acland  and  Mr.  Mundella. 
Bill  presented^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  206.] 

WATER  PROVISIONAL  ORDERS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Charles  Acland,  Bill  to 
confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders  made  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  under  "The  Gas  and  Water 
Works  Facilities  Act,  1870,"  relating  to  Cran- 
leigh  Water,  Famham  Water,  Frith  Hill,  God- 
aiming,  and  Famcombe  Water,  Howden  Water, 
and  Tonbridge  Water,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Charles  Acland  and  Mr.  Mundella. 
bm presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  207 .] 

QUESTIONS. 


EGYPT— ARMY   OF   OCCUPATION— 
MEDICAL  OFFICERS  AT  SI3AKIN. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENEY  (Glas- 
gow, Blackfriars)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  How  many  of  the  medi- 
cal officers  serving  at  Suakin  have  died 
or  been  invalided  since  the  occupation 
of  that  place  by  the  British  Troops; 
and,  whether  the  medical  officers  serv- 
ing there  now  will  shortly  be  removed 
to  a  more  healthy  climate  ? 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY, 
WAR  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Herbert 
Gladstone)  (Leeds,  WJ  (who  replied) 
said :  Three  medical  officers  serving  at 
Suakin  have  died,  and  ten  have  been  inva- 
lided. The  medical  officers  of  the  British 
Army  are  being  removed  from  Sui^in 
as  the  British  garrison  is  withdrawn. 


EXCHEQUER  DEPOSITS. 

Mr.  LIONEL  COHEN  (Paddington, 
N.)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
What  is  the  estimated  amount  for  the 
current  year  of  the  Exchequer  deposits 
and  banking  deposits  which  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  described  as — 

**  Enabling  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
to  exercise  so  large  a  power  of  purchaae  in  the 
stock  market  as  e£fectaally  to  counteract  any 
abnormal  depression;  *' 

what  has  been  the  amount  of  these  de- 
posits in  each  of  the  last  three  financial 
years,  and  in  what  manner  have  they 
been  employed  ;  whether  any  Eetum  is 
annually  made  to  Parliament  of  the  exer- 
cise of  any  such  power  as  that  alluded 
to  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury ; 
and,  what  are  the  Acts  of  Parliament 
under  which  such  power  is  conferred  ? 

The  SECRETABY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.),  in  reply,  said,  he  was 
not  prepared  to  state  the  amount  re- 
ferred to  in  this  Question. 

POST  OFFICE  (SCOTLAND)-MAILS  TO 
THE  OUTER  HEBRIDES. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If  the 
contract  for  the  carriage  of  the  mails  to 
and  from  the  Outer  Hebrides  to  Oban 
was  thrown  open  to  public  competition  ; 
and,  whether  it  was  necessary  that  the 
service  to  Tiree  and  Coll  should  be  at- 
tached to  Barra  and  Uist,  instead  of  to 
Tobermory  as  formerly  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  The  contract  for  the 
carriage  of  the  mails  to  and  from  tlte 
outer  Hebrides  to  Oban  was  not  thrown 
open  to  competition,  but  was  a  matter  of 
arrangement  with  the  Highland  Fishe- 
ries Company.  Tiree  and  Coll  were 
formerly  served  by  sailing  packet  from 
Tobermory,  but  are  now  served  from 
Oban  by  the  steam  packet  which  also 
serves  South  Uist  and  Barra.  The 
change,  which  is  considered  to  be  a  very 
g^eat  improvement,  would  not  have  been 
practicable  if  the  direct  communication 
with  Tobermory  had  been  preserved. 

TENURE  OF  LAND— HOMESTEAD  AND 

EXEMPTION  LAWS  IN  THE 

UNITED  STATES. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  (Dun- 

dee)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 

for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether,   having 
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regard  to  proposals  which  have  been 
made  in  this  Country  for  legislation  of  a 
character  similar  to  that  of  the  Home- 
stead and  Exemption  Laws  prevailing  in 
the  United  States  of  America,  he  will 
take  steps  to  obtain  Keports  regarding 
the  nature,  extent,  and  operations  of 
those  Laws  from  the  British  Consular 
Agents  or  other  available  authorities  in 
the  United  States? 

The  UNDEE  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  (Mr.  Bryce)  (Aberdeen,  S.): 
The  subject  referred  to  in  the  Question 
of  mj  hon.  and  learned  Friend  is  one 
of  great  interest,  and  Her  Majesty's 
Minister  at  Washington  and  those  of 
Her  Majesty's  Consular  officers  in  the 
United  States  who  seem  likely  to  be 
able  to  obtain  satisfactory  informa- 
tion will  be  instructed  to  furnish  such 
iBeports  as  he  suggests.  I  may,  how- 
ever, observe  that  in  the  newer  Western 
States,  where  chiefly  these  homestead 
laws  are  in  operation,  there  are  very  few 
British  Consular  officers,  so  that  I  can- 
not promise  my  hon.  Friend  that  the  in- 
formation will  be  as  complete  as  we 
should  desire.  In  the  meantime,  I  may 
tell  him  that  he  will  And  much  matter 
of  interest  regarding  the  homestead  and 
exemption  laws  in  the  collection  of  State 
Constitutions  published  under  the  au- 
thority of  Congress. 

BURMAH— MILITARY     EXECUTIONS- 
COLONEL  HOOPER. 

Mr.  JAMES  MACLEAN  (Oldham) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  If  the  inquiry  into  the  charges 
brought  against  Colonel  Hooper,  late 
Provost  Marshal  at  Mandalay,  has 
been  concluded,  and  if  it  is  the  case, 
as  reported  in  The  Indian  Laxly  NetiSy 
that— 

*'  Mr.  Moylan,  The  Times  correspondent,  has 
failed  to  substantiate  several  of  his  assertions, 
and  that  Mr.  Bernard,  the  Chiof  Commissioner, 
remarked  before  the  Court  Martial  that  he  con- 
sidered the  statements  which  had  been  made 
were  not  to  be  relied  upon  ?  *• 

Thb  under  secretary  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Stafford  Howard)  (Glou- 
cester,  Thomhury) :  No  Report  ha«»  been 
received  from  the  Government  of  India 
whether  the  Court  of  Inquiry  has  closed 
its  proceedings.  It  is  understood  that 
the  Court  was  not  required  to  form  an 
opinion  on  the  case,  but  merely  to  collect 
and  record  evidence  whereon  to  enable 
the  Judge  Advocate  General  in  India 


to  decide  whether  charges  could  be 
framed  on  which  Colonel  Hooper  could 
be  brought  before  a  Court  Martial  for 
trial. 

RAILWAYS  (INDIA)— THE  NAGPORE- 
BENGAL  RAILWAY. 
Mr.  JAMES  MACLEAN  (Oldham) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  If  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  a  recent  Letter  from  the  Bombay 
Chamber  of  Commerce  to  the  Bombay 
Government,  representiug  that  the  con- 
struction of  the  Nagpore-Bengal  Rail- 
way has  been  delayed,  and 

**  the  ultimate  success  of  the  proposed  Oom- 
pany  for  developing  the  undertaking  seriously 
endangered,  by  the  Secretary  of  State  insisting 
upon  terms  ftt)m  the  promoters  which  are 
not  likely  to  prove  acceptable  to  the  London 
market ; " 

and,  if  there  is  any  prospect  of  the  re- 
moval of  this  cause  of  delay  in  the  com- 
mencement of  a  railway  which  the  Select 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  in 
1884  reported  to  be  **  one  of  first-class 
importimce  and  urgency,  on  account  of 
its  protective  value,  and  the  productive- 
ness of  which  has  been  shown  by  the 
offers  of  two  distinct  first  to  construct 
it? 

Thb  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Staffoed  Howard)  (Glou- 
cester, Thomhury) :  The  Indian  news- 
papers have  published  the  letter  from 
the  Bombay  Chamber  of  Commerce  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  Member ;  but  it 
has  not  been  received  officially  at  the 
India  Office.  The  commencement  of  the 
railway  has  been  delayed,  not  because 
the  Secretary  of  State  in  Council  has 
*'  insisted  upon  terms  from  the  promoters 
which  are  not  likely  to  prove  acceptable 
to  the  London  Money  Market,"  but  in 
consequence  of  the  pressure  upon  Indian 
finances  at  the  present  time,  and  the 
large  obligations  already  incurred  for 
frontier  and  other  railways  in  course  of 
construction .  When  this  pressure  abates 
there  will  be  no  delay  in  considering 
the  claims  of  this  line,  the  importance  of 
which  is  admitted.  I  must  add  that  I 
have  not  been  able  to  find  in  the  Report 
of  the  Select  Committee  the  words 
quoted  in  the  second  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion. 

GIBRALTAR-SIR  JOHN  ADYB. 
Viscount    CURZON    (Bucks,    Wy- 
combe) asked  the  Secretaiy  of  State  for 
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War,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  general  expression  of  feel- 
ing amongst  the  inhabitants  of  Gib- 
raltar in  favour  of  retaining  Sir  John 
Adye  in  the  office  he  now  holds  as 
Governor;  whether  a  Petition,  signed 
by  nearly  1,300  merchants,  tradesmen, 
&c.  living  there,  in  favour  of  his  reten- 
tion, has  been  received  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government ;  whether  there  have  been 
instances  of  the  term  of  office,  in  similar 
cases,  being  extended;  and,  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  extend 
Sir  John  Adye's  term  of  office  for  a  short 
period  ? 

The  financial  SECRETARY, 
WAR  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Herbert 
Gladstone)  (who  replied) said:  Yes,  Sir; 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  aware  of 
the  feeling  among  the  inhabitants  of 
Gibraltar  in  favour  of  retaining  Sir  John 
Adye  as  Governor.  A  Petition  has  been 
received,  signed  by  over  1,200  persons, 
giving  expression  to  that  feeling.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  regret  that  under 
the  present  Regulations,  as  embodied  in 
the  Royal  Warrant,  it  is  not  possible  to 
sanction  any  prolongation  of  his  term  of 
office.  There  have  been  instances  in 
which  the  term  of  office  has  been  pro- 
longed; but  in  such  cases  the  officers 
were  holding  their  appointments  at  the 
time  the  Regulation  was  made,  and  their 
vested  interests  were  preserved  by  the 
terms  of  the  Warrant. 

NAVY  —  H.M.S.    "  COLLTNQWOOD  "  — 
BURSTINa  OF  THE  43-TON  GUN. 

Captain  PRICE  (Devonport)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whether 
an  inquiry  will  be  made  into  the  cause  of 
the  bursting  of  the  43-ton  gun  on  board 
H.M.S.  Collingwood:  and,  if  so,  by  whom 
will  the  inquiry  be  conducted  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY  (Mr.  Hibbebt)  (Oldham),  in 
reply,  said,  that  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Surveyor  General  of  the  Ordnance  had 
stated  last  night  that  the  question  of  the 
bursting  of  the  48-ton  gun  would  be  in- 
quired into  by  the  Ordnance  Committee 
of  the  War  Office ;  and  after  they  had 
reported  his  noble  Friend  Lord  Ripon 
would  suggest  to  the  Secretary  for  War 
that  an  inquiry  should  be  made  by  an 
independent  Committee  with  regard  to 
the  remaining  guns  on  board  the  ship 
in  question. 

Vuoount  Cunum 


GREENWICH  HOSPITAL— THE  WIVES 
AND  FAMILIES  OF  NAVAL  PEN- 
SIONERS. 

Captain  PRICE  (Devonport)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whe- 
ther any  alteration  is  to  be  made  as  re- 
gards the  allowances  to  pensioners  when 
in  hospital;  and,  if  so,  when  will  it  be 
made  known  to  them  ? 

The  CIVIL  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  R.  W.  Duff)  (Banffshire) 
(who  replied)  said  :  It  is  proposed  to  ob- 
tain an  Order  in  Council  to  sanction  an 
improved  rate  of  allowance  to  the  wives 
and  families  of  naval  pensioners  admitted 
into  naval  hospitals  at  the  expense  of 
Greenwich  Hospital  funds,  and  also  to 
the  men  in  certain  cases. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE-GOVERN- 
MENT  OF  IRELAND  BILL. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH 
(Bristol,  W.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether,  in  view  of  the 
importance  and  interest  of  the  Debate 
on  the  Second  Heading  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  Ireland  Bill,  he  will,  in  accord- 
ance with  precedent,  propose  that  it 
should  be  continued  de  die  in  diem,  ex- 
cept on  Wednesday,  until  it  is  con- 
cluded ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone)  (Edinburgh,  Mid  Lothian) :  This 
is  is  a  matter  in  respect  of  which  I  am 
not  able  as  yet  to  form  a  forecast  of  what 
the  desire  may  be  for  a  prolonged  de- 
bate. But  probably  on  Monday  I  may 
be  in  a  position  to  form  that  forecast, 
and  it  wnl  be  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment then  to  consider  the  subject,  and 
very  probably  to  make  a  proposal  in  the 
direction  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  indicated. 

CROFTERS  (SCOTLAND)  (No.  2)  BILL- 
NAMES  OF  THE  COMMISSIONERS. 
Mr.  CRAIG-SELLAR  (Lanarkshire, 
Partick)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether,  in  view  of  the  pre- 
cedent in  the  case  of  the  Irish  Land  Act, 
he  will  state  the  names  of  the  Oommis- 
sioners  under  the  Crofters  (Scotland) 
Bill  before  the  Bill  passes  the  Third 
Reading  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone)  (Edinburgh,  Mid  Lothian) :  I  wish 
heartily  that  we  were  in  a  condition  to 
give  the  hon.  Member  the  names  for 
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which  he  not  unreasonably  asks.  But 
we  are  not  in  that  condition  yet,  and  I 
think  that  he  would  hardly  say  that  it 
would  be  desirable  to  delay  the  third 
reading  of  the  Bill  for  that  purpose.  I 
can  assure  the  hon.  Member  that  we 
shall  lose  no  time  in  concluding  the 
arrangement. 

SOUTH-EASTERN  EUROPE-REPLY  OF 
THE  GREEK  GOVERNMENT. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
(Bristol,  W.) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  can 
give  the  House  any  information  as  to 
the  reply  which  has  been  sent  by  the 
(Jreek  Government  to  the  last  communi- 
cation addressed  to  that  Government  by 
the  Powers,  and  as  to  any  steps  which 
may  have  been  takeu,^  or  which  may  be 
contemplated,  in  order  to  secure  the  ob- 
ject which  the  Powers  have  in  view  ? 

Thb  FIEST  LOED  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone)  (Edinburgh,  Mid  Lothian):  The  in- 
formation which  I  can  give  the  House 
to-day  is  very  partial  information;  but  I 
will  give  it  as  far  as  it  goes.  The  reply  of 
the  Greek  Government  has  been  received, 
and  it  is  an  unsatisfactory  reply.  It 
makes  no  addition,  or  only  a  verbal  ad- 
dition, if  any ;  but  I  believe  in  substance 
no  addition  to  what  have  already  been 
called  inadequate  and  unsatisfactory 
assurances.  That  being  the  case,  our 
intelligence  is,  as  I  have  said,  not  com- 
plete ;  but  I  am  in  possession  of  intelli- 
gence that  the  British  Minister  has 
quitted  Athens,  and  that  so  likewise 
have  the  Ministers  of  Germany,  Austria, 
and  Italj*.  Further  information  will 
probably  arrive  very  shortly. 

RAILWAY  AND  CANAL  TRAFFIC  BILL 
—CONTROL  OF  CANALS. 
Mb.  HEEBEET  GAEDNEE  (Essex, 
Safl&on  Walden)  asked  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  Whether,  in  any 
further  legislation  with  regard  to  canals, 
he  can  see  his  way  to  take  into  considera- 
tion the  recommendation  of  the  Eail- 
way  Committee  of  1882,  which  was  to 
the  effect  that  it  was  impolitic  that  Eail- 
way  Companies  should  have  control, 
either  directly  or  indirectly,  of  canal 
navigation,  and  that  where  canals  are 
already  under  the  control  of  Eail  way 
Companies  Parliament  should  endeavour 
to  secure  their  use  to  the  fullest  ex- 
tent ? 


The  PEESpENT  (Mr.  Mundella) 
(ShefiB.eld,  Brightside),  in  reply,  said, 
the  subject  was  one  to  which  the  Go- 
vernment attached  great  importance  in 
the  interests  of  the  trading  community. 
It  was  already  illegal  for  Eail  way  Com- 
panies to  acquire  canals  without  the 
express  sanction  of  Parliament ;  but  the 
spirit  and  intention  of  the  law  had  been 
too  often  successfully  evaded.  The  Go- 
vernment were  now  considering  how  far 
it  was  possible,  by  the  insertion  of  clauses 
in  the  Eailway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  to 
secure  that  the  provisions  of  the  Stand- 
ing Orders  of  this  House,  and  also  the 
recommendations  made  by  the  Committee 
in  1882,  should  be  complied  with,  and 
he  hoped  they  should  be  able  to  succeed. 

ORDER  OF  THE  LAY. 


SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

POSTAL    SERVICE    (BRITISH     POSSES- 

SIONS)— RATES  OF  POSTAGE. 

RESOLUTION. 

Mb.  HUTTON  (Manchester,  N.),  in 
rising  to  move — 

**  That  the  interests  of  the  people  urgently 
require  that  on  letters,  newspapers,  and  printed 
matter  there  should  be  a  discontinuance  of  the 
charges  of  higher  rates  of  postage  in  Great 
Britain  than  those  which  are  charged  to  the 
public  in  other  countries  for  Postal  Service  by 
British  steamers  carrying  Mails  to  and  from  the 
Colonies  and  the  possessions  of  Great  Britain  in 
India  and  elsewhere,'* 

said,  the  question  affected  something 
like  four-fifths  of  the  population  of  the 
British  Empire  ;  and  what  he  asked  was 
not  a  hoon,  hut  a  simple  act  of  justice. 
Something  like  double  the  amount  of 
postage  was  charged  for  letters  sent 
abroad  by  our  own  steamers  than  for 
letters  posted  abroad  for  the  possession 
of  this  country,  and  an  act  of  injustice 
was  therefore  done  to  our  fellow-subjects. 
He  did  not  propose  to  interfere  with 
the  fiscal  administration  of  the  country, 
nor  would  he  say  a  word  against  the 
administration  of  the  Post  Office.  As 
far  as  inland  postage  was  concerned  the 
Department  was  most  ably  administered ; 
but  in  regard  to  the  foreign  and  Oolonial 
postage  an  injustice  was  done  to  the  in« 
terests  of  the  country.  It  was  calculated 
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some  time  ago  that  the  population  of 
this  country  had  increased  something 
like  1  per  cent  per  annum,  while  the 
communications  through  the  Post  OflB.ce 
had  increased  something  like  4  per  cent 
per  annum  in  the  last  30  years.  In  Eng- 
land and  the  United  States  there  was,  at 
the  present  time,  about  one  letter  per 
head  of  the  population  written  every 
week ;  in  Australia  the  proportion  was 
about  one  letter  per  head  every  two 
weeks,  while  in  India  it  did  not  exceed 
one  per  head  every  twelve  months.  Were 
we  to  reduce  the  postal  rates,  there 
would,  in  his  opinion,  be  a  very  con- 
siderable increase  in  the  amount  of  cor- 
respondence sent  abroad ;  and  instead  of 
the  Treasury  incurring  a  loss,  there 
would  probably  be  a  very  considerable 
addition  to  the  profits  of  the  Post  Ofl&ce. 
The  meaning  and  purport  of  his  Motion 
was  that  this  country  should  not  have, 
as  it  now  had,  simply  a  Treaty  on  paper 
with  the  different  countries  of  Europe, 
but  that  the  British  people  should  be 
put  in  the  position  of  taking  advantage 
of  the  benefits  to  be  derived  from  the 
Postal  Union.  Some  weeks  back  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  stated  that  all 
the  civilized  nations  in  Europe  and 
America  belonged  to  the  Postal  Union, 
and  that  its  representatives  met  and  fixed 
the  rates  of  postage  for  the  different 
countries  forming  the  Union.  He  further 
stated  that  the  charge  fixed  for  postage 
was  2\d,,  with  the  power  to  charge 
another  2^d,  for  ocean  service.  But 
England  was  the  only  country  which 
had  taken  advantage  of  the  power  to 
charge  the  extra  2^d.  for  ocean  service ; 
and  the  result  w£is  that  if  advantage  was 
to  be  taken  of  the  Postal  Union  people 
must  go  out  of  the  British  Empire  to  do 
it.  A  great  injustice  was  thus  inflicted 
on  the  people  of  Great  Britain,  on  our 
Colonies,  and  on  the  population  of  India. 
The  last  meeting  of  the  Postal  Congress 
took  place  some  time  in  Februar}*.  The 
result  of  it  was  that  while  this  country 
lost  money  every  year  it  allowed  foreign 
countries  to  use  our  Post  OflBces  and 
steamers  to  send  their  letters  by  at  a 
less  charge  than  we  paid  ourselves. 
He  wished  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  rates  now  charged.  Every 
letter  sent  from  this  country  to  India, 
Ceylon,  China,  and  the  East  weighing 
^  oz.  had  to  pay  a  postage  bd,  \  whereas 
letters  sent  from  any  other  country  in 
Europe  to   the  same  places  paid  only 
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25  centimes,  or  something  less  than 
2^d,  The  same  difference  occurred  with 
regard  to  newspapers.  Every  news- 
paper 2  oz.  in  weight  sent  from  this 
country  to  the  places  he  had  named  was 
charged  l^ef.,  while  in  Calais  the  same 
newspaper  could  be  posted  for  ^d.  Com- 
mercial papers  going  from  this  country 
paid  l^d,y  while  in  Calais  they  could  be 
posted  for  2^d,  In  the  case  of  samples, 
a  4  oz.  packet  for  the  East  cost  in  this 
country  Zd.  postage  ;  but  in  France  and 
Germany  only  1  d.  The  French  had  their 
own  steamers  running  from  Marseillea 
to  India  by  which  might  be  sent  from 
here  a  10  oz.  packet  for  bd, ;  whereas 
the  cost  by  English  steamer  was  l^d. 
If  the  Government  pleaded  that  they 
were  losing  money  on  the  present  ser- 
vice, the  reason  obviously  was  that 
samples  were  sent  by  the  French 
steamers  because  they  were  taken  at 
a  great  reduction.  The  same  anomaly 
existed  with  regard  to  postage  in 
India.  Commercial  and  legal  documents 
to  this  country  were  charged  3J<^.,  and 
to  other  European  countries  2ji.  The 
same  excessive  rates  for  postage  to  the 
East  were  also  charged  in  this  country 
for  letters  and  other  things  sent  to  our 
Colonies,  to  the  West  Indies,  and  to  the 
West  Coast  of  Africa.  Letters  for  these 
Colonies  might  be  posted  in  any  part  of 
Europe — Odessa  for  instance — and  sent 
thence  vid  Liverpool,  Southampton,  or 
wherever  the  mail  might  go  from,  at  a 
charge  of  2Jrf. ;  whereas  people  living 
in  the  neighbourhood  from  which  the 
mail  started  had  to  pay  4i.  That  was  a 
great  injustice  to  the  mercantile  com- 
munity of  this  country.  The  same  dif- 
ference in  rates  applied  to  printed  papers ; 
Id.  for  2  oz.  was  charged  for  printed 
papers  in  Great  Britain,  while  they  could 
be  sent  from  across  the  Channel  for  id. 
It  was  extraordinary  that  these  anoma- 
lies should  have  existed  so  long  as  they 
had  done ;  and  a  great  many  mercantile 
men  told  him  that  they  were  unaware  of 
them  till  recently,  when  they  discovered 
them  by  accident.  It  might  even  be 
worth  while,  in  the  case  of  firms  having 
a  large  correspondence  with  the  East,  to 
send  a  clerk  every  Friday  morning  to 
Calais  to  post  their  letters.  He  had 
heard  of  one  firm  which  was  able  to 
save  £200  to  £300  a-year  by  adopting 
that  plan.-  He  was  informed  by  one  of 
Her  Majesty's  Consuls  in  New  Cale- 
donia, who  was  a  scientific  man,  that  he 
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ooold  send  a  letter  to  England  for  2id. 
but  that  it  cost  5d,  for  a  reply.  That 
gentleman  was  in  the  habit  of  making 
up  boxes  of  natural  history  collection 
and  sending  them  to  England,  and  he 
found  it  much  more  advantageous  to 
send  them  through  France,  as  the  charge 
was  only  id.  for  every  2  oz.  up  to  10  oz. 
Moreover,  since  he  had  sent  through 
France  he  had  had  scarcely  any  break- 
ages; whereas  the  same  boxes  sent  to 
England  were  nearly  always  broken,  and 
were  then  charged  letter  rates.  This  was 
the  experience  of  the  advantages  of  the 
Postal  Union  to  England  by  a  gentle- 
man in  Her  Majesty's  Service.  It  was 
stated  on  a  former  occasion  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Colonies  had 
expressed  no  dissatisfaction  with  the 
present  arrangements.  The  Colonists 
whom  he  had  met  in  this  country,  espe- 
cially Indians,  had  expressed  the  very 
greatest  dissatisfaction  at  the  large 
charge  made  for  the  conveyance  of 
letters  from  this  country.  The  Civil 
Service  Estimates  showed  that  India 
contributed  £70,000  a-year  to  the  Postal 
Service  to  the  East,  while  Ceylon  and 
tlie  Straits  Settlements  and  other  places 
made  up  the  subsidy  to  about  £83,000 
a-year.  The  Postal  Eeport  published 
last  year  stated  the  estimated  receipts 
for  the  postage  of  letters  and  papers 
between  India  and  this  country  to  be 
£55,000.  He  was  informed  that  that 
sum  of  £55,000  did  not  cover  the  whole 
of  the  Post  OflBce  receipts  for  the  trans- 
mission of  our  mail  to  India.  MulhalPs 
Tables  for  1884  stated  the  amount  of 
letters  received  in  India  from  Great 
Britain  in  a  year  as  9,000,000.  At  5d. 
each  those  would  have  yielded  £180,000 
per  annum.  The  estimated  receipts  of 
£55,000  were  obviously  without  taking 
the  Government  Correspondence  and  de- 
spatches into  account.  He  did  not  be- 
lieve that  the  ultimate  loss  to  this  coun- 
try, if  his  proposal  was  adopted,  would 
exceed  £120,000,  which  ought  not  to 
be  charged  to  the  Post  Office,  because 
the  lines  of  steamers  were  subsidized, 
not  merely  for  carrying  purposes,  but 
that  we  might  have  good  vessels  at  the 
disposal  of  the  country  in  the  event  of 
any  emergency  arising.  If  we  wanted 
a  thing  done  properly  we  must  pay  a  fair 
and  proper  price  for  it ;  but  as  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  did  incur  expenses 
for  subsidies  for  mail  and  telegraph  ser- 
vice to  Zanzibar,  West  Africa,  and  St. 


Helena,  and  charged  those  expenses  to 
the  Imperial  Exchequer  for  other  similar 
services  rendered,  he  failed  to  see  why 
that  deficiency  should  be  charged  to  the 
Post  Office  Hevenues.  He  tniBted  the 
facts  he  had  put  forward  would  receive 
the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment ;  and  he  hoped  the  House  \Tould 
have  not  only  an  expression  of  sympathy 
such  as  they  had  had  on  previous  occa- 
sions, but  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  be  able  to  see  their  way  to 
rectify  what  was  really  a  great  injustice 
on  those  men  who  went  out  as  the 
pioneers  of  our  commerce  and  civiliza- 
tion, to  benefit  the  trade  and  industry  of 
the  country,  and  who  ought,  at  least,  to 
look  forward  to  receiving  their  commu- 
nications from  the  Mother  Country  re- 
gularly and  at  a  cheap  rate.  He  believed 
such  a  course  would  bring  closer  the 
ties  of  friendship  and  sympathy  between 
England  and  her  Colonies,  and  would 
reflect  credit  not  only  on  that  House, 
but  on  Her  Majesty's  Government.  He 
would  ask  the  House  to  consider  the 
auspicious  words  uttered  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty the  Queen,  a  few  days  ago,  when 
she  expressed  the  hope  that — 

^*  This  undertaking  may  be  the  means  of  im- 
parting a  stimulns  to  oommercial  interests  in 
all  parts  of  the  British  dominion  by  encouraging 
the  arts  of  peace  and  industrjr,  and  by  strength- 
ening the  bonds  of  union  which  now  existed  in 
every  portion  of  the  Empire." 

He  trusted  the  Government  would  con- 
sider the  sentiments  expressed  in  those 
words,  and  would  endeavour  to  at  least 
do  that  justice  which  every  loyal  sub- 
ject of  Her  Majesty  was  entitled  to. 
In  conclusion,  the  hon.  Member  moved 
the  Eesolution  which  stood  in  his 
name. 

Sir  EICH AED  TEMPLE  (Worcester, 
Evesham)  seconded  the  Eesolution. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That  "to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"the  interests  of  the  people  urgently  require 
that  on  letters,  newspapers,  and  printed  matter 
there  should  be  a  discontinuance  of  the  charges 
of  higher  rates  of  postage  in  Great  Britain  than 
those  which  are  charged  to  the  public  in  other 
countries  for  Postal  Service  by  British  steamers 
carrying  Mails  to  and  from  the  Colonies  and 
the  possessions  of  Great  Britain  in  India  and 
elsewhere/*— (ifr.  James  Hutton,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Qruestion." 
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The  SEORETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
8UEY  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowleb)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  said,  he  was  some- 
what in  a  difficulty  in  dealing  with  this 
Resolution,  because  it  was,  in  another 
shape,  a  repetition  of  a  Motion  brought 
forward  on  March  30,  to  which  it  had 
been  his  duty  to  reply  in  a  speech  of 
considerable  length,  and  he  did  not 
wish  to  inflict  upon  the  House  a  re- 
petition of  the  statement  he  then  made. 
The  hon.  Member,  perhaps,  would  there- 
fore excuse  him  if  he  did  not  go  again 
into  the  Colonial  question.  He  was  also 
rather  puzzled  by  the  difference  between 
the  hon.  Member's  speech  and  the  terms 
of  his  Motion.  However,  on  the  present 
occasion  he  would  confine  his  remarks 
exclusively  to  the  injustice  of  which  the 
hon.  Member  complained —namely,  that 
letters  posted  in  I^gland  for  India  were 
charged  5i.,  whereas  if  those  letters 
were  posted  in  Paris  for  India  they  would 
only  be  charged  2J(?. — the  letters  beiug 
carried  by  the  British  mail  steamer — 
and  that,  therefore,  there  was  the  ap- 
parent injustice  of  a  differential  rate  be- 
tween this  country  and  France.  He 
might  observe,  at  the  outset,  that  there 
was  no  such  differential  rate  at  all,  ex- 
cept with  reference  to  the  two  places 
mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member — namely, 
the  West  Indies  and  the  West  Coast  of 
Africa.  There  was  no  differential  rate 
for  a  letter  between  this  country  and 
France  to  Australia  or  Canada  or  our 
principal  Colonies.  The  only  differential 
rate  was  between  this  country  and  the 
West  Indies  and  the  Gold  Coast;  and 
the  postal  communication  between  Great 
Britain  and  the  West  Indies  and  the 
Gold  Coast  was  such  a  bagatelle  that  it 
was  hardly  worth  the  trouble  of  cal- 
culation. The  question  really  rested 
upon  the  postage  between  this  country 
and  India,  and  on  that  he  would  give 
an  explanation  which  he  hoped  would 
be  satisfactory  to  the  hon.  Member. 
Some  years  ago  this  country  went  into 
the  Postal  Union,  in  which  there  was  a 
uniform  rate  of  charge— namely,  2\ — 
whenever  a  letter  was  delivered  within 
the  limits  of  the  Union.  Certain  coun- 
tries inside  the  Postal  Union  were  great 
carriers  by  sea,  and  some  others  were 
great  carriers  by  land ;  and  we  must,  as 
commercial  and  business  men,  look  at 
both  sides  of  the  question.  We  carried 
the  ocean  postage,  but  we  did  not  carry 
the  land  postage.    He  was  sorry  to  say 


there  was  heavy  loss  on  the  whole  of 
the  postage ;  and  though  there  was  an 
apparent  loss  in  our  carrying  letters 
from  France  to  India  for  2Jrf.,  they  must 
remember,  as  against  that,  that  they  had 
their  letters  carried  for  the  same  rate 
across  the  Continent  of  Europe;  and  the 
letters  carried  at  a  cheap  rate  by  us 
were  small  in  comparison  with  the  letters 
carried  at  a  cheap  rate  across  the  Con- 
tinent. When  these  terms  were  fixed, 
those  in  charge  of  the  interests  of  this 
country  thought  they  made  a  good  bar- 
gain, and  he  also  was  satisfied  that  they 
did,  because,  even  if  they  carried  letters 
from  France  to  India  at  a  low  rate,  they 
got  a  corresponding  advantage  upon  the 
other  side.  The  postage  between  Europe 
and  India  was  almost  entirely  English 
postage,  as  the  commercial  transactions 
were  practically  English.  Lastyear  India 
bought  something  like  £52,000,000 
worth  of  goods  from  Europe,  and  of 
that  amount  £50,000,000  was  from  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  only  £845,465 
from  France.  The  receipt  from  French 
postage  to  India  was  £1,600,  and  no  cor- 
responding advantage  would  be  gained 
by  doubling  that  amount.  The  hon. 
Member  said  they  ought  to  deal  with  this 
question  on  the  principle  of  justice. 
Well,  the  principle  of  justice  was  that 
a  man  should  pay  for  what  the  service 
rendered  to  him  cost,  and  our  Indian 
and  Colonial  Postal  Service  was  carried 
on  at  a  loss  of  £  1,000  a-day.  [Aninttrrup* 
tion.']  ''  Cheap,"  an  hon.  Member  said ; 
that  might  be  so.  [Mr.  HennikerHbaton 
(Canterbury):  No,  not  cheap;  chiefly 
India.]  Oh,  chiefly  India.  What  was 
the  Indian  correspondence?  It  was  a 
correspondence  mainly  between  the 
Anglo-Indians  and  home.  He  did  not 
wish  to  depreciate  the  importance  of 
that  correspondence ;  but  who  ought  to 
pay  for  it  r  So  far  from  that  corre- 
spondence being  a  failure,  the  increase 
was  enormous,  and  the  business  com- 
munications were  of  vital  importance  to 
this  country.  The  principal  loss  of 
£136,000  was  upon  India,  and  they 
taxed  the  Natives  of  India  something 
like  £68,000  in  order  that  the  Anglo- 
Indian  community  might  have  their 
letters  carried  at  a  considerably  less  cost 
than  that  service  entailed.  The  House, 
he  thought,  understood  the  nature  of 
the  case.  They  were  losing  £365,000 
a-year  by  their  foreign  and  Colonial 
postage ;  but  they  made  no  differential 
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charges  except  with  India,  Weet  Africa, 
and  the  West  Indies.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber contrasted  the  French  and  English 
Post  Offices  unfavourahlj  to  that  of  this 
country  ;  but  in  that  contrast  he  might 
have  referred  to  the  charges  for  internal 
postage  in  France.  In  France  they 
charge  1  Jrf.  for  every  letter  only  weigh- 
ing half  an  ounce,  whereas  in  this  coun- 
try we  only  charged  Id.  for  a  whole 
ounce.  The  hon.  Gentleman's  argument 
was  that  because  we  carried,  say,  one- 
tenth,  or  a  much  smaller  proportion,  of 
the  correspondence  at  a  great  loss,  under 
a  bargain  which  they  thought  redressed 
itself  in  another  Department,  they 
should  carry  the  other  nine-tenths  also 
at  a  loss.  If  we  reduced  the  postage  to 
India  it  would  entail  a  further  loss,  and 
was  that  loss  to  fall  on  the  English  or 
the  Indian  taxpayer?  He  knew  the 
answer  which  would  come  from  more 
than  one  quarter  of  the  House— namely, 
that  the  Post  Office  should  be  treated  as 
one  concern,  and  that,  as  there  was  a 
profit  of  £2,000,000  or  £3,000,000 
a-year,  the  loss  should  come  out  of  that 
sum.  Rightly  or  wrongly,  they  had 
made  the  Postal  Eevenue  a  portion  of 
the  Imperial  Eevenue ;  and  if  they  were 
going  to  say  that  the  whole  Eevenue  of 
that  Department  was  to  be  spent  for  the 
postal  consumers,  if  he  might  so  describe 
them,  and  were  prepared  to  put  on  Id. 
or  2d,  extra  on  the  Licome  Tax  to  make 
up  that  loss,  did  they  not  think  that  the 
people  at  home,  whose  letters  made  up 
that  profit,  would  make  a  claim  to  share 
in  the  benefit  by  reduced  charges  on 
their  own  letters  r  They  would  have  an 
outcry  from  the  working  and  commer- 
cial classes,  upon  whom  the  postal 
charges  were  a  heavy  tax,  and  these 
classes  would  say  that  those  who  earned 
the  profits  had  the  first  claim  on  the 
benefit.  He  hoped  the  House  would 
not  embark  on  so  great  a  question  as 
that ;  and  he  was  satisfied,  from  the  con- 
sideration he  had  given  the  subject, 
that  the  wise  and  experienced  permanent 
officials  of  the  Post  Office,  under  Post- 
masters General  of  both  political  Parties, 
had  made  the  best  bargain  for  this  coun- 
try, and  that  at  present  the  English  Post 
Office  would  contrast  favourably  with 
any  Post  Office  in  the  world. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  '*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  Ohair/'  again  proposed. 


EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— SCHOOL 

BOARD  ELECTIONS— HOURS  OF 

POLLING.-OB8ERVATION8. 

Mb.  T.  fey  (Darlington),  who  had 

on  the  Paper  a  Notice  to  the  following 

effect  :— 

"That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the 
hours  of  Polling  at  School  Board  Elections  in 
Cities  and  Boroughs  should  he  from  8  a.m.  to 
8  p.m/' 

said,  that  the  only  objection  which  he 
had  heard  to  making  this  desirable 
alteration  was  the  extra  expense  which 
would  be  incurred ;  but,  on  looking  into 
the  matter,  he  found  that  the  extra  ex- 
pense would  be  a  very  small  matter 
indeed,  for  all  the  books,  the  printing, 
and  other  expenses  would  remain  the 
same.  There  might  be  a  demand  for 
an  increase  in  the  fee  to  solicitors, 
agents,  and  clerks ;  but  even  these  were 
usually  charged  as  full  days.  However, 
the  question  of  expense  was  hardly  worth 
mentioning,  considering  the  great  con- 
venience to  large  masses  of  the  popula- 
tion which  would  result  from  the  exten- 
sion of  the  hours  of  polling  in  the  manner 
which  he  proposed,  and  also  the  removal 
of  a  very  serious  injustice,  which  was 
keenly  felt,  more  especially  by  the  work- 
ing classes.  Numbers  of  people  were 
prevented  from  voting,  especially  in 
large  centres  of  population,  owing  to 
the  early  hour  at  which  the  poll  was 
closed  in  many  towns,  and  this  was 
especially  the  case  in  the  town  which  he 
had  the  honour  to  represent.  Yery 
many  railway  men  went  to  work  at 
an  early  hour  in  the  morning,  and  did 
not  return  till  long  after  the  hour  of 
closing  the  poll,  and  he  knew  that  they 
felt  this  to  be  an  injustice  from  which 
they  ought  to  be  relieved.  He  had  him- 
self been  a  witness  to  a  scene  where  a 
large  number  of  men  were  crowding 
round  the  door  of  the  polling  station, 
but  who,  to  their  evident  disappoint- 
ment and  annoyance,  were  unable  to 
vote  owing  to  &e  closing  of  the  poll 
before  they  could  get  in.  He  could  not 
see  any  reason  in  the  world  why  the 
hours  of  polling  which  prevailed  in  Lon- 
don should  not  prevail  throughout  the 
country,  or,  at  all  events,  in  all  the  large 
centres  of  population.  It  had  been  sug- 
gested that  the  fixing  of  the  hours  of 
polling  should  be  left  to  the  Town 
Councils  or  other  Local  Authorities ;  but 
there  was  the  objection  to  this  that  there 
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would  be  no  uniformity  in  the  hours  in, 
perhaps,  adjoining  districts,  and  there 
would  always  be  the  suspicion  of  poli- 
tical or  religious  influences  being  brought 
to  bear  in  the  matter  for  Party  purposes. 
He  had,  therefore,  come  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  it  would  be  much  the  best  plan 
to  fix  the  hours  of  polling  at  School 
Board  elections  all  over  the  country  as 
they  were  fixed  for  Parliamentary  elec- 
tions— from  8  o'clock  in  the  morning  to 
8  in  the  evening— a  plan  which  he  be- 
lieved would  remove  all  feelings  of  irri- 
tation and  injustice  from  the  minds  of 
the  working  classes.  He  was  hopeful 
that  his  Motion,  not  involving  a  Party 
question,  but  simply  one  which  regarded 
the  convenience  of  the  people,  might  be 
accepted  by  the  Government.  He  had 
received  many  letters  from  different 
parts  of  the  country  approving  his 
object.  The  hon.  Member  for  Ports- 
mouth had  asked  him  to  state  that 
many  of  his  constituents  employed  in 
the  Dockyards  were  prevented  from 
voting  on  the  last  occasion  because  the 
hours  were  so  fixed  that  they  had  not 
time  to  record  their  votes.  As  the  pre- 
ceding Motion  had  been  negatived,  he 
could  not  take  a  division ;  but,  in  answer 
to  a  Question  he  had  put  a  few  weeks  ago, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Council  said  that  it  would 
not  be  necessary  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
effect  the  reform  which  he  (Mr.  T.  Fry) 
advocated,  but  that  if  there  was  a 
sufficiently  strong  expression  of  opinion 
by  the  House  in  favour  of  the  alteration 
the  object  could  be  effected  by  an  Order 
in  Council.  He  had,  therefore,  brought 
the  proposal  before  the  House  in  the 
form  of  a  Kesolution,  and  he  hoped  that 
the  House  might  accept  it  without 
opposition. 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON  (Man- 
Chester)  said,  if  the  Forms  of  the  House 
had  permitted,  he  should  have  been 
happy  to  second  the  Motion.  He  be- 
lieved that  this  proposal,  if  carried  out, 
would  be  very  acceptable  to  the  working 
men,  especially  in  the  large  towns  of 
the  North,  who  took  a  great  interest  in 
School  Board  elections.  Although  they 
were  unable  to  take  the  sense  of  the 
House  upon  it,  he  trusted  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  give  such  a  reply 
as  to  render  it  unnecessary  to  take  fur- 
ther action.  As  far  as  regarded  the 
additional  expense  caused  by  extending 
the  hours  of   election  for   the    School 
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Boards,  he  ventured  to  say  that  in  local 
government  legislation,  which  he  hoped 
the  House  would  be  able  to  undertake 
before  very  long,  they  would  be  able  to 
simplify  the  system  of  elections,  the 
number  of  which  were  now  bringing 
local  government  into  disrepute.  It  was 
a  perfect  nuisance  that  there  should  so 
frequent  elections ;  and  he  trusted  that 
the  various  details  of  local  government 
would  be  entrusted  to  Committees  of 
one  elected  Body.  But  there  was  no 
reason  why  the  working  men  should  be 
shut  out  by  reason  of  the  hours  of  polling 
being  too  short.  He  could  show  that 
many  men  had  been  shut  out  from 
voting  at  School  Board  elections,  because 
they  must  vote  either  in  the  dinner  hour 
or  in  the  evening.  But  even  if  they 
cost  a  little  more,  he  thought  that  the 
elections  provided  for  by  that  House 
ought  to  be  real  elections.  It  was  very 
unreasonable  that  working  men  should 
be  shut  out  from  voting  just  at  the  last 
moment,  when  they  had  not  been  able 
to  vote  at  breakfast  time,  or  at  a  mid- 
day hour  of  refreshment.  He  thought 
the  good  sense  of  the  Motion  was  so 
self-evident  that  he  need  not  trouble  the 
House  longer  in  supporting  it. 

Mr.  SAUNDERS  (Hull,  East)  said, 
that  during  a  recent  School  Board  elec- 
tion at  Hull  it  was  found  that  many 
working  men  were  prevented  voting  by 
the  early  closing  of  the  poll;  and  it 
would  be  a  great  convenience  to  his  con- 
stituents if  the  Government  could  see 
their  way  to  adopt  the  Motion.  Hon. 
Members  generally  seemed  to  be  in 
favour  of  it,  and  he  understood  that  the 
Government  could  give  effect  to  the 
Eesolution  without  the  passing  of  an 
Act  of  Parliament.  It  was  most  de- 
sirable that  the  public  should  have 
equal  facilities  in  all  places  for  record- 
ing their  votes  at  School  Board  elec- 
tions. 

Colonel  B.  HUGHES  (Woolwich) 
said,  that  as  a  Member  of  the  London 
School  Board,  he  was  in  a  position  to 
testify  that  it  had  been  a  great  conveni- 
ence to  have  the  poll  allowed  to  remain 
open  till  8  p.m.  As  London  had  been 
made  the  scene  of  an  experiment  in 
keeping  open  the  poll  at  Parliamentary 
Elections  till  8  o'clock,  which  was  after- 
wards extended  to  other  towns,  he 
thought  the  experience  of  London  in 
School  Board  elections  might  be  utilized 
for  the  whole  country. 
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An  hon.  Membek  said,  he  regretted 
that  the  Motion  was  confined  to  boronghs 
and  towns.  There  were  many  other  popu- 
lous places  where  it  would  be  of  advan- 
tage to  extend  the  hours  of  polling.  He 
hoped  the  Government  would  make  a 
uniform  rule  all  over  the  country. 

Mb.  OAINE  (Barrow-in-Furness)  said, 
he  wished  to  call  attention  to  the  hard- 
ship of  the  borough  of  Tottenham, 
which  was  outside  the  Metropolitan  area, 
and,  therefore,  did  not  enjoy  the  ex- 
tended hours  in  force  in  the  Metropolis. 
Large  numbers  of  the  residents  were  in 
the  daily  habit  of  leaving  for  town  by 
early  morning  trains,  and  they  did  not 
return,  many  of  them,  till  after  8  o'clock 
in  the  evening.  At  the  recent  Parlia- 
mentary election  he  found  that  some  700 
or  800  electors  were  disqualified  in  con- 
sequence of  the  hour  being  even  so  late 
as  8  o'clock;  and  with  regard  to  the 
School  Board,  he  was  satisfied  the  dis- 
franchisement was  much  more  extensive. 
The  same  rule  applied  to  Liverpool, 
where  there  were  generally  from  8,000 
to  10,000  persons  employed  on  the 
steamers  on  the  river,  many  of  which 
men  did  not  get  away  from  their  work 
till  7  or  8  in  the  evening,  and  it  was 
impossible  for  them  to  get  ashore  in 
time  to  vote  in  the  country  districts.  He 
was  satisfied,  from  what  he  knew  gene- 
rally of  electioneering  opinion  through- 
out the  country,  that  it  would  be  a  most 
popular  thing  if  the  Government  would 
grant  the  request  of  the  hon.  Member 
tor  Darlington. 

Mb.  PIOTON  (Leicester)  said,  he  did 
not  see  why  the  polls  should  not  be  kept 
open  for  12  hours  even  in  rural  districts. 
It  was  the  electors,  and  not  the  officials, 
who  had  to  be  considered.  In  some 
quarters  the  workingclasses  had  a  strong 
impression  that  the  hours  were  delibe- 
rately fixed  so  as  to  exclude  them  from 
polling. 

Mb.  E.  eider  cook  (West  Ham, 
N.)  said,  he  quite  sympathized  with  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Barrow- 
in-Furness  (Mr.  Caine),  for  the  borough 
which  he  represented,  the  borough  of 
West  Ham,  being,  like  Tottenham,  out- 
side the  Metropolitan  area,  was  limited 
to  the  shorter  hours.  That  was  felt  as 
a  real  hardship  by  an  enormous  popula- 
tion. 

Mb.  F.  8.  POWELL  (Wigan)  said, 
that  if  there  was  a  hardship  with  regard 
to  the  Parliamentary  elections  it  must 


be  still  more  the  case  with  regard  to 
School  Board  elections,  because  there 
the  working  men's  children  were  most 
affected.  He  thought,  therefore,  that 
on  the  occasion  of  School  Board  elec- 
tions the  working  men  ought  to  have  a 
real  opportunity  of  expressing  their  opi- 
nion. In  such  a  borough  as  that  which 
he  had  the  honour  to  represent,  many 
of  the  working  classes  were  occupied 
during  the  day  at  some  distance  irom 
their  homes,  and  it  was  only  at  the 
latter  part  of  the  day,  when  they  got 
home,  that  they  had  the  opportunity  of 
voting.  Unless  there  was  an  extension 
of  the  hours  they  were  really  excluded 
from  the  franchise.  It  was  really  a 
matter  of  great  importance,  in  the  in- 
terest of  elementary  education,  that  the 
working  classes  should  be  led  to  take 
the  greatest  interest  in  it,  and  that  they 
should  express  their  opinions  in  the  most 
ample  manner. 

Mb.  CAEVELL  WILLIAMS  (Not- 
tingham, S.)  said,  that  an  hon.  Member 
had  raised  an  objection  on  the  ground 
of  expense  to  the  carrying  into  effect  of 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dar- 
lington, and  other  hon.  G-entlemen  had 
spoken  against  it  on  the  ground  that 
it  would  have  the  effect  of  making  too 
great  a  tax  on  the  energies  of  those 
engaged  in  taking  the  poll  at  School 
Board  elections.  He  held  that  it  was 
not  necessary  to  have  the  energies  of 
the  officials  taking  the  poll  taxed  for 
the  whole  of  the  day,  except  in  populous 
places.  In  small  rural  parishes  he  con- 
sidered that  there  might  be  a  cessation 
in  taking  the  poll  at  that  time  of  the 
day  when  few  persons  attended  to  re- 
cord their  votes.  Then  the  working 
classes  would  be  enabled,  by  keeping 
the  poll  open  till  8  p.m.,  to  record  their 
votes,  witikout  much  extra  trouble  or 
expense  to  those  conducting  the  elec- 
tions, and  there  would  be  a  cessa- 
tion of  taking  votes  during  the  after- 
noon. He  desired  to  see  the  hours 
of  poUing  extended,  because  he  was 
anxiously  looking  forward  to  the  time 
when  there  would  be  School  Boards  in 
every  district,  and  therefore  the  hours 
of  polling  should  be  as  late  in  the 
rural  as  well  as  in  the  town  communi- 
ties. The  voters  ought  to  be  afforded 
adequate  facilities  for  recording  their 
votes,  and  the  more  interest  they  took 
in  School  Boards  the  better  would  it  be 
for  all  concerned.     He  hoped  that  the 
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GoTemment  would  approach  this  matter 
with  the  object  of  establishing  a  uniform 
system  all  over  the  country,  and  that 
before  long  this  would  be  realized. 

Mb.  EDWARD  RUSSELLCGlasgow, 
Bridgeton)  said  that,  as  representing  a 
large  constituency  like  Qlasgow,  he  was 
^lad  to  have  an  opportunity  of  support- 
ing this  Motion.  As  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Council  well  knew,  the  School 
Board  institutions  of  Glasgow  were  con- 
ducted on  a  remarkable  scale  of  effi- 
ciency ;  and  not  only  so,  but  they  were 
associated  with  a  great  deal  of  effort  on 
the  part  of  the  members  of  the  School 
Board,  who  obtained  an  insight  into  the 
minds  of  the  people,  and  £d  a  great 
deal  of  good  from  day  to  day  by  bring- 
ing social  influences  to  bear  on  the 
people.  He  knew  that  in  connection 
with  elections  the  members  of  the  School 
Board  had  the  means  and  opportunity 
of  exercising  an  admirable  influence  on 
the  people,  and  that  the  more  they  ob- 
tained the  concurrence  of  the  people  in  the 
electoral  operations  the  better  they  were 
pleased,  and  the  better  they  found  the 
education  of  the  children  to  progress. 
Experience  showed  in  Glasgow  that  not 
only  could  the  hours  of  polling  be  ex- 
tended with  safety,but  with  great  ad  van* 
tage,  because  the  more  the  feelings  of 
the  people  were  enlisted  in  the  matter 
the  greater  was  the  influence  of  the 
education  in  the  homes  of  the  people, 
as  well  as  in  the  training  of  the  chil- 
dren. 

Mb.  L.  fry  (Bristol,  N.)  said,  that, 
as  the  Representative  of  a  large  West- 
ern city  which  took  a  great  deal  of  in- 
terest in  the  question  of  elementary 
education,  he  considered  that  the  pro- 
posal now  before  the  House  would,  if 
adopted,  be  of  great  advantage.  It 
was  not  possible  to  take  a  division  upon 
the  Motion ;  but  he  hoped  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  see  their  way  to  accept 
it,  because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Sir  Lyon  Play  fair)  would  not  require 
to  pass  an  Act  of  Parliament  to  give 
effect  to  its  proposal.  There  was  a 
strong  desire  among  the  people  of  Bris- 
tol that  every  facility  and  opportunity 
should  be  afforded  to  the  electors  to 
record  their  votes  at  School  Board 
elections. 

Db.  foster  (Chester)  said,  that 
while  agreeing  with  the  proposal  he 
thought  its  scope  should  be  widened,  as 
he  desired  to  see  it  extended  to  all  loca- 

Mr.  Carvell  WiUtam 


lities  inwhich  School  Boards  now  existed, 
or  might  be  hereafter  created.  Publio 
elementary  schools  were  of  such  im- 
portance to  the  working  classes  that 
every  facility  possible  should  be  given 
to  them  to  influence  and  direct  the  policy 
of  School  Boards.  He  knew  the  exten- 
sion of  hours  would  be  popular  in  Bir- 
mingham and  other  largo  towns,  and  he 
believed  it  would  be  equally  popular 
and  advantageous  in  less  populous  dis- 
tricts. 

Thb  vice  president  op  thb 
COUNCIL  (Sir  Lyon  Playfair)  (Leeds, 
S.)  said,  the  consensus  of  opinion  in 
the  House  upon  this  subject  had  been 
very  marked.  It  was  obvious  from  all 
parts  of  the  House  there  was  a  desire 
for  fair  play,  and  that  there  should  be 
an  opportunity  for  all  classes  to  record 
their  votes  with  the  greatest  amount  of 
convenience.  The  position  of  the  ques- 
tion at  present  was  this— In  London  the 
working  classes  had  1 2  hours  in  which 
they  could  record  their  votes ;  in  parishes 
and  in  boroughs  they  had  seven  hours 
allotted ;  but  &ere  had  been  a  suspicion, 
and  it  was  a  very  unfortunate  suspicion, 
that  the  hours  had  been  occasionally 
fixed  for  certain  Party  purposes.  That 
probably  was  not  true,  but  it  had  pro- 
duced an  unfavourable  impression ;  and 
in  the  question  of  education  such  an  im- 
pression ought,  if  possible,  to  be  re- 
moved. He  thought  the  general  ex- 
pression of  opinion  for  extending  the 
hours  was  of  such  a  character  as  would 
induce  the  Privy  Council  at  once  to  con- 
sent to  a  prolongation  of  the  hours  of 
polling.  It  was  simply  a  question  of  ex- 
pense. Hitherto,  in  the  populous  dis- 
tricts— in  parishes  especially,  and  small 
towns — the  expense  had  been  kept  down 
to  a  minimum,  and  very  small  fees  had 
been  paid.  For  instance,  £l  had  been 
paid  to  a  clerk  for  attention  to  the  duties 
for  seven  hours.  It  was  possible  that  it 
might  be  found  they  would  not  be  able 
to  obtain  persons  to  attend  at  all  the 
polling  stations  upon  the  same  econo- 
mical terms;  but  the  increase  of  expense 
in  ordinary  cases  would  not  be  very 
large.  Had  he  not  heard  such  a  general 
expression  of  opinion  in  favour  of  keep- 
ing all  polling  stations  open  for  12  hours, 
the  suggestion  which  he  would  have  put 
before  the  House  would  have  been  that 
at  small  or  less  populous  places,  where 
12  hours  might  not  have  been  required, 
the  purpose  might  be  met  by  limiting 
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the  hours  to  eight,  but  that  the  hours 
shoold  be  specified— say  from  12  to  8 
o'dook — so  that  the  working  man  mieht 
vote  either  at  his  dinner  hour  or  after 
the  day's  work  was  completed.  He  would 
not,  therefore,  give  a  pledge  that  there 
should  be  a  uniform  system  of  12  hours 
all  over  the  country,  but  that  12  hours 
might  be  granted  where  there  were  con- 
siderably populous  places  and  consider- 
able towns.  In  his  opinion,  eight  hours 
— from  noon  till  8  at  night — would 
be  a  better  rule  where  the  population 
was  small,  and  where  it  was  desirable 
not  to  increase  the  expense.  If  that  met 
the  view  of  the  House,  he  coidd  say  that 
the  Department  which  he  had  the  honour 
to  represent  would  take  care  that  in  the 
next  Order  in  Council  there  was  an  ex- 
tension  of  the  hours  for  polling  given  in 
the  sense  of  the  views  which  had  been 
exDi^essed 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
(Bristol,  W.)  said,  he  was  glad  to  hear 
the  observations  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, because  it  would  be  an  absurd 
extravagance  to  open  the  poll  for  12 
hours  in  a  country  village  where  per- 
haps there  might  not  be  more  than 
100  voters  on  the  Begister.  The  object 
would  be  amply  secured  by  having  the 
poll  open  during  the  dinner  hour  and 
m  the  evening.  Some  hon.  Members  ex- 
pressed the  hope  that  the  time  would 
come  soon  when  there  would  be  a  School 
Board  in  every  rural  parish.  He  hoped 
that  time  might  never  arrive;  but  if  they 
wished  to  make  School  Boards  more  un- 
popular than  they  were,  let  them  add 
to  the  expense  by  insisting  on  the  ab- 
surd proposal  to  have  the  poll  open  for 
1 2  hours,  however  smaU  the  number  of 
voters. 

POST  OFFICES  AT  RAILWAY  STATIONS. 
obssbvations. 

Mb.  cavendish  BENTINCK 
(Whitehaven),  who  had  given  Notice 
that  he  would  call  attention  to  the  de- 
fective arrangements  of  the  General 
Post  Office  at  Eailway  Stations,  and 
move— 

*<That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is 

Xdient  that  additional  facilities  should  be 
ded  to  the  public  for  posting  letters  at  the 
stations  of  the  Railway  Companies  in  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,*' 

said,  he  hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
in  that  House  represented    the    Post 
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Office  would  be  able  to  assure  them 
that  the  same  facilities  for  the  posting 
of  letters  at  railway  stations  shoidd  be 
given  in  this  country  as  existed  gene- 
rally in  Continental  countries. 

l^B  SECEETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  Henrt  H.  Fowleb)  (Wol- 
verhampton,  E.)  said,  the  question  of 
providing  additional  facilities  at  railway 
stations  was  carefully  considered  so  re- 
cently as  three  years  ago,  and  he  fotmd 
from  inquiries  then  made  that  upwards 
of  380  letter  boxes  were  put  up  at 
various  stations  throughout  the  United 
Kingdom.  The  matter,  however,  was 
receiving  the  attention  of  the  Postmaster 
General 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present. 

House  adjourned  at  Seven  o'clock 
till  Monday  next. 
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MINUTES.]— Public  ^UAJ&^Seeond  fading 
—  Burial  Grounds  (Scotland)  Act  (1866) 
Amendment  •  (78) ;  Metropolitan  Police  Sta- 
tions (87). 

Eoyal  ^MM^— Gape  Bace  lighthouse  [49  Viet. 
c.  13] ;  Marriages  (Hours  of  Solemnization) 
[49  Vict,  0.  14];  Sporting  Lands  Rating 
(Scotland)  [49  Viet.  c.  161;  Lunacv  (Vacating 
of  Seats)  [49  Vict.  c.  161;  Poor  ReUef  (Ire- 
land) [49  Viet.  c.  17]. 


SOUTH-EASTERN    EUROPE— GREECE- 
BLOCKADE  OF  THE  GREEK  COAST. 
lOinSTBEIAL    STATSMINT. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (The  Earl  of 
Rosebery)  :  My  Lords,  I  desire  to  lay 
upon  your  Lordships'  Table  a  Circular 
Despatch  recapitulating  the  action  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  with  regard  to 
Greece,  which  I  have  addressed  to  Her 
Majesty's  Representatives  abroad,  and 
copies  of  the  two  Collective  Notes  to  the 
Greek  Government,  and  the  replies  to 
those  Notes,  as  well  as  to  the  notice  of 
blockade  which  was  presented  to  the 
Greek  Government  on  Saturday.  The 
first  of  these  Collective  Notes  was  pre- 
sented on  April  26.  It  demanded  that 
the  Greek  Army  should  be  placed  on  a 
peace  footing  with   the  least  possible 
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Power8|  that  while  he  had  announoed 
his  intention  not  to  attaok  Turkey,  he 
had  offered  no  guarantee  that  the  me- 
nacing attitude  of  the  Ghreek  Army  and 
the  consequent  strain  both  on  that  coun- 
try and  on  Turkey  might  not  be  indefi- 
nitely prolonged.  Moreover,  the  Greek 
and  the  Turkish  Armies  would  have 
been  left  face  to  face  with  the  constant 
probability  of  provocation  and  conflict. 
That  state  of  things  would  have  been  the 
verv  danger  to  the  peace  of  Europe 
which  it  has  been  the  endeavour  of  the 
Powers  by  their  action  to  avoid.  In  the 
next  place,  I  have  to  point  out  that  the 
interests  of  Great  Britain  in  this  matter 
are  various  and  important.  In  the  first 
place,  there  is  the  great  interest  which 
is  always  a  paramount  interest  in  the 
policy  of  this  country ~  the  maintenance 
of  peace.  In  the  next  place,  we  have  to 
remember  the  vast  importance  of  up- 
holding the  decision  of  Europe— that  is, 
of  the  Great  Powers  of  Europe — in  cases 
in  which  that  decision  can  oe  usefully 
enforced ;  and^  thirdly,  we  have  had  the 
interests  of  Greece  and  of  Turkey  to 
consider.  The  interests  of  Greece  are 
sufficiently  obvious.  No  sane  friend  of 
Greece  could  wish  that  she  should  em- 
bark in  war  with  one  of  the  great  Mili- 
tary Powers  of  the  world,  even  if  she 
had  a  good  cause  to  fight  for.  But,  my 
Lords,  that  is  not  her  present  position. 
I  cannot  now  take  up  your  time  with 
pointing  out  how  unfortunate  is  the 
ground  on  which  the  Greek  Government 
meditated  this  aggressive  war.  On  some 
future  occasion  I  may  hope  to  have  the 
opportunity  of  doine  so.  My  Lords,  the 
interest  of  Turkey  m  this  matter  is  no 
less  obvious.  It  is  just  five  years  since 
Turkey,  on  the  strenuous  intercession  of 
the  Powers,  ceded  the  rich  Province  of 
Thessaly  to  Greece.  It  is  hardly  con- 
ceivable that  the  Turkish  Government 
now  should  do  otherwise  than  resist  the 
proposal  for  another  such  cession.  But 
while  it  is  almost  bound  to  resist  this 
aggression  the  strain  upon  it  is  no  less 
severe.  The  Turkish  Government  has 
an  Army  of  over  300,000  men  in  its 
European  Dominions,  largely  drawn 
from  the  Eeserves;  and  the  taking  of 
the  Reserves  sufficiently  indicates  to 
your  Lordships  how  great  is  the  strain 
to  which  the  agriculture  of  that  country 
is  subjected.  I  put  aside  the  money  re- 
quired to  maintain  so  vast  an  Army; 
but  I  do  not  put  aside  the  injury  to  the 


delay,  and  that  assurances  should  be 

fiven  to  the  Bepresentatives  of  the 
'owers  in  the  course  of  a  week  from  the 
date  of  the  presentation  of  the  Note  that 
orders  had  been  given  accordingly.  In 
reply  to  that  Note  the  Greek  Prime 
Minister  sent  an  answer  which  will  also 
be  laid  before  your  Lordships'  House, 
in  which  he  refers  to  some  communica- 
tion which  had  taken  place  between 
himself  and  the  French  Minister  at 
Athens.  That  communication,  how- 
ever, your  Lordships  will  see,  when  you 
have  it  in  your  hands,  did  not  offer  any 
guarantee  for  that  immediate  disarma- 
ment which  we  could  o£fer  Turkey,  and 
induce  Turkey  to  disarm  in  her  turn. 
During  the  week  that  followed  no 
further  communication  was  received 
from  M.  Delyannis.  On  Monday  even- 
ing the  delay  proposed  by  the  Powers 
expired.  It  was,  however,  the  desire 
of  the  Powers  to  show  all  possible  con- 
sideration towards  the  Greek  nation, 
and  Wednesday  being  the  King's  fiU 
day,  their  final  answer  to  M.  Delyannis's 
reply  was  not  declared  till  Thursday  mom  • 
ing,  saying  that  the  reply  was  wholly  un- 
satisfactory, unless  supplemented  by  fur- 
ther declarations.  The  communication 
from  M.  Delyannis  was  to  the  effect  that 
he  had  no  further  explanations  to  offer. 
On  Friday  morning  the  Bepresentatives 
of  Germany,  Austria,  Italy,  and  Great 
Britain  left  Athens,  leaving  their  Lega- 
tions in  charge  of  the  Secretaries.  The 
Bussian  Minister  could  not  be  with- 
drawn, as  he  was  not  at  Athens  at  the 
time.  On  Saturday  the  notice  of  the 
blockade  was  presented,  and  a  blockade 
as  against  Gh^ek  ships  of  all  kinds  is 
at  this  moment  in  existence  along  the 
East  Coast  of  Greece  and  the  Gulf  of 
Corinth.  That  is  a  bare  record  of  facts; 
but  before  I  sit  down  I  will  ask  the  in- 
dulgence of  the  House  while  I  make  one 
or  two  further  remarks  as  to  the  suffi- 
ciency of  M.  Delyannis's  reply  to  the 
communication  of  the  Great  Powers. 
Your  Lordships  will  be  able  to  form 
your  own  judgment ;  but  that  judg- 
ment will  be  materially  assisted  by  the 
speeches  and  Circulars  of  the  Greek 
Prime  Minister  since  he  made  those 
specific  declarations.  Only  yesterday 
he  made  a  speech  announcing  that  he 
and  his  (Government  would  never  sign  a 
decree  of  disarmament— a  speech  which 
absolutely  justifies  the  contention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  of  the  other 

The  Earl  of  Ros$bery 
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peaceful  inliabitAnte  of  the  TurkiBh  Em- 
pire— the  men  of  which  are  torn  from 
sowing  and  ploughing,  and  from  those 
agrricultural  operations  on  which  their 
subsistence  depends.  Wide  districts 
haye,  therefore,  the  prospect  of  famine 
staring  them  in  the  face.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Advisers,  therefore,  have  strong 
grounds  to  proceed  upon  in  using  pres- 
sure at  this  juncture.  My  Lords,  this 
is  probably  not  the  moment  to  make  a 
long  statement,  and  I  will  only  say  one 
more  word.  I  have  alluded  to  the  im- 
portance of  upholding  what  is  popularly 
called  the  European  Concert  in  matters 
of  this  kind.  On  this  occasion,  the 
European  Concert  has  been  very  happily 
maintained.  It  is  quite  true  that  sepa- 
rate action  has  been  taken  by  France ; 
but  I  cannot  doubt  that  that  action  has 
been  taken  with  the  same  desire  for  a 
peaceful  settlement  of  this  question 
which  is  entertained  by  all  the  other 
Powers.  As  regards  the  other  Powers, 
Austria,  Italy,  Germany,  and  Eussia 
maintain  a  dose  and  harmonious  concert 
with  us.  That  fact  is  of  great  import- 
ance ;  and  in  view  of  it  I  cannot  doubt 
but  that, coupled  with  theindependent  but 
parallel  action  of  France,  the  exertions 
of  thePowers  will  becrowned  with  success. 
The  Mabqubss  of  SALISBUEY: 
My  Lords,  the  noble  Earl  would  natu- 
rally not  expect  me  to  pass  any  judg- 
ment upon  proceedings  as  to  which  we 
are  now  only  imperfectly  informed  ;  but 
I  should  not  like  to  allow  the  noble 
Earl's  interesting  statement  to  pass 
without  saying  on  my  own  behalf  that, 
as  far  as  I  am  able  to  judge,  the  policy 
which  this  country  is  pursuing  is  not 
that  of  one  Party  or  of  one  Government, 
but  of  all  Parties  in  the  State.  I  believe 
there  never  was  a  Power  risking  so 
much  with  so  little  prospect  of  advan- 
tage and  so  slender  a  ground  in  point  of 
right  as  is  Greece  at  the  present  moment; 
and  I  feel  sure  that  if  any  criticism  can 
be  passed  on  the  diplomatic  proceedings 
of  the  last  few  months,  it  is  rather  that 
they  have  tended  to  delay  too  long,  than 
that  they  have  unreasonably  pressed 
that  disa^manient  for  which  the  peasantry 
in  both  countries  are  just  now  longing 
so  ardently.  The  position  of  the  Turkish 
Empire  is  one  of  cruel  embarrassment. 
It  is  an  embarrassment  brought  on  by 
no  fault  of  her  own.  On  the  contrary, 
if  Turkey  had  had  a  free  hand  in  the 
matter,  it  is  probable  that  the  menacing 
attitude  of  meeoe  would  long  ago  have 


ceased;  and,  therefore,  I  am  sure  we 
must  all  heartily  join  in  wishing  that 
the  noble  Earl  and  the  Powers  conjoined 
may  succeed  in  bringing  about  before  long 
the  dismissal  of  those  formidable  sirma- 
ments  which  constitute  so  serious  a  threat 
to  the  well-being  of  the  Provinces  con- 
cerned. 

Greece,  No.  1.  (1886)— Collective  notes 
to  the  Hellenic  Government,  and  of  the 
replies  thereto: 

Greece  ^0.2).  1886— Circular  de- 
spatch to  Her  Majesty's  Eepresentatives 
abroad  respecting  the  affairs  of  Greece  : 

Presented  (by  command),  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 

SPAIN— SIGNATURES  OF  THE  COM- 
MERCIAL CONVENTION.— OBSERVA- 
TIONS. 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  foe 
FOEEIGN  AFFAIE8  (The  Earl  of 
•Eosebbky):  My  Lords,  I  have  much 
I  satisfaction  in  informing  you  that  the 
/  negotiations  conducted  by  Her  Majesty's 
)  Government  since  their  accession  to 
I  Office  with  the  Spanish  Government 
I  through  Sir  Clare  Ford,  Her  Majesty's 
Minister  at  Madrid,  have  resulted  in  the 
signature  of  a  Convention,  April  26, 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  trust 
will  place  the  commercial  relations  be- 
tween Great  Britain  and  Spain  on  a 
greatly  improved  footing.  The  main 
provisions  of  the  Instrument  are  as  fol- 
lows : — Spain  grants  to  British  produce 
and  manufactures  through  all  her  Do- 
minions complete  most  favoured  nation 
treatment  in  all  that  relates  to  trade  and 
navigation.  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
on  meir  part,  in  addition  to  the  con- 
tinuance of  most  favoured  nation  treat- 
ment to  Spain,  engage  to  apply  to  Par- 
liament for  the  necessary  authority  to 
provide  that  the  limit  of  the  lower  half 
of  the  alcoholic  scale  of  Wine  Duties 
shall  extend  up  to  but  not  exceed  30  de- 
grees of  proof  spirit.  The  Spanish  Go- 
vernment grants  specifically  to  British 
trade  the  benefits  of  all  the  stipulations 
contained  in  the  Treaty  of  1882  with 
France  and  the  Treaty  of  1883  with 
Germany.  The  tariff  provisions  of  these 
Treaties  will  benefit  many  of  the  most 
important  British  industries.  The  Con- 
vention will  remain  in  force  until  the 
year  1892  certain,  and  is  capable  of 
indefinite  prolongation.  The  text  of  the 
Convention  will  be  presented  in  a  very 
few  days.    The  sanction  of  the  Spanish^ 
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Oortes,  as  well  as  of  our  own  Parliament, 
18  required  in  order  to  bring  the  Con- 
yention  into  effect ;  but  it  ie  hoped  that 
no  difficulty  will  be  encountered  in  ob- 
taining an  assent  which  is  so  manifestly 
to  the  benefit  of  both  countries,  and 
which  will  doubtless  strengthen  the  cor- 
dial relations  which  now  so  happily 
exist  between  the  two  Crowns  and 
peoples.  I  cannot  conclude  without 
bearing  witness  to  the  ability  which  has 
been  shown  by  Sir  Clare  Ford  in  the 
conduct  of  these  negotiations ;  and  I 
may  add  that  his  task  has  been  con- 
siderably lightened  by  the  goodwill  of 
Senor  Moret,  the  Spanish  Minister  of 
State,  who,  while  upholding  the  com- 
mercial interests  of  his  own  country,  has, 
as  far  as  possible,  met  the  wishes  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  with  fairness  and 
consideration. 

CHAIRMAN  OP  COMMITTEES  OP  THIS 
HOUSE.-.EESOLUTION. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
THE  COLONIES  (Earl  Granville),  in 
rising  to  move — 

**  That  the  Earl  of  Morley  be  appointed  to 
take  the  Chair  in  all  Committees  of  this  House 
for  the  remainder  of  this  Session  ;  that  the  Earl 
of  Morley  do  take  the  Chair  in  all  Committees 
of  the  Whole  House  unless  where  it  shall  have 
been  otherwise  directed  by  the  House ;  that  the 
Earl  of  Morley  do  also  take  the  Chair  in  all 
Committees  upon  Private  Bills  and  other  mat- 
ters, unless  where  it  shall  have  been  otherwise 
directed  by  the  House," 

said,  tliat  tlie  post  of  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees in  its  present  conditions  had  only 
been  held  by  three  Peers,  and  that  the 
Earl  of  Redesdale  had  succeeded  the 
Earl  of  Shaftesbury,  no  opposition  being 
offered  to  his  appointment  owing,  pro- 
bably, to  the  fact  that  be  had  for  a  con- 
siderable period  performed  the  duties  of 
Chairman  in  the  absence'  of  the  Earl  of 
Shaftesbury.  The  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury)  had  allowed  him 
to  communicate  with  him  on  the  subject; 
but  although  they  had  agreed  that 
this  was  not  a  Party  question,  they 
could  not  agree  upon  the  Peer  who 
combined,  in  the  greatest  degree,  pro- 
bable fitness  for  the  Office  and  general 
acceptability  by  the  House.  It  appeared 
to  him  (Earl  Oranville)  that  the  Earl  of 
Morley  would  meet  these  two  conditions ; 
and  he  had  been  encouraged  in  this  by 
the  favourable  opinions  held,  not  only 
by  Peers  on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House,  but  by  some  Peers  on  the  Oppo- 
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flition  side.  Their  Lordships  were  aware 
how  far  the  promise  of  the  Earl  of 
Morley's  great  distinction  at  Oxford  had 
been  ^Ifilled  in  that  House  during  the 
21  years  he  had  had  a  seat.  Their 
Loidships  might  have  remarked  the  way 
in  which  he  took  part  in  the  debates  of 
the  House;  the  authority  with  which 
he  conducted  the  business  of  the  Public 
Department  which  he  represented,  and 
the  faculty  he  had  of  getting  hold 
of  the  favourable  attention  of  the  House 
whenever  he  addressed  it.  Many  of 
their  Lordships  were  better  acquainted 
than  he  was  with  the  part  which  the 
Earl  of  Morley  had  taken  in  the  Private 
Business  of  the  House  during  the  18 
years  he  had  been  a  Member  of  Stand- 
ing Committees  of  the  House.  Good 
service  of  a  most  useful  character  in  that 
way  brought  very  little  credit  to  the 
person  who  did  it,  as  he  was  very  little 
known  to  the  public,  but  gave  a  fair 
promise  of  success  in  the  Office  for  which 
ne  was  now  nominated.  In  great  De- 
partments of  State  he  (Earl  Granville) 
was  better  acquainted  than  many  of 
their  Lordships,  and  he  was  sure  he 
would  be  confirmed  by  his  present  and 
late  Colleagues  that  the  Earl  of  Morley 
had  obtained  an  especially  high  character 
in  various  Departments  of  the  State  for 
industry.  His  ability,  his  judgment,  his 
tact,  and  his  celerity,  combined  with 
accuracy,  was  a  thing  in  conducting 
business  not  altogether  to  be  despised  at 
the  present  day.  The  Earl  of  Morley  was 
43  years  old,  which  was  some  eight  years 
beyond  the  physical,  but  not  much,  some 
of  them  hoped,  beyond  the  intellectual 
prime  of  a  man's  life.  He  had  never 
been  connected  with  any  of  the  great 
Companies  which  came  so  often  before 
their  Lordships'  House,  and,  in  fact;  he 
had  never  been  connected  with  any  Com- 
panies at  all.  He  was  perfectly  well 
aware,  though  he  regretted  to  say  it, 
that  he  did  not  at  this  moment  possess 
the  Party  influence  in  that  House  which 
he  might  have  possessed  last  year ;  and 
he  was  also  aware  that  late  events  had 
very  much  diminished  any  claim  that 
the  Earl  of  Morley  might  have  had  upon 
him  when  exercising  that  Party  influ- 
ence ;  but  he  (Earl  Gh^anville)  could 
assure  their  Lordships  that  last  year 
just  as  much  as  now  he  would  have  been 
anxious  that  this  question  should  not  be 
treated  as  a  Party  question.    He  was 

flad  to  see  so  large  an  attendance  of 
*eers,  because  he  believed  that  they 
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wonld  vote  according  to  their  own  per- 
sonal views  as  to  what  Peer  was  the 
most  likely  to  perform  the  Business  of 
the  House  in  a  manner  satisfactory  to 
their  Lordships,  and  likely  to  maintain 
the  high  reputation  they  enjoyed  with 
the  public  as  to  the  conduct  of  their 
PnYate  Business. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Earl  of  Morley  be 
appointed  to  take  the  Chair  in  all  Com- 
mittees of  this  House  for  the  remainder 
of  this  Session." — {^Fhe  Earl  Granville,) 

Thb  Mabquess  of  SALISBURY,  in 
moving,  as  an  Amendment — 

'<  To  leave  out  the  name  of  the  Earl  of  Morley 
and  to  insert  that  of  the  Duke  of  Buckingham 
and  ChandoB," 

said,  that  in  moving  this  Amendment  he 
thought  he  would  best  perform  his  duty 
if  he  did  not  attempt  to  controvert  any 
part  of  the  eulogy  passed  upon  the  Earl 
of  Morley  by  the  noble  Earl  opposite. 
He  had  a  high  opinion  of  the  £arl  of 
Morley,  and  he  hoped  that  nothing  he 
should  do  would  be  held  inconsistent 
with  that  opinion.  This  was  to  be 
looked  upon  as  a  friendly  conflict  ,*  and 
if,  in  the  end,  they  did  not  succeed  in 
obtaining  the  verdict  of  the  House,  they 
should  with  the  greatest  heartiness  sup- 
port the  Chairman  whom  the  House 
should  select.  The  noble  Earl  opposite 
had  alluded  to  the  fact  that  the  Earl  of 
Morley  had  never  been  connected  with 
Public  Companies;  but  if  the  fact  of 
having  at  one  period  of  his  life  been 
connected  with  a  great  Company  like 
the  London  and  North- Western  Rail- 
way Company  was  to  strike  a  man  as 
permanently  incapable  of  taking  an  im- 
partial part  in  the  proceedings  of  their 
Lordships'  House,  he  admitted  that  he 
was  out  of  court  at  once.  He  would 
not  believe  that.  On  the  contrary,  he 
thought  a  connection  with  the  very  diffi- 
cult circumstances  which  constituted  the 
railway  business  of  this  country  was 
a  preparation  and  a  qualification  for 
taking  a  judicial  part  in  the  discharge 
of  the  Private  Business  of  this  House, 
and  was  not  to  be  held  as  a  disqualifica- 
tion. On  what  principle  were  the  Judges 
appointed  in  this  country  ?  Their  princi- 
ple had  always  been  that  the  best  advo- 
cates made  the  best  Judges,  and  that  the 
knowledge  they  acquired  in  the  perform- 
ance of  their  duties  as  advocates  was 
an  invaluable  qualification  for  the  per- 
formance of  their  duties  on  the  Judicial 
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Bench.  He  himself  had  been  a  Bail- 
way  Director ;  and  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  he  was  very  much  struck  with  the 
extent  to  which  the  experience  obtained 
inside  a  Bailway  Company's  offices  en- 
abled  one  to  consider,  and  consider  with 
knowledge  of  details,  all  the  conflict- 
ing business  which  our  railway  legisla- 
tion brought  before  Parliamentary  Com- 
mittees; and  he  should  be  sorry — not 
merely  because  it  might  disqualify  him- 
self, but  on  public  grounds — ^if  their 
Lordships  did  not  recognize  that  the 
fact  that  a  man  had  taken  part  in  these 
great  industrial  enterprizes  was  a  quali- 
fication for  a  Chairman  of  Committees 
in  that  House,  the  decisions  of  which  so 
largely  afiPected  enterprizes  of  this  cha- 
racter. The  qualifications  of  the  Duke 
of  Buckingham  were,  however,  not  con- 
fined to  his  services  in  connection  with 
any  Eailway  Company.  He  had  held 
subordinate  Office  on  more  than  one 
occasion.  Twenty  years  ago  he  was 
President  of  the  Council,  and  shortly 
after  that  he  was  appointed  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  and  both  these 
were  Offices  in  which  a  large  acquaint- 
ance was  acquired  with  the  commercial 
and  industrial  business  of  this  country. 
After  that  he  was  for  five  years  Go- 
vernor of  the  Province  of  Madras ;  and 
any  of  their  Lordships  acquainted  with 
Indian  Business  must  know  how  largely 
the  duties  of  any  Lidian  Buler  were  con- 
cerned with  works  of  public  improve- 
ment, which  constituted  a  considerable 
portion  of  the  Private  Business  brought 
before  the  Chairman  of  Committees  of 
that  House.  The  Duke  of  Buckingham 
had,  in  addition,  exercised — ^and  he  be- 
lieved with  great  general  satisfaction — 
the  duties  of  Chairman  of  Quarter  Ses- 
sions in  his  own  county.  The  great  quali' 
fication  that  was  wanted  in  a  Chairman 
of  Committees  was  that  he  should  have 
been  accustomed  to  preside  and  rule,  so 
as  to  be  able  to  deal  with  a  class  of 
persons  who  were  very  able,  but  not 
very  easily  brought  under  control.  For 
this  a  man  of  strong,  and  he  might  say 
of  stern,  character  was  required.  Par- 
liamentary agents  were  probably  the 
most  difficult  people  to  have  one's  way 
with  that  could  possibly  be  found.  They 
would  give  way  to  persons  of  authority 
and  firmness  and  resolution,  and  who 
knew  their  business ;  but  with  a  person 
who  did  not  sufficiently  know  his  busi- 
ness, who  had  not  the  authority  attaoh- 
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ing  to  high  employment,  and  whose 
amiability  of  character  was  in  a  pre- 
ponderating degree  a  portion  of  his 
temperament,  the  Parliamentary  agents 
would  have  their  way,  and  by  him  they 
would  not  be  properly  governed.  In 
appointing  to  this  post,  they  should  be 
considerate,  not  only  for  the  fact  that 
they  wanted  a  man  who  had  experience 
and  resolution  of  character,  but  a  man 
who  was  known  by  the  public  to  have 
qualities  which  fitted  him  for  the  post, 
because  his  decisions  would  often  be 
exposed  to  criticism  and  comment ;  and 
it  was  of  great  importance  that  sufficient 
authority  should  be  attached  to  the  deci- 
sions which  he  gave,  and  that  he  should 
be  a  person  of  that  age  and  experience 
and  past  service  which  imposed  his 
judgment  and  his  opinion  upon  others. 
While  paying  all  respect  to  the  candi- 
date of  the  noble  Earl  opposite,  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  the  Duke  of  Bucking- 
ham would  be  the  fittest  person  to  suc- 
ceed the  great  Chairman  of  Committees, 
whose  loss  they  all  deplored. 

Amendment  movedf  to  leave  out  (*'  Earl 
of  Morley,")  and  insert  (**Duke  of 
Buckingham  and  Chandos.")  —  {The 
MarqmsB  of  SaHshury.) 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  he  should 
certainly  be  prepared  to  loyally  sup- 
port the  Chairman  of  Committees,  who- 
ever he  might  be ;  but  he  thought  some 
of  the  noble  Marquess's  arguments  were 
not  quite  conclusive.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess was  surprised  at  the  assertion  that 
non-connection  with  Companies  coming 
before  the  House  was  an  advantage 
in  their  Chairman  of  Committees. 
But,  ceteris  paribusy  he  certainly  did 
not  think  it  an  advantage  that  the 
Chairman  should  be  entirely  indepen- 
dent of  Companies.  No  one  would  for 
a  moment  believe  that  a  man  of  high 
character,  such  as  the  Duke  of  Buck- 
ingham, would  be  too  favourable  to  the 
London  and  North- Western  Railway 
Company  because  of  his  connection  with 
it — that  connection  would  rather  have 
the  reverse  effect ;  but  still  several  of  the 
best  men  of  business  in  the  House  con- 
sidered that  their  present  or  recent  con- 
nection with  railways  was  an  absolute 
disqualification.  The  noble  Marquess 
had  referred  to  the  fact  that  the  Duke  of 
Buckingham  was  Chairman  of  Quarter 
Sessions,  but  so  was  the  Earl  of  Morley. 
The  noble  Marquess  also  detailed  to  the 
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House  the  high  Offices  that  the  Duke 
of  Buckingham  had  held,  and  the  great 
experience  he  had  had  in  India.  These 
were  arguments  which  would  have  been 
more  applicable  in  favour  of  including 
the  noble  Duke  in  the  noble  Marquess's 
late  Cabinet  than  in  support  of  a  proposal 
to  put  him  into  an  entirely  new  line  of 
business,  which,  owing  to  his  being 
occupied  in  another  way,  the  noble 
Duke  had  entirely  neglected  in  that 
House. 

On  Question,  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Motion  ? 
Their  Lordships  divided : — Contents  108 ; 
Not-Contents  122  :  Majority  19. 

Resolved  in  the  negative. 

Then  it  was  moved  to  resolve, 

**  That  the  Duke  of  Buckingham  and  Chandos 
be  appointed  to  take  the  Chair  in  all  Commit- 
tees of  this  House  for  the  remainder  of  this 
Session : 

**  That  the  Duke  of  Buckingham  and  Chandos 
do  take  the  Chair  in  all  Committees  of  the 
Whole  House  unless  where  it  shall  ha^e  been 
otherwise  directed  by  the  House : 

'*  That  the  Duke  of  Buckingham  and  Chandos 
do  also  take  the  Chair  in  all  Committees  upon 
Private  Bills  and  other  matters,  unless  where 
it  shall  have  been  otherwise  directed  by  the 
House." 

Agreed  to  ;  and  resolved  accordingly. 

REPRESENTATIVE  PEERS  FOR 
IRELAND. 
Ordered,  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House 
a  nominal  return,  in  tabular  form,  of  the  Lords 
Temporal  at  present  elected  to  serve  in  Parlia- 
ment for  Ireland,  arranged  according  to  date  of 
election,  with  the  number  of  years  of  service, 
and  showing  the  naval,  military,  or  civil  rank 
in  public  service  (if  any)  of  each  Peer,  and 
also  the  naval  or  military  commands  or  civil 
public  offices  he  may  have  held. — {The  Earl  of 
Belmore,) 

NAVY— DISCIPLINE,    &c.— IRREGU- 
LARITIES IN  BARRACKS. 


QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

Viscount  MIDLETON,  in  rising  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  evidence  taken  at  the  inquest 
held  upon  the  death  of  an  officer  in  the 
Eoyal  Marine  Barracks  at  Ohatham; 
and  whether  any  and  what  steps  have 
been  taken  to  prevent  the  irregularities 
disclosed  by  the  evidence?  said,  he 
thouffht  that  their  Lordships  would  re- 
member the  case  in  question,  which  had 
happened  a  short  time  ago,  in  which  i^ 
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young  officer  had  committed  suicide  in 
the  Marine  Barracks  at  Chatham.  An 
inquest  had  been  held  on  the  body,  and 
it  had  transpired  at  the  inquest  that  a 
young  woman  of  improper  character  had 
been  present  in  the  officer's  quarters  at 
the  time.  The  Queen's  Regulations  were 
very  strict  on  this  subject,  Commanding 
Officers  being  charged  to  maintain  order 
and  prevent  the  admission  of  disorderly 
characters  into  barracks.  The  instance 
in  question  was,  unfortunately,  not  a 
solitary  one,  a  case  having  been  brought 
to  notice  at  Aldershot  some  time  ago ; 
and,  on  inquiry,  he  found  that  such  oc- 
currences were  not  infrequent.  It  was 
said  that  there  was  great  difficulty  in 
stopping  the  practice.  The  example  was 
a  very  bad  one  for  the  soldiers ;  and  he 
could  not  help  thinking  that  there  were 
ways  and  means  of  putting  a  stop  to  these 
objectionable  practices. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (The  Marquess  of  Ripon)  said, 
that  he  was  not  surprised  that  the  noble 
Viscount  had  called  attention  to  the  un- 
happy circumstances  which  had  been 
made  public  in  the  course  of  the  inquest 
held  at  Chatham  the  other  day.  He 
could  assure  him  that  he  entirely  sym- 
pathized with  the  opinions  he  had  ex- 
pressed with  regard  to  the  importance 
of  puttine  a  stop  to  such  practices  as  he 
haa  alluded  to.  The  existence,  how- 
ever, of  these  practices  was  not  the 
fault  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty,  a  defi- 
nite and  distinct  Order  having  been 
issued  on  the  subject,  dated  the  4th  of 
June,  1869,  to  the  effect  that  Command- 
ing Officers  should  strictly  prohibit  the 
admission  of  improper  characters  at  any 
time  and  under  any  circumstances.  As 
soon  as  the  attention  of  the  Board  of 
Admiralty  was  called  to  the  case  full  in- 
quinr  was  ordered  to  be  made  into  the 
whole  circumstances ;  but  it  was  found 
that  unfortunately  the  order  had  fallen 
into  desuetude,  and  the  present  Com- 
manding Officer  at  Chatham,  who  had 
only  been  there  for  a  year,  was  quite  un- 
aware of  its  existence.  Since  the  occur- 
rence at  Chatham  the  attention  of  all 
Commanding  Officers  had  been  directed 
to  the  Order,  and  they  had  been  instructed 
to  enforce  it  with  the  greatest  strict- 
ness. The  matter  was  stillunder  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Admiralty,  with  a 
view  of  seeing  if  anything  further  could 
be  done  to  prevent  such  scandals  in 
future. 


MBTBOPOIilTAN    POLICE    STATIONS 

BILL.— (No.  S7.) 

{The  Lord  Thurhw.) 

SECOND      BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

The  paymaster  GENERAL(Lord 
Thu&low),  in  moving  that  the  Bill  be 
read  a  second  time,  explained  that  it 
was  to  enable  a  sum  of  £200,000  to  be 
raised  upon  the  security  of  the  rates  of 
the  Metropolis  for  the  purpose  of  erect- 
ing new  central  police  offices,  new  police 
stations  where  required,  and  also  for 
enabling  the  authorities  to  improve  the 
existing  stations. 

Moved,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2'." 
—{The  Lord  Thurlcta.) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2»  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House  To-morrow. 

NAVY— THE  ESTIMATES,  1886-7. 
BESOLUnON. 

Viscount  SIDMOUTH,  in  moving— 

"That  the  Navy  Eatimatea  for  the  present 
year  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  this  House,^* 

complained  of  the  manner  in  which  his 
Motion  had  been  treated  by  the  Govern- 
ment when  he  brought  it  forward  a 
short  time  ago,  and  contended  that  inas- 
much as  naval  discussions  frequently 
arose  in  this  House,  it  was  essentiid 
that  the  Estimates  should  be  laid  on  the 
Table. 

Movedy  "  That  the  Navy  Estunates  for  this 
year  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  this  House."— (2^ 
Viaeaunt  Sidmouth.) 

The  first  LOED  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (The  Marquess  of  Ripon)  said, 
it  had  not  been  the  practice  hitherto  to 
lay  these  Estimates  before  their  Lord- 
ships, and  he  thought  it  was  very  un- 
desirable that  either  the  Army  or  the 
Navy  Estimates  should  be  so  introduced. 
At  the  same  time,  he  should  be  most 
happy  at  all  times  to  answer  any  Ques- 
tion which  related  to  the  Navy  which  the 
noble  Viscount  or  any  other  Member 
of  their  Lordships'  House  might  address 
to  him. 

The  Maequess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
he  did  not  agree  that  the  present  state 
of  things  was  perfectly  satisfactory.  The 
Navy  Estimates  gave  a  picture  of  policy, 
and  one  on  which  they  could  pass  an 
opinion;   and  it  appeal  to  him  that 
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the  fact  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty having  a  seat  in  that  House  necea- 
sarily  meant  that  he  should  defend  him- 
self if  he  was  attacked  there.  Two 
years  ago  he  made  some  observations  on 
the  subject  of  the  Navy.  The  noble 
Earl  then  at  the  head  of  the  Admiralty 
(the  Earl  of  Northbrook)  thought  those 
observations  were  unfounded,  and  took 
him  to  task  for  introducing  the  subject 
in  that  House.  The  discussion  of  the 
question  could  only  be  adequately  carried 
on  by  their  Lordships  when  they  had 
the  Estimates  before  them,  and  it  was 
most  inconvenient  that  their  Lordships 
should  have  to  run  to  the  Library  for 
the  information  they  required  for  the 
purpose.  On  the  occasion  to  which  he 
referred,  moreover,  it  was  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Northbrook)  himself 
who  brought  the  subject  forward,  and 
gave  them  a  long  dissertation  on  ships 
and  torpedoes.  It  was  not  a  question 
of  encroachment  on  the  rights  of  the 
other  House;  and  he  would  suggest 
that  it  would  be  consistent  with  prece- 
dent if,  on  the  Motion  of  any  noble 
Lord,  a  message  might  be  sent  to  the 
House  of  Commons  asking  them  that 
the  Estimates  might  be  presented  to 
their  Lordships.  That  course,  he  thought, 
could  not  caiise  any  jealousy  as  to  privi- 
lege. 

The  SECKETAEY  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (The  Earl  of  Kimberlby)  said, 
he  thought  the  suggestion  of  the  noble 
Marqueas  would  go  rather  a  long  way, 
because  it  would  apply  equally  to  other 
Estimates  besides  those  of  the  Navy. 
There  was  the  Education  Department, 
and  the  Vice  President  was  in  the  other 
House.  Would  they  have  the  Education 
Estimate  presented  in  that  House  be- 
cause the  Lord  President  sat  there? 
Then  there  was  the  Board  of  Works. 
It  would  hardly  be  contended  that  the 
Estimates  of  that  Department  should  be 
laid  before  their  Lordships.  It  could 
not  be  made  dependent  on  the  accident 
that  the  Eepresentative  of  a  Department 
was  in  that  House.  It  must  be  a  gene- 
ralpractice  or  not  at  all. 

Viscount  SIDMOUTH  withdrew  the 
Motion  on  the  understanding  that  the 
noble  Marauess  would  consent  to  con- 
sider the  subject.  

The  Duke  of  EICHMOND  and 
GOEDON  did  not  like  it  to  go  forth  to 
the  public  that  his  noble  Friend  the 
Lord  President  (Earl  Spencer)  was  sub- 
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ordinate  to  any  official  in  the  Education 
Department. 

The  Mabquess  of  EIPON  promised 
to  communicate  with  the  Leader  of  the 
House  (Earl  Granville),  and  to  conaider 
the  suggestion  of  the  noble  Marquess. 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBTJinr  said, 
he  did  not  wish  that  it  should  be  always 
done ;  but  that  it  should  be  competent 
for  any  Member  of  that  House  to  move 
for  these  Estimates. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with' 
drawn, 

Hoose  adjoomed  at  a  quarter  before  Six 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  lOth  May,  1886. 


MINUTES.]  —  Sblbct    Committbb  —  Town 

Holdings,     Mr.     Maoartney    d%uh, ;     Mr. 

Haslett  added. 
Supply  —  considered  in  Committee  —  Re9oUUum 

[May  8]  reported  ;  debate  returned. 
Private  Bill  {by   Order)— Second  Beading  — 

Colwyn  Bay  Water.* 
PuBUC  BiLL$— Second  Jteading— Government  of 

Ireland  [181]  [Firet  Niyht],  debate  a^foumed  ; 

Burgh  PoKce  and  Health  (Scotland)  [194], 

debate  cu^'oumed. 
Committee  —  Customs    and    Inland     Bevenne 

[190]— R.P. ;   Terms  of  Removal  (Scotland) 

fl87l-B.P. 
Committee— Jteport—l^Biioixal  Debt  •  [191]. 
Third   Reading  —  Crofters   (Scotland)  (No.    2) 

[200],  andjvaMMf. 
PaovisioNAL  Ordbr  Bills  ~  Ordered  —  Firet 

Reading— TnmwBys  (No.  2)  (Bradford  Cor- 
poration Tramways,  &c.)*  [208]. 
Seeoftd  Reading— TramwayB  (No.  1)  •  [196]. 

Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Commis- 
sioners ; — 

The    House    went;— and   being    re- 
turned;— 

Mr.  Speaker  reported  the  JBtoyal  Aeseni 
to  several  Bills. 


QUESTIONS. 


LITERATURB,    SCIENCE.    AND    ART- 
WATER     COLOUR      DRAWINGS     AT 
SOUTH  KENSINGTON  MUSEUM. 
Mb.  AGNEW(Lanca8hire,  S.E.,  Stret- 
ford)  asked  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Oommittee  of  Ooimcil/If  he  will  appoint 
a  Commission  to  make  inquiry  into  the 
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alleged  deterioration  of  water  coloar 
drawings  at  the  South  Kensington 
Museum ;  to  further  consider  and  re- 
port upon  the  best  method  of  exhibiting 
such  works  to  the  public ;  the  best  means 
to  secure  their  conservation;  and  also 
upon  the  action  (if  any)  of  the  electric 
light  on  water  colour  pigments  ? 

The  vice  PEESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  Lyon  Playfaib)  (Leeds, 
S.) :  We  have  already  made  arrange- 
ments to  enable  Dr.  Eussell,  F.E.S., 
and  Captain  Abney,  F.E.S.,  to  carry 
out  an  exhaustive  series  of  experiments 
on  the  action  of  sunlight,  diffused  light, 
and  electric  light  on  the  various  pigments 
used  by  painters  in  water  colours.  When 
these  are  complete,  we  shall  be  in  a  posi- 
tion to  determine  whether  a  more  ex- 
tended inquiry  is  necessary,  and  a  scien- 
tific basis  will  be  furnished  for  such 
further  inquiry.  At  the  same  time,  I 
may  inform  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Agnew)  that  from  the  statements  made 
by  the  officers  who  have  had  charge  of 
the  Water  Colour  Collections  at  South 
Kensington,  I  have  reason  to  believe 
that  the  works  there  exhibited  have  un- 
dergone little,  if  any,  change  since  they 
were  received.  The  skylights  are  made 
of  rolled  glass,  so  as  to  break  and  diffuse 
the  light,  and  have  blinds  under  the 
glass.  Every  care  is,  and  will  be,  taken 
of  the  pictures,  compatible  with  that 
exhibition  to,  and  use  by,  the  public  for 
which  they  were  acquired,  whether  by 
purchase  or  gift.  The  conditions  of  be  • 
quest  frequently  enjoin  that  the  water 
colours  shall  be  exhibited  as  freely  and 
openly  to  the  public  as  the  oil  paintings. 

EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND) -MEMORAN- 
DUM OF  AGREEMENT  BETWEEN 
THE  SCHOOL  BOARD  OF  ROSS  KEEN, 
ROSS-SHIRE,  AND  ITS  TEACHERS. 

De.  E.  MAODONALD(Eoss  and  Cro- 
marty) asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that,  in  the  Memoran- 
dum of  Agreement  between  the  School 
Board  of  Eoss  Keen,  Eoss-shire,  and 
its  teachers,  there  are  the  following 
dauses: — 

"  In  addition  to  the  fixed  salary,  the  Board 
agree  to  allow  the  teacher,  sahjeot  as  after- 
mentioned,  the  Government  grant  earned  by 
the  school  daring  this  engagement,  ....  and 
the  school  fees  from  time  to  time,  as  he  collects 
the  same  himself,  which  he  is  hereby  taken 
bonnd  b^  the  Board  to  do,  the  School  Board 
giving  him  assistance  to  recover  when  in  Uieir 
ojHsion  neoosqniy,  the  School  Board  and  their 


successors  in  office  under  no  circumstances  being 
liable  to  make  good  arrears  of  fees  not  collected 
by  the  teacher.  The  emoluments  allowed  to  the 
teacher  by  the  preceding  article  are  subject  to 
deductions  b^  the  Board  of  the  salaries  of  assist- 
ant and  pupil  teachers,  and  others  forming  the 
staff  of  said  school ; '' 

whether,  in  violation  of  the  above,  the 
said  School  Board  have  retained  part  of 
the  €K>vernment  grant  of  last  year,  and 
refused  to  pay  it  to  the  teachers  in  full ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  clerk  of  the 
said  Board,  on  the  16th  of  February  1B86, 
wrote  a  letter  to  the  teachers,  in  which 
the  following  paragraph  appears :  — 

**It  was  also  decided  yesterday  that  the 
teachers  be  paid  Government  grant  as  formerly, 
and  that  the  extra  gprant  under  the  Minute  of 
Council  of  30th  April  last  be  retained  by  the 
Board;" 

whether  the  said  Memorandum  of  Agree- 
ment is  in  conformity  with  the  Education 
Act,  in  respect  that  the  School  Boards 
contracts  itself  out  of  any  interest  in  the 
financial  fortunes  of  the  schools;  it 
saddles  the  teachers  with  the  duties  of 
treasurer  to  the  Board  by  making  them 
the  collectors  of  the  fees ;  the  teachers 
are  bound  to  sustain  the  loss  of  all 
school  fees  not  collected  by  them,  while 
they  have  no  locus  standi  to  sue  the  de- 
faulters ;  whether,  in  the  event  of  any 
of  these  teachers  suing  the  said  Board 
for  what  they  consider  in  justice  to  be 
part  of  their  stipulated  remuneration, 
being  withheld,  it  is  competent  for  the 
majority  of  the  Board  to  dismiss  him 
arbitrarily  and  without  cause  shown; 
whether  the  said  Board  in  1881  dis- 
missed Mr.  William  Smith,  head  master 
of  the  Invergordon  public  school,  be- 
cause he  would  not  sign  the  Memoran- 
dum here  referred  to,  by  which  his 
salary  was  to  be  lowered ;  whether  no- 
tice of  motion  has  been  given  by  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Board  to  further  diminish  the 
incomes  of  the  teachers,  contrary  to  the 
Memorandum  of  Agreement,  and  which 
motion,  if  carried,  the  teachers  will  be 
bound  by  on  pain  of  dismissal ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  Department  means  to  take  any 
steps  to  make  the  position  of  teachers  of 
elementary  schools  in  Scotland  more 
secure  and  independent,  by  preventing 
School  Boards  from  dismissing  their 
teachers  unless  the  causes  for  so  doing 
are  satisfactory  to  the  Department  ? 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoxtb)  (Clackmannan,  &o.) :  Such 
an  agreement  as  that  referred  to  in  the 
Question  is  not  considered  satisfactory 
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by  the  Department,  either  in  respect  of 
recognizing  the  responsibility  of  the 
school  board,  or  as  likely  to  promote 
the  efficiency  of  a  school,  and  they  pro- 
pose to  communicate  with  the  school 
board  as  to  its  terms.  But  such  agree- 
ments rest  with  school  boards,  and 
teachers  are  not  in  ordinary  course  sub- 
mitted to  the  Department,  and  must  be 
interpreted  like  any  other  legal  contract, 
as  to  the  force  of  which  their  Lordships 
have  no  power  to  lay  down  any  autho- 
ritative opinion.  The  question  of  the 
tenure  of  tbeir  office  by  teachers  was 
f  uUy  considered  by  Parliament  in  1 882, 
when  the  Public  School  Teachers  (Scot- 
land) Act,  1882,  was  passed,  and  the 
Department  has  no  present  intention  of 
proposing  further  legislation  on  the  sub- 
jeot. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— LONG- 
FORD ASSIZES-ASSAULT  ON  JAMES 
AND  CHRISTOPHER  NEWMAN. 
Mb  JUSTIN  M  *OARTHY  (Longford, 
N.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  a  case 
tried  before  Mr.  Justice  Murphy,  at  the 
Longford  Spring  Assizes,  in  which  four 
men  named  Farrell,  and  seven  other  men, 
were  convicted  of  a  serious  assault  on 
James  and  Christopher  Newman,  on 
Sunday  the  11th  of  October  last ;  whe- 
ther the  evidence  showed  that  the  assault 
was  premeditated,  and  whether  Dr. 
Atkinson,  who  attended  the  injured  men 
for  ten  days,  stated  in  court  that  for  two 
days  he  considered  their  lives  were  in 
danger ;  whether  the  Judge,  in  passing 
sentence,  commented  severely  on  the 
deliberate  and  premeditated  nature  of 
the  attack,  and  on  the  '^  terrible  havoc  " 
made  by  the  prisoners  ''in  the  short 
time  availed  of  in  the  absence  of  the 
Police; ''  whether  the  prisoners  were  sen- 
tenced to  terms  of  imprisonment  varying 
from  six  months  to  six  weeks ;  whether, 
in  addition  to  John  Farrell,  released  on 
his  own  recognizance  on  account  of 
alleged  ill-health,  two  others  of  the 
prisoners  have  since  been  released  long 
before  the  expiration  of  their  sentences  ; 
and,  whether  he  can  explain  the  reason 
for  the  release  of  those  men  before  the 
time  of  their  sentences  had  expired  ? 

The  chief  SECEETARY  (Mr.  John 
Moeley)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne),  in  reply, 
said,  that  there  was  undoubtedly  a  very 
serious  assault  committed  on  the  ocoa- 
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sion  referred  to  in  the  Question ;  but  it 
was  equally  certain  that  the  defendants 
acted  under  circumstances  of  extreme 
provocation.  The  learned  Judge  who 
tried  the  case  thought  it  his  duty,  in  the 
interests  of  justice,  to  make  the  observa- 
tions, and  to  pass  the  sentence  he  did. 
A  Memorial  was  presented  subsequently 
to  the  Lord  Lieittenant  on  behalf  of  the 
prisoners ;  the  case  was  reviewed,  and  a 
reduction  of  the  sentence  was  ordered. 
That  had  been  done  with  the  sanction  of 
the  learned  Judge.  It  was  right  to  add 
that  it  appeared  that  the  prisoners  were 
men  of  previous  good  character  and  were 
recommended  to  mercy  by  the  jury  who 
tried  the  case. 

Me.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY:  Can  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  inform  the  House 
who  it  was  signed  the  Memorial  ? 

Mb.  JOHN  MOELEY  repHed  that  he 
could  not  say. 

FOREIGN  OFFICE  —  CONSULAR  AND 
COMMERCIAL  REPORTS. 

Mr.  J.  G.  HUBBAED  (London)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether,  seeing  the  mass  of  in- 
teresting and  valuable  information  fur- 
nished by  Her  Majesty's  officers  abroad, 
hitherto  hidden  in  Blue  Books  published 
in  uniform  covers  stamped  "Commer- 
cial," but  giving  no  other  clue  to  their 
contents,  he  will  require  these  Consular 
Eeports  to  be  adapted  for  use  and  refer- 
ence by  being  issued  in  covers  exhibit- 
ing the  names  of  the  Countries  treated 
of,  and  giving  the  dates  of  the  preceding 
Eeports  upon  the  same  Countries  re- 
spectively r 

The  UNDEE  SECEETAEY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Bryce)  r Aberdeen,  S.J: 
The  whole  question  of  the  form  of  pub- 
lication of  commercial  and  other  Eeports 
from  Her  Majesty's  Eepresentatives 
abroad  is  at  present  engaging  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Secretary  of  State.  The  sug- 
gestion of  my  right  hon.  Friend  seems  a 
valuable  one,  and  shall  receive  the  fullest 
consideration ;  but,  pending  the  decision 
to  be  taken  in  the  various  questions  in- 
volved, I  trust  he  will  not  expect  a  more 
explicit  declaration. 

EGYPT-SIR  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF'S 
MISSION. 
Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  &c.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether 
any  provision  has  been  made  in  the 
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EstimateB  of  thejpresent  financial  year 
for  the  cost  of  oir  Henry  Drummond 
WolfPs  Mission  to  Egypt ;  and,  if  not, 
from  what  funds  he  and  his  stall:  are 
paid ;  whether  it  is  the  intention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  further  to  keep 
two  diplomatic  agents  in  Egypt,  at 
£5,000  per  annum  each,  besides  staff 
and  expenses ;  and,  what  are  the  func- 
tions of  the  two  agents  respectively, 
especially  whether  Sir  Henry  Drum- 
mond Wolff  is  confined  to  the  Military 
and  frontier  questions,  or  whether  he  is 
inquiring  into  the  Oivii  Administration 
as  well? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Bktcb)  (Aberdeen,  S.) :  A 
sum  of  £11,900  has  been  inserted  in  the 
Diplomatic  Estimates  for  ^'Unforeseen 
Missions  and  Expenses;"  and  the  ex- 
penses of  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff's 
Mission  will  be  defrayed  from  this  Vote. 
It  is  not  intended  that  Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond Wolff  should  remain  in  Egypt 
after  he  has  completed  his  Reports  and 
terminated  his  negotiations  with  the 
Turkish  High  Commissioner.  The  divi- 
sion of  business  between  the  Special 
Mission  and  the  Permanent  Agency  was 
left  to  the  discretion  of  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff  in  consultation  with  Sir  Evelyn 
Baring.  In  practice,  while  each  has 
been  in  the  habit  of  consulting  the  other. 
Sir  Evelyn  Baring  deals  with  the  greater 
part  of  the  usual  current  business  of  the 
Agenpy,  while  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff's 
attention  has  been  principally  directed 
to  the  question  of  the  Soudan,  of  Mili- 
tary and  Civil  Re-organization,  and  cer- 
tain special  questions  of  internal  admi- 
nistration. 

MERCHANT   SHIPPING  ACT,  1864— 
THE    ''CREOLE." 

Colonel  HUGHES  -  HALLETT 
(Rochester)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  Whether  he  has  seen 
an  article  in  Fair  Flay  of  the  3rd  April, 
headed  Another  Board  of  Trade  Scandal; 
whether  the  statement  contained  in  that 
article  is  true,  to  the  effect  that  the  cargo 
steamship  Creole  recently  proceeded  to 
sea  with  passengers  in  excess  of  the 
number  allowed  by  the  Merchant  Ship- 
ping Act  of  1 854 ;  whether  young  children 
and  other  passengers  signed  on  the  ship's 
articles  as  forming  part  of  the  crew ;  and, 
whether  the  Board  of  Trade  is  cognizant 
of  this  evasion  of  the  Law ;  and,  if  not 
cognizant^  whether  he  will  cause  inquiries 


to  be  made  as  to  the  serious  allegations 
against  his  Department  in  the  article 
referred  to  ? 

The  president  (Mr.  Mundella) 
(Sheffield,  Brightside) :  Since  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  Question  appeared  on  the 
Notice  Paper,  I  have  read  the  article 
referred  to.  The  Board  of  Trade,  havin  g 
reason  to  believe  that  the  master  of  the 
steamship  Creole  had  been  guilty  of  an 
irregularity  in  obtaining  the  clearance 
of  hjs  vessel,  had  taken  action  in  the 
matter  a  month  before  the  article  ap- 
peared, and  on  March  1 1  gave  notice  to 
the  owners  that,  in  all  probability,  it 
would  form  the  subject  of  a  prosecution. 
The  matter  now  waits  the  master's  return 
to  this  country. 

SCOTLAND— LOCAL  TAXATION— THE 
BLUE  BOOK  FOR  1884. 

Me.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  The  cause  of 
the  delay  in  issuing  the  Blue  Book  of 
Local  Taxation  in  Scotland  for  1584  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  (Clackmannan,  &c.):  I  am 
informed  by  the  Home  Office,  by  which 
Department  the  Returns  for  1883-4  will 
be  presented,  that,  in  consequence  of  the 
difficulty  of  obtaining  the  necessary  in- 
formation from  the  respective  county 
road  clerks  to  enable  a  rectification  to  be 
made  of  the  several  statements  given  in 
the  Returns  relative  to  the  valuation  and 
allocation  of  the  various  debts  made 
under  the  Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland) 
Act,  1871,  the  preparation  of  the  abstract 
was  necessarily  delayed ;  but  all  the  re- 
quired information  has  now  been  re- 
ceived, and  the  statements  amended  in 
accordance  therewith.  The  abstract  will 
be  completed  and  placed  in  the  printer's 
hands  in  a  few  days. 

AEMY   (INDIA)-INSPECTORS  OF 
ARMY  SCHOOLS. 

Viscount  LEWTSHAM  (Lewisham) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Why  increased  rates  of  pay  and 
Indian  allowances  have  not  been  sanc- 
tioned for  Inspectors  of  Army  Schools 
serving  in  Inaia,  on  completion  of  ten 
years'  commissioned  service,  in  confor- 
mity with  the  Royal  Warrant ;  whether 
promotion  to  this  grade  has  been  pro- 
vided for  in  the  Indian  Army  Circulars 
of  1882 ;  whether  any  scale  of  pay  has 
been  issued ;  whether  increased  rates  of 
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pay,  &o.  have  been  authorised  for  issue 
to  all  other  officers  on  completion  of  ten 
years'  service ;  whether  he  will  state,  if 
this  be  so,  why  Inspectors  of  Army 
Schools  are  treated  in  this  exceptional 
manner;  and,  if  he  will  arrange  for 
suitably  increased  rates  of  pay  and 
Indian  allowances  to  be  issued  to  Major 
W.  Robinson,  Betired  List,  who  served 
in  India  as  Inspector,  after  ten  years' 
service  as  Sub-Inspector,  without  any 
increase  of  pay,  the  officials  not  having 
sanctioned  the  application  of  the  Boy^ 
Warrant  to  India,  by  which  he  suffered 
very  material  loss,  as  he  was  serving  in 
India  on  less  pay  and  allowance  than 
Inspectors  junior  to  him  were  then 
actually  receiving  at  Home  stations  ? 

The  UNDEB  SECBETABY  op 
STATE  (Mr.  Staffokd  Howard)  :  My 
Predecessor  in  Office  (Sir  Ughtred  Kay- 
Shuttle  worth),  replying  to  a  Question  of 
the  noble  Viscount  on  March  11,  ex- 
plained the  position  of  Inspectors  and 
Sub-Inspectors  of  Army  Schools  under 
the  Boyal  Warrant  of  1881.  To  the 
explanation  then  given,  I  think  I  need 
only  add  that  in  1884  a  new  scale  of  pay 
was  adopted  for  these  officers,  by  which 
they  received  a  consolidated  salary,  be- 
ginning at  Bs.270  monthly,  and  increas- 
ing to  Ks.dOO,  Bs.350,  and  Bs.400,  after 
five,  10,  and  15  years' service.  In  accord- 
ance with  the  usual  practice,  these  rates 
came  into  force,  without  retrospective 
effect,  from  the  date  of  the  Order  sanc- 
tioning them.  The  Secretary  of  State 
in  Council  does  not  propose  to  recom- 
mend the  Qovemment  of  India  to  make 
any  further  alterations  affecting  the 
scale  of  pay,  or  to  exempt  Major  Bobin- 
son  from  the  operation  of  the  Bules  of 
the  Service. 

POST    OFFIOE-INSUFFICIENTLY 
ADDRESSED  TELEGRAMS. 

Mb.  FOBWOOD  (Lancashire,  Orms- 
kirk)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether  the  refusal  of  the  Postal 
authorities  in  Liverpool  to  deliver  a  tele- 
gram sent  from  Oswestry  on  the  16th 
April,  addressed  **  Pierce  and  Hartley, 
Solicitors,  Liverpool,"  and  one  sent  on 
the  20th  April,  at  10.37  a.m.  from 
Ooniston,  addressed  *^  Thomely  and 
Cameron,  Solicitors,  Liverpool,"  on  the 
ground  that  **  the  delivery  could  not 
have  been  effected  without  reference  to 
a  Directory,"  complies  with  the  latest 
instruotioi^  of  the  Postmaster  General 

Viscount  Lewiiham 


in  reference  to  the  delivery    of   tele- 
grams? 

The  SECBETABY  to  the  TBEA- 
SUBY  (Mr.  Hekky  H.  Fowlbb)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member  I  have  to  state  that,  al- 
though it  is  open  to  doubt  whether, 
in  the  cases  referred  to,  the  senders  had 
done  their  best  to  give  a  sufficient  ad- 
dress, the  Postmaster  General  is  inclined 
to  think  that  the  addresses  given  were 
sufficient  to  insure  the  delivery  of  the 
telegrams,  and  renewed  instructions  on 
the  subject  have  been  given. 

SCOTLAND-DISTRESS  IN  KINTRA, 
ROSS  OF  MULL,  ARGYLLSHIRE. 

Mb.  MACFABLANE  (Argyll)  asked 
the  Lord  Advocate,  If  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  disteessed  condition 
of  the  population  of  the  village  of 
Kintra,  m  the  Boss  of  Mull,  Argyll- 
shire ;  and,  if  he  would  cause  inquiry 
to  be  made  into  their  circumstances  and 
as  to  their  urgent  need  of  assistance  to 
enable  them  to  obtain  seed  potatoes  ? 

Thb  LOBD  advocate  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  (Clackmannan,  &c.),  in  reply, 
said,  that  until  the  Question  was  put  on 
the  Paper  he  had  heard  nothing  of  the 
matter.  He  had  communicated  with  the 
Board  of  Supervision,  and  thev  had  no 
information.  Inquiry  would,  howeveri 
be  made. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE— POLICE 

SUPERANNUATION  BILLS. 
Sib  HENBY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
(Essex,  Epping)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  When 
he  proposes  to  introduce  his  promised 
Bill  dealing  with  Police  Superannua- 
tion? 

The  SECBETABY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Childbrs)  (Edinburgh,  S.)  :  I  cannot 
name  the  precise  day ;  but  I  have  given 
Notice  to  introduce  two  Bills — the  Gene- 
ral Compensation  for  Damages  Bill  and 
the  Mines  Bill;  and  the  Quarries  Bill 
will  be  introduced  in  a  few  days.  The 
Police  Superannuation  Bill  will  follow 
these  without  delay. 

AFGHAN  DEMARCATION  COMMISSION. 
Mr.  HANBTJBY  (Preston)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  it  is  the  fact,  as  stated 
in  repeated  telegrams  in  The  Time*  news* 
paper  from  Meshed  and  Maruchak,  that 
the  work  of   the  Afghan  Demarcation 
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Commission  is  praotioally  at  a  standstill, 
in  consequence  of  the  Bussian  Commis- 
sioner having  unexpectedly  advanced 
claims  which  the  British  Commisioner 
will  not  entertain  ? 

The  UNDEE  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Mr.  Beycb)  (Aberdeen,  8.): 
The  proceedings  of  the  Commission  were 
suspended  a  short  time  ago,  as  the  Rus- 
sian Commissioner  stated  that  he  was 
unable  to  proceed  until  he  had  received 
instructions  on  certain  points  which  he 
had  referred  to  his  Government.  He 
has  now,  however,  received  these  in- 
structions, and  the  Commission  has  re- 
sumed operations. 

SOUTH-EASTERN  EUROPE-GREECE— 
BLOCKADE  OF  THE  GREEK  COAST. 
Mr.  BOURKE  (Lyme  Regis) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  When  the  Papers  promised  to- 
day in  **  another  place  *'  with  regard  to 
Greece  will  be  in  the  hands  of  Members 
of  this  House?  I  also  wish  to  ask, 
What  part  of  the  Greek  coast  is  block- 
aded; whether  all  the  Powers  have 
joined  in  the  blockade ;  and  whether  a 
state  of  war  might  not  be  said  to  exist 
between  Greece  and  the  Powers  in  con- 
sequence of  this  blockade ;  and  if  only 
a  portion  of  Greece  is  blockaded,  on 
what  principle  did  it  affect  that  portion 
of  Ghreece  ? 

Thb  under  secretary  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Bbyob)  (Aberdeen,  S.): 
I  have  this  afternoon  laid  on  the  Table 
of  the  House  the  Papers  to  which  the 
Questions  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
refer — namely,  the  Collective  Notes  and 
the  answers  of  the  Greek  Government 
thereto,  together  with  copies  of  the 
notices  of  blockade.  I  hope  they  may 
be  in  the  hands  of  Members  in  a  very 
few  days.  As  records  the  blockade,  it 
applies  to  the  whole  of  the  East  Coast  of 
Ghreece.  It  begins  at  Cape  Malea  and 
extends  to  Cape  Colonna,  and  thence 
to  the  frontier  between  Turkey  and 
Greece  on  the  Northern  border  of  Thes- 
saly.  It  also  covers,  on  the  West  Coast, 
the  entrance  to  the  Gulf  of  Corinth.  All 
the  Powers  have  joined  in  the  notice  of 
blockade  except  France,  and  no  state  of 
war  exists  between  this  iX)untry  or  any 
of  the  Powers  and  Greece.  No  question 
of  war  arises,  as  the  blockade  is  what 
is  known  in  International  Law  as  a 
pacific  blockade.      lLaiiff?i4er,'\     Those 


hon.  Members  who  laugh  can  hardly 
remember  that  a  blockade  of  this  kind 
was  proclaimed  against  Greece  in  1850, 
and  that  it  did  not  affect  neutrals  at  all. 
So  the  present  blockade  affects  Greek 
ships  only,  and  does  not  imply  capture, 
but  simply  the  detention  of  vessels 
seeking  to  break  the  blockade.  It,  in 
fact,  prevents  commercial  intercourse 
between  Greek  and  other  ports  by 
means  of  ships  flying  the  Gbeek  flag. 

Me.  JOSEPH  COWEN  (Newcastle- 
on-Tyne)  asked  where  the  Greek  Fleet 
was,  and  whether  it  was  included  in  this 
limited  blockade  ? 

M».  BRYCE :  Perhaps  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  will  give  Notice  of  the  Question. 

PARLIAMENT—BUSINESS  OF  THE 

HOTJSE-BURGH  POLICE  AND  HEALTH 

(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) 
appealed  to  the  Lord  Advocate  not  to 
proceed  with  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill  to-night,  as  it  contained  over  500 
clauses,  and  had  only  been  issued  this 
morning,  and  in  that  case  to  issue  be- 
fore the  second  reading  was  taken  a 
Memorandum  similar  to  that  issued  in 
1884,  showing  the  points  in  which  the 
Bill  differed  from  those  previously 
brought  forward. 

The  LOBD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  (Clackmannan,  &o.)  said,  he 
did  not  anticipate  that  there  could  be 
any  possible  objection  to  taking  the 
stage  of  second  reading  as  at  present 
arranged,  as  the  Bill  had  been  read  a 
second  time  in  the  House  of  Commons 
before,  and  had  been  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee,  by  whom  it  had  been  care- 
fully considered.  It  had  come  down 
this  year  from  the  House  of  Lords, 
where  it  had  been  twice  carefully  con- 
sidered ;  and  he  would  put  it  to  his  hon. 
Friends  whether  they  might  not  take 
the  second  reading  to-night,  and  give 
some  time  before  the  Committee  stage  ? 
[C^»Mo/**No,  no!"] 

SPAIN  — SIGNATURES  OF  THE  COM- 
MERCIAL  CONVENTION. 
The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Mr.  Bryoe)  (Aberdeen,  S.) : 
I  have  much  satisfaction  in  informing 
the  House  that  the  negotiations  con- 
ducted by  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
since  their  accession  to  Office,  with  the 
Spanish  Gk)vemment,  through  Sir  Clare 
Ford,  Her  Majesty's  Minister  at  Madrid, 
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have  resulted  in  the  signature  of  a  Con- 
vention which  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment trust  will  place  the  commercial 
relations  between  Ghreat  Britain  and 
Spain  on  a  greatly  improved  footing. 
The  main  provisions  of  the  Instrument 
are  as  follows : — Spain  grants  to  British 
produce  and  manufactures,  through  all 
her  Dominions,  complete  most  favoured 
nation  treatment  in  all  that  relates  to 
trade  and  navigation.  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  on  their  part,  in  addition 
to  the  oontinuanoe  to  Spain  and  her 
Colonies  of  most  favoured  nation  treat- 
ment, engage  to  apply  to  Parliament 
for  the  necessary  authority  to  provide 
that  the  limit  of  the  lower  half  of  the 
alcoholic  scale  of  Wine  Duties  shall  ex- 
tend up  to,  but  not  exceed,  30  degrees 
of  proof  spirit.  The  Spanish  Govern- 
ment grants  specifically  to  British  trade 
the  benefits  of  all  the  stipulations  con- 
tained in  the  Treaty  of  1882  with  France, 
and  the  Treaty  of  1883  with  Germany. 
Her  Majesty's  Gk>vemment  trust  that 
the  tariff  provisions  of  these  Treaties 
will  largely  benefit  some  of  the  most 
important  British  industries,  and  that 
the  disabilities  under  which  British  trade 
with  Spain  has  hitherto  laboured  will 
now  be  removed.  The  Convention  will 
remain  in  force  until  the  year  1892  cer- 
tain, and  is  capable  of  indefinite  pro- 
longation. Its  text  will  be  presented 
to  the  House  in  a  very  few  days. 
The  sanction  of  the  Spanish  Cortes,  as 
well  as  of  our  own  Parliament,  is  re- 
quired in  order  to  bring  the  Convention 
into  effect.  But  it  is  hoped  that  no 
difiiculty  will  be  encountered  in  obtain- 
ing an  assent  which  is  manifestly  to  the 
benefit  of  both  countries,  and  which  will 
doubtless  strengthen  the  cordial  rela- 
tions which  now  happily  exist  between 
the  two  Crowns  and  peoples.  I  cannot 
conclude  without  bearing  witness  to  the 
ability  which  has  been  shown  by  Sir 
Clare  Ford  in  the  conduct  of  these  nego- 
tiations ;  and  I  may  add  that  his  task 
has  been  considerably  lightened  by  the 
good  will  of  Senor  Moret,  the  Spanish 
Minister  of  State,  who,  while  upholding 
the  commercial  interests  of  his  own 
country,  has,  as  far  as  possible,  met  the 
wishes  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
with  fairness  and  consideration. 

Sir  JAMES  FEEGUSSON  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  Will  the  advantages  in 
respect  to  the  alcoholic  strength  of  wines 
be  extended  to  the  British  Colonies  ? 

Mr.  Bryee 


Mb.  BETCE  :  Certainly. 

Mb.  FOBWOOD  (Lancashire,  Orma- 
kirk^:  Does  the  Convention  extend  to 
British  ships  going  to  Spanish  Colonies 
the  same  privileges  as  are  extended  to 
ships  of  other  nations  ? 

Mb.  BETCE :  I  certainly  understand 
that  point  to  be  covered  by  the  Conven- 
tion. The  words  are — **  Complete  most 
favoured  nation  treatment "  in  all  that 
relates  to  trade  and  navigation. 

Sib  HENEY  EOSCOE  (Manchester, 
S.) :  When  will  the  Papers  in  regard  to 
this  most  important  suoject  be  laid  on 
the  Table? 

Mb.  BEYCE  :  I  hope  to  lay  the  text 
of  the  Convention  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  to-morrow,  and  I  hope  the  print 
of  it  will  be  in  the  hands  of  hon. 
Members  in  a  short  time. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE— DEBATE 

ON  THE  "GOVERNMENT  OF 

IRELAND." 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
(Bristol,  W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  he  proposes  to  con- 
tinue the  debate  on  the  Government  of 
Ireland  Bill  from  day  to  day,  or  if  he  pro- 
poses to  adopt  any  other  arrangement  ?| 

The  FIEST  LOED  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone)  (Edinburgh,  Mid  Lothian) :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  a  former  day 
spoke  of  usage  as  being  in  favour  of  an 
immediate  application  to  the  House  of 
Commons  for  power  to  continue  this 
debate  from  day  to  day.  I  have  taken 
the  trouble  to  look  back  to  the  two  most 
important  legislative  measures  of  the 
last  Parliament — the  Land  Act  of  1881 
and  the  Franchise  Act  of  1884.  The 
second  reading  debate  on  the  former 
measure  was  carried  on  for  eight  nights, 
from  Monday  to  Thursday,  without  any 
continuance  from  day  to  day,  although 
it  was  undoubtedly  a  first-class  measure 
of  urgency  and  importance.  The  Fran- 
chise Act  of  1884  was  in  a  like  manner 
continued  for  six  nights,  in  the  same 
way  from  Monday  to  Thursday.  I  have 
certainly,  however,  an  impression  that 
when  there  is  something  like  obvious 
necessity  or  advantage — which  we  shall 
learn  shortly  after  the  debate  opens-^ 
and  if  there  js  likely  to  be  a  great 
demand  on  the  part  of  Members  to  state 
their  opinions,  in  that  case  we  shall  not 
scruple  to  make  application  to  continue 
the  debate  de  diein  diem. 
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8iE  MICHAEL  mOKS-BEAOH  ex- 
plained that  his  reference  to  usage  was 
based  on  earlier  precedents — the  Keform 
Act  of  1866,  the  Irish  Land  Act  of  1871, 
and  the  Iriali  Church  Act.  He  thought 
it  had  been  usual  in  issues  of  the 
greatest  moment  to  continue  the  debate 
de  die  in  diem. 

Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  quite  sure  about 
the  precedents  he  quotes  I  will  at  once 
give  way.  But  my  recollection  is  not  to 
the  effect  stated  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. I  admit  that  in  former  times 
the  House  was  extremely  liberal  in  the 
concession  of  continuous  debate  on  mat- 
ters of  first-class  importance.  The  first 
great  Beform  Act  was  taken,  one  almost 
might  say,  eyery  day  for  months  and 
months  together;  but  the  disposition  now 
on  the  part  of  private  Members  has  natu- 
rally grown  up,  in  the  altered  state  of 
representation,  to  press  for  much  more 
time  to  present  to  the  House  matters  on 
their  own  responsibility. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
rPaddington,  8.)  called  attention  to  the 
fact  that  on  Tuesday  and  Friday  last 
the  House  was  counted  out  at  an  early 
hour.  Looking,  therefore,  to  the  cha- 
racter of  the  Notices  on  those  days  in 
the  current  week,  he  asked  whether  it 
would  not  be,  looking  to  the  great  im- 
portance of  the  question,  a  waste  of 
public  time  if  the  debate  was  not  con- 
tinued de  die  in  diem  .^  As  to  the  prece- 
dent of  1866,  he  might  perhaps  say 
that  it  was  a  conseoutiye  discussion, 
with  the  exception  of  one  Tuesday, 
when  Sir  Fitzroy  Kelly,  on  behalf  of 
the  Tory  Party,  insisted  on  the  House 
devoting  its  attention  to  a  discussion  on 
the  Malt  Tax. 

Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  The  im- 
portance of  the  question  of  the  Malt 
Tax  when  Liberal  Governments  were  in 
Ofiioe  sank  into  total  insignificance  when 
the  Conservatives  were  in  OflBce.  I  can- 
not deviate  from  the  clear  Notice  which 
was  given  to  the  House  last  Friday,  and 
in  accordance  with  which  hon.  Gentle- 
men had  been  allowed  to  make  their 
arrangements. 

ABMS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Bbodbioe  (Surrey, 
Guildford), 

Thb  CHIEF  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  John  Mokley)  (Newcastle- 
on-Tyne)  said,  that  after  the  adjourn- 


ment of  the  debate  that  night  on  the 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill  he  proposed 
to  proceed  with  this  Bill. 

0RBER8  OF  THE  BAY. 

GOVERNMENT    OF    IRELAND 

BILL.— [Bill  18L] 

(Mr.  GlMittonSf  Mr.  Secretary  Childera,  Mr.  John 

Morleyy  Mr.  Attorney  Oensral.) 

SECOND  BEADING.       [fIUST  NIGHT.] 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

The  FIRST  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian) :  I  was  the  latest 
of -the  Members  of  this  House  who  had 
an  opportunity  of  addressing  the  House 
in  the  debate  on  the  introduction  of  this 
Bill ;  yet  I  think  no  one  will  be  sur- 
prised at  my  desiring  to  submit  some 
observations  in  moving  the  second  read- 
ing. And  this,  on  the  double  ground — 
first  of  all,  because  unquestionably  the 
discussion  has  been  carried  on  since  the 
introduction  of  the  Bill  throughout  the 
country  with  remarkable  liveliness  and 
activity ;  and,  secondly,  because  so  many 
criticisms  have  turned  on  an  important 
particular  of  the  Bill  with  respect  to 
which  the  Government  feel  it  to  be  an 
absolute  duty  on  our  part  that  we  should, 
without  any  delay  whatever,  render  to 
the  House  the  advantage  of  such  expla- 
nations as,  consistently  with  our  public 
duty,  it  may  be  in  our  power  to  make. 

I  am  very  sorry  to  say  that  I  am 
obliged  to  introduce  into  this  speech — 
but  only  I  hope  to  the  extent  of  a  very 
few  sentences — a  statement  of  my  own 
personal  position  in  regard  to  this  ques- 
tion, which  I  refrained  from  mentioning 
to  the  House  at  the  time  when  I  asked 
for  leave  to  bring  in  the  Bill.  But  I 
read  speeches  which  some  Gentlemen 
opposite  apparently  think  it  important 
to  make  to  their  constituencies,  and 
which  contain  statements  so  entirely 
erroneous  and  baseless  that,  although  I 
do  not  think  it  myself  to  be  a  subject  of 
great  importance  and  revelancy  to  the 
question,  yet  as  they  do  think  it  to  be 
so,  I  am  bound  to  set  them  right,  and  to 
provide  them  with  the  means  of  avoid- 
ing similar  errors  on  future  occasions. 
Although  it  is  not  a  very  safe  thing  for 
a  man  who  has  been  for  a  long  time  in 
public  life — and  sometimes  not  very  safe 
even  for  those  who  have  been  for  a  short 
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time  time  in  public  life — to  assert  a 
negative,  still  I  will  venture  to  assert 
that  I  have  never  in  any  period  of  my 
life  declared  what  is  now  familiarly 
known  as  Home  Bule  in  Ireland  to  be 
incom patible  with  Imperial  unity.  [  * '  Oh, 
oh !  "  from  the  Opposition,']  Yes ;  exactly 
80.  My  sight  is  bad,  and  I  am  not  going 
to  make  personal  references ;  but  I  dare 
say  the  interruption  comes  from  some 
Member  who  has  been  down  to  his  con- 
stituents and  has  made  one  of  those 
speeches  stuffed  full  of  totally  untrue 
and  worthless  matter. 

I  wiU  go  on  to  say  what  is  true  in  this 
matter.  In  1871  the  question  of  Home 
Eule  was  an  extremely  young  question. 
In  fact,  Irish  history  on  these  matters  in 
my  time  has  divided  itself  into  three 
great  periods.  The  first  was  the  Bepeal 
period  under  Mr.  O'Oonnell,  which  began 
about  the  time  of  the  Beform  Act  and 
lasted  until  the  death  of  that  distinguished 
man.  On  that  period  I  am  not  aware  of 
ever  having  given  an  opinion  ;  but  that 
is  not  the  question  which  I  consider  is 
now  before  us.  The  second  period  was 
that  between  the  death  of  Mr.  O'Connell 
and  the  emergence,  so  to  say,  of  the  sub- 
ject of  Home  Eule.  That  was  the  period 
in  which  physical  force  and  organizations 
with  that  object  were  conceived  and 
matured,  taking  effect  under  the  name 

fenerally  of  what  is  known  as  Fenianism. 
n  1870  or  1871  came  up  the  question  of 
Home  Bule.  In  a  speech  which  I  made 
in  Aberdeen  at  that  period  I  stated  the 
great  satisfaction  with  which  I  heard 
and  with  which  I  accepted  the  state- 
ments of  the  proposers  of  Home  Eule, 
that  under  that  name  they  contemplated 
nothing  that  was  at  variance  with  the 
unity  of  the  Empire. 

But  while  I  say  this,  do  not  let  it  be 
supposed  that  I  have  ever  regarded  the 
introduction  of  Home  Eule  as  a  small 
matter,  or  as  entailing  a  slight  respon- 
sibility. I  admit,  on  the  contrary,  that 
I  have  regarded  it  as  a  subject  of  the 
gravest  responsibility,  and  so  I  still  re- 
gard it.  I  have  cherished,  as  long  as  I 
was  able  to  cherish,  the  hope  that  Par- 
liament might,  by  passing — by  the  steady 
and  the  continuous  passing-— of  good 
measures  for  Ireland,  be  able  to  en- 
counter and  dispose  of  the  demand  for 
Home  Bule  in  that  manner  which  ob- 
viously can  alone  be  satisfactory.  In 
that  hope,  undoubtedly,  I  was  disap- 
pointed.     I  found  that  we  could  not 
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reach  that  desired  point.  But  two  con- 
ditions have  been  always  absolute  and 
indispensable  with  me  in  regard  to 
Home  Eule.  In  the  first  place,  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  that  it  should  be 
shown,  by  marks  at  once  unequivocal 
and  perfectly  Constitutional,  to  be  the 
desire  of  the  great  mass  of  the  popula- 
tion of  Ireland ;  and  I  do  not  hesitate  to 
say  that  that  condition  has  never  been 
absolutely  and  unequivocally  fulfilled, 
in  a  manner  to  make  its  fulfilment  un- 
deniable, until  the  occasion  of  the  recent 
Election.  It  was  open  for  anyone  to 
discuss  whether  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)— acting  as  he  acted 
in  the  last  Parliament,  with  some  45 
Members — ^it  was  open  to  anyone  to 
question  how  far  he  spoke  the  senti- 
ments of  the  mass  of  the  Irish  popula- 
tion. At  any  rate,  it  is  quite  evident 
that  any  responsible  man  in  this  coun- 
try, taking  up  the  question  of  Home 
Eule  at  that  time,  and  urging  the  belief 
that  it  was  the  desire  of  the  mass  of  the 
Irish  population,  would  have  been  en- 
countered in  every  quarter  of  the  House 
with  an  incredulity  that  it  would  have 
been  totally  impossible  for  him  to  have 
overcome.  Well,  I  own  that  to  me  that 
question  is  a  settled  question.  I  live  in 
a  country  of  representative  institutions ; 
I  have  faith  in  representative  institu- 
tions ;  and  I  will  follow  them  out  to 
their  legitimate  consequences;  and  I 
believe  it  to  be  dangerous  in  the  highest 
degree,  dangerous  to  the  Constitution 
of  this  country  and  to  the  unity  of  the 
Empire,  to  show  the  smallest  hesitation 
about  the  adoption  of  that  principle. 
Therefore,  that  principle  for  me  is 
settled. 

The  second  question — and  it  is  equally 
an  indispensable  condition  with  the  first 
— is  this,  is  Home  Bule  a  thing  com- 
patible or  incompatible  with  the  unity 
of  the  Empire?  Again  and  again,  as 
may  be  in  the  recollection  of  Irish  Mem- 
bers, I  have  challenged,  in  this  House 
and  elsewhere,  explanations  upon  the 
subject,  in  order  that  we  might  have 
clear  knowledge  of  what  it  was  they  so 
veiled  under  the  phrase,  not  exception - 
/able  in  itself,  but  still  open  to  a  multi- 
tude of  interpretations.  Well,  that  ques-/ 
tion  was  settled  in  my  mind  on  the  first 
night  of  the  present  Session,  when  th« 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  what  is 
termed  the  Nationalist  Party  from  IreA 
land  declared  unequivocally  that  what  he  | 
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sought  under  the  name  of  Home  Bule 
was  antononnr  for  Ireland.  Autonomy 
IB  a  name  weU  known  to  European  law 
and  practice,  as  importing,  under  an 
historical  signification  sufficiently  defi- 
nite for  every  practical  purpose,  the 
management  and  control  of  the  affairs 
of  the  territory  to  which  the  word  is 
applied,  aiid  as  heiny  perfe^^ly  jftp* 
■  patible  with  the  fall  mau^teflftiygft  ft(  Tm- 
^  perial  ^y^^  If  any  part  of  what  I 
nave  said  is  open  to  challenge  it  can 
be  challenged  by  those  who  read  my 
speeches,  and  I  find  that  there  are  many 
readers  of  my  speeches  when  there  is 
anything  to  be  got  out  of  them  and 
turned  to  account.  I  am  quite  willing 
to  stand  that  test,  and  I  believe  that 
what  I  have  said  now  is  the  exact  and 
literal  and  absolute  truth  as  to  the  state 
of  the  case. 

I  shall  not  dweU  at  any  great  length 
on  the  general  arfirument  in  favour  of 
the  Bill;  but  I  will  notice  one  or  two 
points  that  have  been  taken,  and  which 
if  they  do  not  express  any  very  definite 
ai^ument,  yet  give  expression  to  feel- 
ings which  are  entitled  on  my  part  to 
deference  and  respect.  A  great  objec- 
tion which  is  felt  by  some  hon.  Qen tie- 
men  is  much  to  this  effect:— '*  Do  not, 
in  these  great  matters,  experiment  in 
politics ;  do  not  let  us  have  this  kind 
of  legislation,  uncertain  as  to  its  effect, 
involving  great  issues,  and  therefore 
liable  to  be  marked — I  may  say  stigma- 
tized— ^by  the  name  of  experiment.''  Be- 
cause, although  in  one  sense  every  law 
is  an  experiment,  yet  I  perfectly  under- 
stand, and  I  am  the  first  to  admit,  that 
experimenting  in  politics  is  a  bad  and  a 
dangerous  practice.  Now,  what  is  ex- 
perimenting in  politics?  If  I  under- 
stand it,  it  is  the  practice  of  proposing 
grave  changes  without  grave  causes.  Is 
this  a  case  in  which  there  is  no  grave 
cause  with  which  we  have  to  deal? 
Why,  Sir,  we  have  to  deal  with  the 
gravest  of  all  causes  that  can  solicit  the 
attention  of  a  Legislature — namely,  the 
fact  that  we  have  to  treat  the  case  of  a 
country  where  the  radical  sentiment  of 
the  people  is  not  in  sympathy  with  the 
law.  [^Murmurs.']  1  defy  any  man,  be 
he  an  opponent  or  not,  to  deny  that  we 
have  to  deal  with  the  case  of  a  coim- 
try  where  the  radical  sentiment  of  the 
people  is  not  in  sympathy  with  the  law. 
Of  course,  I  am  making  general  asser- 
tions.   I  do  not  say  that  an  action  on 

VOL.  COOV.      [tuibd  sbeizs.] 


a  bill  of  exchange  between  debtor  and 
creditor  in  Ireland  could  not  be  settled 
without  reference  to  any  international 
prejudice.  I  speak  of  the  most  im« 
portant  parts  of  the  law-~-of  those  parts 
which  touch  agricultural  relations,  the 
one  great  standing,  pervading  employ- 
ment and  occupation  of  the  countnr — I 
speak  above  all  of  the  Oriminal  Law, 
of  the  very  first  exigencies  of  political 
society ;  and  I  will  not  argue  the  ques- 
tion whether  the  Criminal  Law  of  Ire- 
land, especially  when  it  concerns  agri- 
cidtural  relations,  has  or  has  not  the 
sympathy  of  the  people  until  I  find 
someone  who  is  ready  to  say  after  all 
he  knows  about  evictions,  about  the 
operations  of  the  Land  League,  and 
about  the  verdicts  of  juries,  that  the 
Criminal  Law  inlreland  has  the  sympathy 
of  the  people.  Not  only  is  this  a  matter 
of  fact,  but  it  is  a  matter  of  fact  with 
which  we  are  constantly  dealing,  which 
has  run  through  three  generations  of 
men,  and  that  ^most  without  intermis- 
sion. 

We  have  tried  expedients.  What 
has  been  our  great  expedient?  Our 
g^eat  expedient  has  been  that  to  which 
1  admit  primd  fteU  a  Government  will 
first  and  justifiably  resort.  Our  first 
expedient  has  been  that  which  is  known 
as  repression  or  coercion.  Has  that 
class  of  experiment,  has  that  class  of 
expedient  been  successful?  I  argued 
this  point  at  full  length  in  introducing 
the  Bill,  and  I  will  not  argue  it  now  at 
any  detail  whatsoever.  I  will  only 
make  this  one  assertion,  which  I  believe 
to  be  absolutely  undeniable  —  namely, 
that  this  medicine  of  coercion,  if  it  be  a 
medicine,  is  a  medicine  which  we  have 
been  continually  applying  in  increasing 
doses  with  diminishing  results.  When 
a  physician  has  before  him  such  a  phe- 
nomenon as  that  he  should  direct  his 
attention  and  his  efforts  to  some  other 
quarter  and  to  some  other  method.  We 
have — and  I  am  glad  to  admit  it — tried 
remedies.  I  see  it  stated  sometimes 
that  nothing  has  been  so  miserable  a 
failure  as  the  course  of  remedial  legisla- 
tion with  respect  to  Ireland  with  which 
the  Members  of  the  present  Government, 
and  I  myself,  for  a  long  time  have  been 
associated.  I  refer  now  to  the  removal 
of  religious  disabilities,  to  the  Disestab- 
lishment of  the  Church,  to  the  reform  of 
the  Land  Laws,  and  to  the  removal — 
or,  if  not  the  absolute  removal,  to  the 
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enormous  mitigation— of  tlie  intolerable 
grievances,  perhaps  the  worst  of  all 
after  the  land  gneyanoe,  under  which 
Ireland  used  to  labour  with  respect  to 
education. 

If  I  am  asked  what  I  think  of  all 
these  measures,  I  deny  that  they  have 
faUed.  "We  have  not  failed,  but  we 
have  not  finished.  They  have  bad  this 
effect — that  the  disease  of  Ireland  has 
taken  a  different  and  a  milder  form. 
\^Cheer9  and  laughtt!rr\  I  am  sorry  to 
arouse  scepticism  whichever  way  I  go. 
When  I  said  just  now  that  social  order 
in  Ireland  was  disturbed  there  were 
signs  of  dissent  from  hon.  Members  op- 

?osite — [^Ironical  cheers] — and  now.  when 
say  that  the  disease  of  Ireland  has 
taken  a  milder  form,  there  are  also  signs 
of  dissent;  and  it  seems  to  me  impos- 
sible that  anything  said  by  me  can  be 
true.  My  meaning  is  this— the  disease 
of  Ireland  is  in  a  milder  form  ;  but,  in 
my  opinion,  it  is  in  a  form  still  extremely 
serious,  and  yet  a  milder  form  than  it 
took  in  1832,  when  murders,  excesses, 
and  outrages  were  manifold  to  what  they 
are  now,  so  as  to  indicate  a  different 
state  of  things  at  the  present  time  from 
what  existed  then,  and  an  undoubted 
growth  of  what  are  known  as  law-abiding 
habits — or  I  might  go  further  back  to 
the  dreadful  Eebellion  of  1798,  which 
took  a  great  effort  on  the  part  of  this 
country  to  put  down.  No,  Sir;  that 
legislation  has  not  failed.  I  admit  that 
it  is  incomplete ;  that  it  has  not  reached, 
that  it  has  not  touched  the  goal,  the 
terminating  point  of  the  race  we  had  to 
run,  and  something  yet  remains  to  be 
done. 

But  there  is  another  notion  which  has 
gone  abroad.  I  have  spoken  of  former 
expedients  and  remedies;  but  there  is 
now  a  notion  that  something  might  be 
done  by  judicious  mixtures  of  coercion 
and  concessions.  These  judicious  mix- 
tures are  precisely  the  very  thing  that 
we  have  tried.  Go  back  to  the  Boman 
Catholic  Emancipation.  The  Duke  of 
Wellington  made  a  judicious  mixture 
upon  that  occasion.  He  proposed  that 
we  should  open  the  doors  of  Parliament 
— and  I  am  thankful  he  did  so— to  the 
Boman  Catholics  of  Ireland ;  but  he  at 
the  same  time  disfranchised  the  40«, 
freeholder  on  the  principle  of  judicious 
mixture.  When  Sir  Bobert  Peel  in 
1843-4  put  Mr.  O'Connell  on  his  trial, 
and  succeeded  in  obtaining  in  Ireland  a 
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conviction  which  was  afterwards  quashed 
on  a  point  of  form,  that  was  a  strong 
step  in  the  direction  of  coercion — but  he 
followed  it  up  immediately  by  the  im- 
portant Act  for  enlarging  the  endow- 
ment of  Maynooth,  by  an  Act  for  facili- 
tating the  granting  of  charitable  bequests 
to  the  Boman  Catholic  Church ;  and  I 
must  also  say — although  it  may  shock 
some  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite— by  a 
third  Act,  which  was  then  viewed  as  a 
great  boon  to  the  Boman  Catholic  in- 
terest— namely,  the  Act  for  the  founda- 
tion of  undenominational  Colleges.  There 
was  another  case  of  judicious  mixture. 
It  happened,  when  we  were  disestablish- 
ing the  Church,  there  was  great  disorder 
in  Westmeath,  and  in  the  middle,  I 
think,  of  the  Land  Bill,  we  arrested  the 
progress  of  that  measure  and  introduced 
a  very  strong  measure  of  coercion  for 
Westmeath,  all  on  the  principle  of 
judicious  mixture.  The  Government 
which  came  into  Office  in  1880,  and 
which  was  put  out  of  Office  in  1885 — Uie 
whole  course  of  that  Government  was 
nothing  but  one  of  rigid  and  incessant 
effort  of  judicious  mixtures.  Therefore, 
do  not  let  us  suppose  that  the  merit  of 
novelty  attaches  to  that  recommenda- 
tion. 

But  I  have  seen  another  recommenda- 
tion made,  and  made,  I  think,  by  a  per- 
son of  very  great  authority,  I  believe  in 
my  hearing,  to  the  effect  that  if  we 
could  only  cast  away  Party  spirit  in 
dealing  with  Ireland  we  should  do  well. 
Then,  I  think,  a  good  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  cheered,  indicating  that 
they  were  ready  to  cast  away  Party 
spirit.  What  is  meant  by  this  ?  Is  it 
meant  that  Party  spirit  is  to  be  expelled 
generally  from  the  circuit  of  English 
politics?  Is  that  so?  Is  there  a  dreamer 
who,  in  the  wildness  of  his  dreams,  has 
imagined  that  you  can  really  work  the 
free  institutions  of  this  country  upon 
any  other  principles  than  those  in  the 
main  which  your  fathers  have  handed 
down  to  you  and  which  have  made  the 
country  what  it  isf  {^Cheers  and  loud 
counter  cheer %,]  Those  cheers  may  be 
meant  in  sarcasm.  I  accept  them  in 
good  faith.  I  believe  that  in  uttering 
the  words  that  I  have  just  used  I  have 
quite  as  strong  a  meaning,  and  I  am 
ready  to  act  upon  the  principle  which  I 
have  laid  down  quite  as  much,  and  per- 
haps a  littie  more,  than  a  great  many 
hon.  Members  opposite  who  ebeered.  It 
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may  be  said — "  We  do  not  think  you  can 
get  on  altogether  without  Palrty  spirit, 
but  do,  at  any  rate,  cast  out  Party  spirit 
from  Irish  affairs."  Is  that  a  more 
hopeful  recommendation? 

It  will  be  convenient  to  take  the  case 
of  the  two  sides  of  the  House  separately, 
and  first  I  ask  is  it  desirable  that  the 
Tory  Party  should  cast  out  Party  spirit? 
I  should  say — uodoubtedly.  But  if  I 
should  press  it  upon  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  he  would  be  entitled  to 
make  an  answer  to  me  which  I  should 
feel  to  be  a  crushing  answer,  because  he 
would  say — **  Before  you  talk  of  casting 
away  Party  spirit  from  the  handling  of 
Irish  affairs  you  must  show  that  it  has 
been  applied  to  those  affairs  in  some 
sense  different  ffom,  and  in  a  more 
guilty  and  more  mischievous  manner 
than,  it  has  been  applied  to  other 
affairs."  I  will  not  speak  of  the  last 
year  or  two,  during  which  tbi^re  may 
have  been  strong  prejudices.  I  will  go 
back  half  a  century  to  the  time  when 
great  resistance  was  offered,  and  I,  as 
an  hamble  and  as  a  silent  follower,  had 
my  share  of  responsibility  for  that  re- 
sistance. I  mean  the  resistance  to  the 
extension  of  the  franchise  in  Ireland, 
especially  of  the  municipal  franchise.  I 
deeply  lament  that  opposition  was  eyer 
offered ;  I  may  say  quorum  pars  exiguafui. 
The  conduct  of  the  Tory  Party  of  that 
day  under  Sir  Eobert  Peel  and  the  Duke 
of  Wellington,  Lord  Stanley,  and  Sir 
Jamee  Oraham,  although  very  mistaken, 
was  perfectly  honest.  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  say  that  Irish  affairs  have  been 
bandied  in  this  House,  speaking  gene- 
rally, by  either  Party  with  a  larger 
admixture  of  Party  feeling  or  with  a 
smaller  flavour  of  true  patriotic  tone 
than  other  affairs  of  the  country.  It 
is  idle  to  set  up  as  remedies,  as  altema* 
tives,  and  as  policies  to  adopt  in  great 
crises  these  suggestions  which  are  totally 
visionary  and  unreal,  and  which  never 
could  become  the  basis  of  human  action 
in  a  Legislative  Assembly. 

So  much  for  experiment.  Here  I  stand 
upon  the  ground  that  a  great  necessity 
is  before  us,  that  a  growing  and  urgent 
eril  requires  to  be  dealt  with,  that  some 
strong  and  adequate  application  to  the 
case  is  requisite,  and  that  the  whole  and 
the  only  question  is  whether  the  appli- 
cation we  propose  is  the  right  one.  Let 
me  say  this  upon  this  particular  ques- 
tion of  a  Legislature  for  Ireland,  that  it 


appears  to  be  a  very  popular  topic  with 
our  opponents,  who  say — **  Why  do  you 
depart  from  the  course  taken  by  all  the 
statesmen  of  the  nineteenth  century  ?  " 
Now,  let  us  see  what  has  been  done  and 
said  by  all  '*  the  statesmen  of  the  nine- 
teenth century."  The  great  case  pro- 
duced is  the  famous  Eepeal  debate  in 
1834,  in  which  I  myself  was  one  of  the 
majority  who  voted  against  the  Bepeal 
of  the  Union.  A  very  remarkable 
passage  from  a  very  remarkable  speech 
of  Sir  Bobert  Peel,  well  deserving 
to  be  kept  fresh  in  the  memory  of 
posterity,  from  its  terseness  and  power, 
has  again  become  familiar  to  the  people 
of  this  day,  as  I  myself  heard  it  with 
my  own  ears  that  day,  with  admira- 
tion. What  was  Sir  Eobert  Peel  then 
doing  ?  In  the  first  place,  he  was  op- 
posing the  Bepeal  of  the  Union.  You 
call  this  Bepeal  of  the  Union.  [  Opposi- 
tion cheers.^  You  must  at  least  allow  us 
to  have  an  opinion  on  that  subject.  For 
my  part,  I  am  not  prepared  at  this  mo- 
ment to  say  that  the  question  of  the 
Bepeal  of  the  Union  should  be  re- 
opened. I  may  be  right  or  wrong  in 
that  matter,  but  my  opinion  is  that 
Ireland  has  done  much,  by  wisdom  and 
moderation,  by  bringing  her  essential 
demands  within  certain  Hmits,  to  facili- 
tate the  task  set  before  us.  But,  even  if 
this  were  Bepeal  of  the  Union,  I  admit, 
without  the  least  question,  that  up  to  a 
certain  point  the  Union  is  upon  its  trial. 
I  admit,  without  the  least  question,  that 
in  my  opinion  this  Bill  constitutes  a 
most  important  modification  of  that  Act. 
But  was  Sir  Bobert  Peel  in  the  same 
circumstances  in  1834  as  we  found  our- 
selves in  1884  ?  He  had  had  one  gene- 
ration of  experience ;  we  have  had 
nearly  three.  In  the  days  when  he 
spoke,  the  Statute  Book  of  England 
was  loaded  with  a  mass  of  Acts  inflict- 
ing the  most  cruel  grievances  upon  Ire- 
land, and  it  was  a  perfectly  rational 
opinion  for  a  man  like  Lord  Macaulay, 
who  was  deeply  interested  in  Ireland^ 
and  other  politicians  of  his  character,  to 
think  that  by  the  removal  of  those 
g^evances  you  might  save  the  Union. 
What  was  then  a  matter  of  reasoning 
and  speculation  has  now  become  a  matter 
of  knowledge. 

So  Lord  Macaulay  is  one  who  is  quoted 

like  Sir  Bobert  Peel.     I  remember  well 

!  a  passage  of  splendid  eloquence  deli- 

I  vered  by  Lord  Macaulay  against  tiie 
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Bepeal  of  the  Union,  aUnion  of  which  I 
will  not  say  anything  more  now  than 
that  I  do  not  desire  to  rake  up  the  his- 
tory of  that  movement — a  horrible  and 
shameful  history,  for  no  epithets  weaker 
than  these  can  in  the  slightest  degree 
describe  or  indicate  ever  so  faintly  the 
means  by  which,  in  defiance  of  the 
national  sentiment  of  Ireland,  consent 
to  the  Union  was  attained.  I  think  in 
1834,  or  not  yery  distant  from  that  date. 
Lord  Macaulay,  in  words  of  burning 
eloquence,  denounced  the  Bepeal  of  the 
Union.  Lord  Macaulay,  I  think  in 
1869,  or  certainly  many  years  later  in 
his  life,  if  not  so  late  as  that,  in  his 
Life  of  Pittf  declared  that  the  Union 
without  the  measures  which  Mr.  Pitt 
finally  hoped  to  procure  from  it — and  to 
which  it  oecame,  in  fact,  the  greatest 
impediment — ^without  those  measures 
the  Union  was  union  only  in  name,  and, 
heitg  a  union  only  in  name,  it  was  in 
rank  opposition  to  all  the  national  and 
patriotic  sentiment  of  Lreland.  How 
was  it  possible  that  its  authority  could 
commend  itself  to  the  people  of  that 
country  ?  I  do  not  admit  that  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Union,  so  far  as  it  is  now  on 
its  trial,  has  been  decided,  or  has  been 
touched,  by  statesmen  of  the  nineteenth 
century.  Those  of  whom  I  spoke  neyer 
had  before  them  what  we  have  before 
us,  the  bitter  fact,  the  rich  though  pain- 
ful story  of  the  experience  which  the 
rolling  years  of  the  last  half-century 
haye  afforded  us. 

"Well,  then,  Sir,  we  are  told  again 
with  extraordinary  boldness — **  Whydo 
you  depart  from  the  old  Whig  tradi- 
tions?'* If  there  is  one  thing  more 
than  another  which  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread) 
was  doing  in  his  admirable  speech  which 
he  deliyered  on  this  subject,  it  was  in 
showing  that  he  was  acting  in  strict  con- 
sonance and  conformity  with  the  old 
Whig  traditions.  What  were  the  old 
Whig  traditions  ?  The  organs  of  that 
tradition  were  Mr.  Sheridan  and  Lord 
Ghrey— the  Lord  Grey  of  that  day— or 
rather  the  Mr.  Grey  of  that  day,  after- 
wards still  more  famous  as  Lord  Grey. 
Then  there  were  Lord  Fitzwilliam  and, 
aboye  all,  Mr.  Fox,  and  even  above  Mr. 
Fox  himself  there  was  Mr.  Burke. 
Upon  this  great  subject  of  the  relations 
with  Ireland  Mr.  Burke  never  modified 
by  one  hair's  breadth  the  generous  and 
wise  declaration  of  his  youth  and  of  his 
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maturer  manhood.  Mr.  Burke  did  not 
live  to  the  date  of  the  Union,  but  he 
placed  on  record,  in  the  first  place,  his 
political  adhesion  to  the  opinions  of  Mr. 
Grattan ;  and,  in  the  second  place,  he 
placed  upon  record  his  full  satisfaction 
with  the  state  of  things  that  prevailed 
in  Ireland — the  political  state  of  things^ 
especially  the  Acts  of  1782  and  1788, 
and  in  a  letter  written  not  long  before 
his  lamented  death  he  said  that  he 
trusted  that  Ireland  had  seen  the  last  of 
her  revolutions.  By  that  he  meant 
that  the  Act  of  1782  did  amount  to  a 
revolution — a  blessed  and  peaceful  re- 
volution, but  still  a  revolution — a  revo- 
lution effected  by  those  peaceful  means, 
by  that  bold  and  wise  British  statesman- 
ship, such  as  in  1844,  and  again  at  a 
later  period,  was  commended  by  Lord 
Beaconsfield. 

It  may  be  said  with  perfect  truth  that 
Lord  Grey  declined  at  a  later  date  to  be 
a  party  to  the  Bepeal  of  the  Union.  In 
that  respect,  in  my  opinion,  he  was  per- 
fectly consistent.  For  my  own  part,  if 
I  may  refer  to  mysejf,  I  do  not  at  all 
regret  the  vote  which  I  gave  52  years 
ago  against  the  Bepeal  of  the  Union, 
considering  what  that  repeal  involved, 
and  considering  the  amount  of  informa- 
tion we  had  with  regard  to  its  working. 
The  Union,  whatever  may  be  our  opinion 
with  regard  to  the  means  by  which  it 
was  obtained,  was  a  Statute  of  vast  im- 
portance, for  it  modified  and  in  many 
respects  transformed  the  relations  be- 
tween Great  Britain  and  Ireland.  Such 
a  statute  as  that  cuts  deep  tracts  in  his- 
tory ;  those  tracts  cannot  be  effaced  in 
later  times.  But  we  are  acting  in  most 
complete  conformity  with  Whig  tradi- 
tions and  the  principles  npon  which 
Whig  statesmen  founded  their  action. 
They  did  not  say  that  the  principle  of 
the  Union  between  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland  was  abstractly  bad ;  they  did  not 
say — *'  We  in  our  minds  are  opposed  to 
it,  and  therefore  Ireland  and  Great 
Britain  shall  not  have  it;"  but  they 
said  it  was  opposed  to  the  sentiment  of 
the  Irish  people.  They  said  it  was  in 
opposition  to  all  that  was  most  honour- 
able and  upright,  most  respected,  and 
most  disinterested  in  Ireland,  and  no- 
thing but  mischief,  nothing  but  dis- 
order, nothing  but  dishonour,  could 
come  from  a  policy  founded  upon  the 
overriding  of  idl  those  noble  qualities, 
and  by  means  which  would  not  bear  the 
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face  of  day,  imposing  the  arbitrary  will 
of  the  Legislature  upon  the  nation,  in 
spite  of  its  almost  unanimous  opposi- 
tion. 

Now,  Sir,  it  should  be  borne  in  mind 
that  there  was  at  that  time  in  existence 
the  greatest  difiPerence  of  sentiment  from 
what  we  now  witness  in  Ireland.  The 
North  was  more  opposed  to  the  Union 
probably  than  the  South.  I  remember 
that  the  town  of  Oork  used  to  be  quoted 
as  a  spot  on  which  love  of  the  tjnion 
might  oe  detected  by  the  careful  ob- 
serrer.  Unquestionably  the  promises 
held  odt  by  Mr.  Pitt  did  induce  a  divi- 
sion of  sentiment  among  the  Boman 
Oatholio  clergy  of  that  time.  I  believe 
that  the  Irish  national  patriotic  senti- 
ment which  I  have  mentioned  with  sym- 
pathy was  more  vivid  in  the  North  of 
Ireland  than  in  any  other  quarter. 

Well,  Sir,  hon.  Gentlemen  say—**  Do 
not  talk  to  us  about  foreign  countries ; 
do  not  talk  to  us  about  British  Colonies ; 
do  not  mention  Canada,  it  has  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  case.  Canada 
is  loyal  and  content ;  Ireland  is  disloyal 
and  disaffected."  But  Sir  Charles  Gavan 
Dn£^  in  an  able  paper  admits  the 
charge.     He  says — 

"When  it  was  determined  to  confer  Home 
Role  on  Canada,  Canada  was  in  the  precise 
temper  attributed  to  Ireland.  She  did  not  get 
Home  Role  because  she  was  loyal  and  frienmy, 
but  she  is  loyal  and  friendly  because  she  got 
Home  Rule." 

Now,  Sir,  I  am,  on  this  subject,  able  to 
speak  as  a  witness.  I  sat  in  Parliament 
during  the  whole  of  the  Canadian  con- 
troversy, and  I  even  took,  what  was  for 
me,  as  a  young  Member,  an  active  part 
in  the  discussions  upon  the  subject.  And 
what  was  that  Canadian  controversy? 
The  case  of  Canada  is  not  parallel  to 
the  case  of  Ireland.  It  does  not  agree 
in  every  particular,  and  the  Bill  which 
we  offer  to  Ireland  is  different  in  many 
important  particulars  from  the  Acts 
which  have  disposed  of  the  case  of 
Canada.  But  although  it  is  not  parallel 
it  is  analogous.  It  is  strictly  and  sub- 
stantially analogous.  What,  Sir,  was 
the  issue  in  the  case  of  Canada  ?  Go- 
vernment from  Downing  Street.  These 
few  words  embrace  the  whole  contro- 
versy —  Government  from  Downing 
Street  being,  of  course,  under  the  Go- 
vernment of  St.  Stephen's. 

What  was  the  cry  of  those  who  re- 
BiBted  the  concession  of  autonomy  to 
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Canada  ?  It  was  the  cry  which  has  slept 
for  a  long  time,  and  which  has  acquired 
vigour  fiom  sleeping — it  was  the  cry 
with  which  we  are  now  becoming  fami- 
liar— the  cry  of  the  unity  of  the  Empire. 
Well,  Sir,  in  my  opinion  the  relation 
with  Canada  was  one  of  very  great 
danger  to  the  unity  of  the  Empire  at 
that  time  ;  but  it  was  the  remedy  for  the 
mischief  and  not  the  mischief  itself  which 
was  regarded  as  dangerous  to  the  unity 
of  the  Empire.  Here  I  contend  that 
the  cases  are  precisely  parallel,  and  that 
there  is  danger  to  the  unity  of  the  Em- 
pire in  your  relations  with  Ireland ;  but 
unfortunately,  while  you  are  perfectly 
right  in  raising  the  cry,  you  are  apply- 
ing the  cry  and  the  denunciation  to  the 
remedy,  whereas  you  ought  to  apply  it 
to  the  mischief. 

In  those  days  what  happened?  In 
those  days,  habitually  in  this  House,  the 
mass  of  the  people  of  Canada  were  de- 
nounced as  rebels.  Some  of  them  were 
Protestants  and  of  English  and  Scotch 
birth.  The  majority  of  them  were 
Roman  Catholic  and  -of  French  extrac- 
tion. The  French  rebelled.  Was  that 
because  they  were  of  French  extraction 
and  because  they  were  Roman  Catho- 
lics? [An  hon.  Member:  Yes.]  No, 
Sir ;  for  the  English  of  Upper  Canada 
did  exactly  the  same  thing.  They  both 
of  them  rebelled,  and  perhaps  I  may 
mention — if  I  may  enliven  the  strain  of 
the  discussion  for  a  moment — ^that  I 
remember  Mr.  O'Connell,  who  often 
mingled  wit  and  humour  with  his  elo- 
quence in  those  days  when  the  discus- 
sion was  going  on  with  regard  to  Canada, 
and  when  Canada  was  the  one  dan- 
gerous question — the  one  question  which 
absorbed  interest  in  this  country  as  the 
great  question  of  the  hour — when  we 
were  engaged  in  that  debate,  Mr. 
O'Connell  intervened,  and  referred  to 
the  well-known  fact  that  a  French 
orator  and  statesman  named  Papineau 
had  been  the  promoter  and  the  leader 
of  the  agitation  in  Canada ;  and  what 
said  Mr.  O'Connell  ?    He  said— 

'*  The  case  is  exactly  the  case  of  Ireland  with 
this  difiference,  that  in  Canada  the  agitator  had 
got  the  *  O '  at  the  end  of  his  name  instead  of 
at  the  beginning." 

Well,  these  subjects  of  Her  Majesty 
rebelled — were  driven  to  rebellion  and 
were  put  down.  We  were  perfectly 
victorious  over  them,  and  what  then 
happened?     Directly  the  military  vie- 
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torj  was  assured — as  Mr.  Burke  told 
the  pien  of  the  day  of  the  American 
War — the  moment  the  military  victory 
was  assured  the  political  difficulty  be- 
gan. Did  they  feel  it  ?  They  felt  it ; 
they  gave  way  to  it.  The  victors  were 
the  vanquished,  for  if  we  were  victors 
in  the  field  we  were  vanquished  in  the 
arena  of  reason.  We  acknowledged 
that  we  were  vanquished,  and  within 
two  years  we  gave  complete  autonomy 
to  Canada.  A^d  now  Gentlemen  have 
forgotten  this  great  lesson  of  history. 
By  saying  that  the  case  of  Canada  has 
no  relation  to  the  case  of  Ireland,  I 
refer  to  that  little  sentence  written  by 
Sir  Charles  Du£Py,  who  himself  exhibits 
in  his  own  person  as  vividly  as  anybody 
the  transition  from  a  discontented  to  a 
loyal  subject. 

'*  Oanada  did  not  get  Home  Rule  because  she 
was  loyal  and  f  riendlyi  but  she  has  become 
loyal  and  friendly  because  she  has  got  Home 
Rule." 

Now  I  come  to  another  topic,  and  I  wish 
to  remind  you  as  well  as  I  can  of  the 
definition  of  the  precise  issue  which  is 
at  the  present  moment  placed  before  us. 
In  the  introduction  of  this  Bill  I  ven- 
tured to  say  that  its  object  was  to 
establish,  by  the  authority  of  Parlia- 
ment, a  Legislative  Body  to  sit  in  Dublin 
for  the  conduct  of  both  legislation 
and  administration  under  the  conditions 
which  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Act 
defining  Irish  as  distinctive  from  Im- 
perial affairs.  I  laid  down  five,  and 
five  only,  essential  conditions  which  we 
deemed  it  to  be  necessary  to  observe. 
The  first  was  the  maintenance  of  the 
unity  of  the  Empire.  The  second 
was  political  equality.  The  third  was 
the  equitable  distribution  of  Imperial 
burdens.  The  fourth  was  the  protec- 
tion of  minorities.  And  the  fifth  was 
that  the  measure  which  we  proposed  to 
Parliament — I  admit  that  we  must 
stand  or  fall  by  this  definition  quite  as 
much  as  by  any  of  the  others — that  the 
measure  should  present  the  essential 
character  and  characteristics  of  a  settle- 
ment of  the  question. 

Well,  Sir,  that  has  been  more  briefly 
defined  in  a  Eesolution  of  the  Dominion 
Parliament  of  Canada,  with  which,  al- 
though the  definition  was  simpler  than 
my  own,  I  am  perfectly  satisfied.  In 
their  view  there  are  three  vital  points 
which  they  hope  will  be  obtained,  and 
which  they  believe  to  be  paramount, 
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and  theirs  is  one  of  the  most  remark- 
able and  significant  utterances  which 
have  passed  across  the  Atlantic  to  us  on 
this  grave  political  question.  [_Crt$s  of 
**  Oh,  oh  I  "  from  the  Opposition.']  I  just 
venture  to  put  to  the  test  the  question  of 
the  equity  of  those  Gentlemen.  You 
seem  to  consider  that  these  manifesta- 
tions are  worthless.  Had  these  mani- 
festations taken  place  in  condemnation 
of  the  Bills  and  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment, would  they  have  been  so  worth- 
less? 

A  question  so  defined  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  Legislative  Body  to  have 
effective  control  of  legislation  and  ad- 
ministration in  Ireland  for  Irish  affairs, 
and  subject  to  those  conditions  about 
which,  after  all,  there  does  not  appear 
in  principle  to  be  much  difference  of 
opinion  among  us — that  is  the  question 
on  which  the  House  is  called  upon  to 
give  a  vote,  as  solemn  and  as  important 
as  almost,  perhaps,  any  in  the  long  and 
illustrious  records  of  its  history. 

Sir,  in  the  interval  which  has  taken 
place  since  the  introduction  of  the  BiU 
much  discussion  has  arisen  upon  a 
variety  of  its  particulars  which  I  am 
very  far  from  grumbling  or  complaining 
at.  One  of  them,  however,  is  exciting 
so  much  feeling  that  it  is  quite  neces- 
sary that  it  should  receive  the  notice  of 
my  Colleagues  and  of  myself  in  the 
present  debate.  I  mean  that  which  re- 
lates to  the  exclusion  or  disappearance 
—for  it  really  can  hardly  be  called  an 
exclusion  when  it  is  rather  desired  and 
sought  for  by  the  parties  themselves — 
of  the  Irish  Members  from  the  Benches 
of  this  House. 

Now,  Sir,  in  this  explanation  which 
I  am  about  to  give,  I  do  not  address 
myself  to  those  who  are  hostile  to  the 
principle  of  this  Bill.  I  wish  with  all 
my  heart  I  could  say  something,  without 
vitally  prejudicing  the  public  interests 
involved  in  this  measure,  that  would 
tend  to  reconcile  or  to  abridge  the  dif- 
ferences between  Her  Majesty's  Qt)vern- 
ment  and  a  body  of  Gentlemen  with 
whom  hitherto  they  have  had  the  happi- 
ness of  acting  in  as  perfect  concord — 
allowing  for  the  necessary  freedom  of 
human  opinion  and  the  occasional  dif- 
ferences that  may  arise— as  ever  con- 
solidated together  the  different  sections 
of  the  Liberal  Party.  Unhappily,  Sir, 
while  I  have  the  most  cordial  respect 
for  those  Gentlemen,  I  am  not  able  to  pro- 
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mise  myself  that  they  will  listen  with 
much  interest  to  what  I  have  got  to  say. 
There  are  others  who  aa  I  believe  accept 
not  less  cordially  than  Her  Majesty's 
Government  themselves  what  I  have 
declared  to  be  the  principle  of  this  Bill, 
and  who  at  the  same  time  see  greater 
difficulties  than  we  do — though  we  have 
seen  great  difficulties  all  along,  and  I 
never  represented  this  measure  as  one 
in  which  all  the  points  were  clearly  in- 
disputable. The  case  bristles  with  diffi- 
culties of  detail  throughout,  which  only 
require  goodwill  and  patient  intelli- 
gence to  deal  with,  and  different  men 
feel  them  in  different  modes  and  different 
degrees. 

What  has  happened,  Sir,  is  this.  I 
do  not  deny  the  fact  that  many  friends 
of  this  measure,  whom  we  should  be 
loth  indeed  to  a]ienate,  have  taken  strong 
objection  to  the  provisions  with  respect 
to  the  future  absence  of  Irish  Members 
from  this  House  under  two  heads.  In 
the  first  place,  they  recall  a  proposition 
which  I  myself  stated  very  strongly  in 
introducing  the  Bill — namely,  the  great 
political  principle  that  there  ought  not 
to  be  taxation  without  representation. 
In  that  I  stated  what  was  an  obvious 
truth.  It  is  quite  evident  that  we  never 
would  enforce  upon  Ireland  taxation 
without  representation,  and  nothing  but 
the  consent  of  Ireland  could  have  in- 
duced Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
contemplate  such  a  thing  for  a  single 
moment.  But  many  gentlemen — and  I 
do  not  find  fault  with  them — are  not 
satisfied  even  with  the  consent  of 
Ireland.  Gentlemen  will  recollect  that 
though  we  now  hear  sometimes  of 
persons  being  more  Popish  than  the 
Pope,  and  many  phrases  of  that  kind, 
the  original  phrase  was  Hihernia  ipsis 
Hiherniores,  The  meaning  of  that  phrase 
was  this — that  those  English  families, 
those  portions  of  the  English  race,  who 
went  and  planted  themselves  amongst 
the  Irishry,  after  a  moderate  time  be- 
came more  Irish  than  the  Irish  them- 
selves. We  have  had  that  illustrated 
wholesale  on  the  present  occasion.  I 
must  own  that  this  is  a  difficulty  which 
I  regard  with  respect  and  with  sympathy, 
and  I  trust  that  in  any  attempt  to  meet 
it  I  shall  have  the  sympathy  of  the 
House  in  general — at  all  events,  of  those 
who  can  on  any  terms  tolerate  the  prin* 
oiple  of  this  Bill.  Besides  that  objec- 
tion —  which   is  an    objection  strictly 


upon  argumentative  and  Oonstitutional 
grounds  as  respects  taxation — there  is 
undoubtedly  another  sentiment  more 
vague,  less  definite,  in  a  different  region 
of  the  human  mind  ;  there  is  a  sentiment 
of  regret  that  there  should  cease  to  be  a 
symbolical  manifestation  of  the  common 
concern  of  Ireland  with  ourselves  in  the 
unity  of  the  Empire,  and  in  the  trans- 
action of  Imperial  affairs. 

Well,  now,  Sir,  how  do  we  stand  with 
regard  to  this  case  ?  First  of  aU,  let  me 
say,  however  much  it  may  appear  to  be 
a  paradox  to  English  Members,  yet 
history  undoubtedly  teaches  us  that,  to 
whatever  cause  it  may  be  due,  foreign 
affairs,  what  I  may  call  over-sea  affairs, 
do  not  stand  in  exactly  the  same  rela- 
tions to  Ireland  as  they  do  to  England 
and  Scotland.  This  is  what  I  mean — I 
am  not  raising  any  disputable  proposi- 
tion—I mean  the  feeling  of  the  people ; 
and  it  appears  to  me  perfectly  natural 
that  the  inhabitants  of  a  country  like 
Ireland,  whose  difficulties  have  been  so 
great,  whose  woes  have  been  innumer- 
able, whose  hopes  have  been  intermit- 
tent and  continually  disappointed — the 
history  of  a  country  like  that  must  throw 
back  the  mind  of  the  people  upon  itself 
and  its  own  concerns,  and  in  tnat  way  it 
is  that  I  can  understand  why  it  is  that 
Irish  Gentlemen  do  now — what  we  all 
do  if  we  are  men  of  common  sense  in  the 
common  affairs  of  life — that  is,  we  look 
to  the  principle,  and  do  not  think  so 
much  about  objects  which  in  our  view 
are  secondary  as  that  which  is  central 
and  essentia],  that  which  is  central  and 
essential  being  the  management  of  Irish 
affairs.  What  I  am  now  going  to  say 
has  not  had  so  much  notice  as  it 
deserves.  Ireland  is  not  so  entirely 
excluded  by  the  Bill  as  it  stands  from 
Imperial  affairs  as  Gentlemen  may  be 
disposed  to  think.  I  refer,  and  I  by  no 
means  refer  alone,  to  the  principle  which 
is  contained  in  the  d9th  clause  of  the 
Bill — the  clause  which  provides  for  the 
recall  of  Irieh  Bepresentatives  of  both 
Houses  before  this  House  can  proceed 
to  any  alteration  of  the  Statute  upon 
which  the  two  Legislatures  are  not  in 
accord.  I  hope  that  is  a  provision  which 
there  will  be  little,  if  any,  occasion  for 
putting  into  action.  But  the  principle 
involved  is  an  important  principle. 

Besides  that,  there  is  another  clause 
which  provides  that  in  certain  circum- 
stances the  Irish  Assembly  may  vote 
uig  II.  ^;Fir9t  Night.'] 
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Bums  of  money  in  relation  to  Bubjeots 
which  are  excluded  from  its  ordinary 
cognizance.  This  provision  has  been 
misunderstood  to  mean  that  the  Irish 
Legislative  Body  might,  in  certain  cir- 
cumstances, vote  money  for  the  establish- 
ment of  a  Church. 

Well,  Sir,  I  have  really  not  examined 
whether  the  words  of  the  Statute  will 
bear  such  a  construction  as  has  been  put 
upon  them.  But  if  they  bear  such  a 
construction,  tmdoubtedly  an  effectual 
remedy  ought  to  be  applied.  The  mean- 
ing of  the  words  is  simply  this — our 
belief  in  drawing  the  Act  was  this — ^that 
it  might  be  felt  right  in  the  event,  as  I 
trust  the  improbable  event,  of  a  great 
war,  wherein  this  country  and  Ireland 
were  engaged  with  a  common  feeling 
and  common  interest,  for  the  Crown  to 
send  a  Message  to  the  Irish  Legislative 
Body  to  ask  them  freely  to  testify 
their  participation  in  our  interests  aud 
privileges  by  voting  money  and  supplies. 
[Opposition  laughter,']  Some  Gentlemen 
differ  from  me  as  to  the  measure  by 
which  they  estimate  the  ludicrous  and 
the  seriouB.  My  own  estimates  are  some- 
times in  an  inverse  relation  to  theirs. 
What  they  think  ludicrous  seems  to  me 
to  be  serious,  and  possibly  vice  vered.  It 
is  supposed  to  be  ridiculous  that  a  prac- 
tically independent  Body  in  Ireland — 
[Opposition  cheers] — ^yes,  practically  in- 
dependent in  the  regular  exercise  of  its 
statutory  functions  —  should  entertain 
such  a  proposal.  But  it  was  not  ridi- 
culous wnen  Ireland  had  an  independent 
Parliament. 

I  said  just  now  that  it  was  a  wonder- 
ful thing  to  see  how  little  in  other  days 
Ireland  had  interposed  in  foreign  affairs. 
I  have  had  the  debates  looked  up  during 
the  whole  period  of  Grattan's  Parliament, 
and  if  I  except  certain  discussions  re- 
lating to  foreign  Treaties  of  Commerce — 
I  will  speak  of  that  matter  by-and-by — 
there  are  only  two  occasions  upon  which 
that  Parliament  debated  foreign  affairs 
so  far  as  I  can  discover.  Both  of  those 
occasions  are  occasions  on  which  by 
Message  from  the  Crown  they  were  in- 
vited to  vote  sums  of  money  for  purposes 
of  war.  One  of  them  was  in  1790,  when 
there  was  a  seizure  of  British  vessels  by 
Spanish  men-of-war.  A  vote  of  money 
was  then  asked  and  was  given.  The 
second  was  in  1795,  when  a  contribution 
was  asked  towards  the  expenses  of  the 
French  War.     On  the  first  occasion  the 
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Irish  Parliament  granted  the  money 
without  question.  I  do  not  believe  my- 
self that  pecuniary  iliiberality  has  ever 
been  a  vice  of  Ireland.  On  the  second 
occasion  they  granted  it,  but  moved  an 
Amendment,  full,  I  think,  of  good  sense, 
hopingf or  a  speedy  conclusion  of  hostili- 
ties. For  my  part,  I  heartily  wish  that 
prayer  of  the  Lish  Parliament  had  been 
complied  with.  I  take  blame  to  myself 
for  not  having  explained  to  the  House 
the  provision  to  which  I  have  just  re- 
ferred— namely,  the  provision  for  the 
voting  of  money  by  the  Irish  Legislative 
Body  in  answer  to  the  Message  from  the 
Crown.  But  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chief  Secretary  wiU  bear  me  out  when  I 
say  that  after  I  had  spoken  I  remarked 
to  him  that  I  regretted  the  omission  of 
which  I  had  been  guilty. 

Moreover,  Sir,  although  the  Statute 
will  limit  the  legislative  powers  of  the 
Irish  Legislative  Body,  there  are  other 
moral  powers  of  influence  which  it  will 
possess,  and  which  we  do  not  and  can- 
not limit.  The  privilege  of  speech  is 
not  going  to  be  taken  away  from  Ire- 
land— that  privilege  of  free  speech  will 
attach  to  the  Members  of  this  Legisla- 
tive Body  and  to  the  Legislative  Body 
collectively,  and  a  considerable  influence 
may  be  exercised  upon  proceedings  at 
Westminster  through  Eesolution,  and  by 
Address  from  the  Legislative  Body. 

However,  Sir,  while  I  wish  these  pro- 
visions to  be  understood,  I  do  not  mean 
to  limit  what  I  have  to  say  by  reference 
to  them.  I  wish  to  say  what  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  thought  to  bo 
their  duty  with  regard  to  the  feeling 
which  has  been  copiously  expressed  in 
many  portions  of  the  country  by  gentle- 
men friendly  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill. 
Undoubtedly,  it  is  our  plain  duty  to  con- 
sider how  far  we  can  go  without  pre- 
judice to  the  main  purpose  of  the  Bill 
to  meet  that  desire.  We  shall  do  that 
upon  grounds  of  policy,  and  upon 
grounds  of  principle.  We  shall  make 
willing  steps  in  that  direction  as  far  as 
duty  will  permit  us  to  go.  There  are 
three  things  which  I  had  better  at  once 
say  we  cannot  do,  and  are  unwilling  to 
entertain  in  any  shape.  We  are  not 
willing  to  break  up  the  Parliamentary 
traditions  of  this  House,  or  to  introduce 
a  principle  of  confusion  into  the  working 
of  the  House.  That  is  the  first.  The 
second  is,  we  are  not  willing  to  fetter 
against  its  will  the  action  of  the  Irish 
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LegidatiTO  Body  in  any  case  except 
where  cardinal  and  Imperial  interests 
require  it.  We  will  do  nothing  that 
shall  have  the  effect  of  placing  our  mea- 
sure in  such  a  condition  that  Ireland, 
through  her  Eepresentatives,  can  only 
offer  to  it  a  qualified  and  a  grudging, 
instead  of  a  free,  cordial  assent  and 
acceptance.  And,  third,  we  can  do  no- 
thing that  will  have  the  effect  of  placing 
the  Committee  of  the  Bill  before  the 
second  reading.  That  may  be  a  phrase 
mysterious  to  some,  but  the  meaning  of 
it  is  this— that  to  determine  in  detail, 
even  if  upon  points  of  importance,  every- 
thing which  is  of  great  interest  touching 
this  Bill  before  you  obtain  assent  to  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  is  not  practicable, 
and  if  it  be  practicable  the  Bules  of  this 
House  are  oased  upon  folly,  for  un- 
doubtedly it  woula  be  much  more 
convenient  in  many  respects,  before 
you  are  oalled  upon  to  assent  to  the 
principle  of  a  Bill,  to  have  it  in  the 
exact  form  in  which  it  is  to  be  finally 
adopted. 

There  is  another  thing  to  be  con- 
sidered, and  it  is  this.  It  has  very  often 
happened  to  me,  in  the  course  of  a  great 
experience  in  Parliamentary  legislation, 
that  you  hold  communications  with  one 
class  of  gentlemen — you  happen  to  be 
good  tempered  or  bad  tempered  as  the 
case  may  be — ^you  feel  a  great  desire  to 
meet  the  views  of  that  class  of  gentle- 
men, and  you  unwarily  pledge  yourself 
to  propose  the  thing  they  desire.  It  is 
settled  within  the  four  walls  of  a  private 
room.  Then  you  come  into  this  House, 
which,  happily — I  thank  God  for  it — is 
the  place  of  the  most  thorough  publicity 
in  the  whole  world,  and  you  find  other 
sets  of  persons,  quite  as  much  entitled 
to  be  heard,  who  are  at  daggers  drawn 
with  the  first.  But  the  Government  has 
unwarily  committed  itself;  and  a  quarrel 
ensues.  While  it  is  perfectly  possible 
that  if  they  had  been  allowed  to  reserve 
their  discretion,  and  freely  to  consider  the 
particulars  in  the  Oommittee,  they  miglit 
have  been  able  to  find  means  to  con- 
ciliate those  of  opposite  views,  so  as  to 
bring  about  general  satisfaction.  What 
I  mean  is  tms,  and  I  think  the  House 
will  agree  with  me,  I  admit  that  when 
a  thing  is  riffht,  and  when  you  see  it  to 
be  practicable,  you  may  promise  before 
the  second  reading  of  a  Bill  that,  if 
agreeable  to  the  House,  you  will  do  it. 
But  we  cannot  do  more  than  promise  a 


fair  consideration  hereafter  to  a  fair  pro- 
posal, unless  it  is  such  a  proposal  as  we 
can  see  our  way  to  embodying  in  a  work- 
able shape.  I  do  not  think  that  is  an 
unfair  proposal.  In  violation  of  these 
three  conditions  we  can  do  nothing.  But 
we  are  ready  and  willing  to  do  every- 
thing that  they  will  allow. 

Then  I  take  the  first  objection  that 
has  been  made  to  the  proposed  exdusion 
of  the  Irish  Bepresentatives  from  this 
Parliament.  It  is  that  the  principal 
that  representation  should  accompany 
taxation  would  thereby  be  violated. 
Now,  what  I  am  about  to  say  involves 
a  considerable  responsibility;  but  the 
question  whether  and  how  far  the  diffi- 
culty may  be  met  has  been  considered ; 
and  I  am  prepared  to  say  that  we  can 
give  full  satisfaction  to  those  who  ad- 
vance this  objection.  If  agreeable  to 
the  House,  we  will  meet  it  in  Committee 
by  providing  that  when  a  proposal  is 
made  to  alter  the  taxation  in  respect  of 
Customs  and  Excise  Irish  Members  shall 
have  an  opportunity  of  appearing  in 
this  House  to  take  a  share  m  the  trans- 
action of  that  Business.  It  will  then  be 
impossible  to  urge  against  the  Bill  that 
it  is  proposed  by  the  Govnrnment  that 
representation  should  not  accompany 
taxation. 

In  regard  to  such  matters  of  common 
interest  between  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land as  those  which  form  the  subject  of 
Foreign  Treaties,  no  doubt  the  objec- 
tions urged  from  some  quarters  may  be 
met  in  some  considerable  degree  by  the 
adoption  of  a  system  of  executive  com- 
munications, which  is  the  system  adopted 
in  certain  foreign  countries.  There  are 
cases  in  which  two  countries  are  dis- 
united in  their  Legislatures,  but  united 
in  national  action  and  feeling.  They 
find  themselves  able,  by  executive  com- 
munications, to  provide  for  the  common 
handling  of  common  subjects.  But  we 
do  not  feel  that  the  plan  of  executive 
communications  need  of  necessity  be  the 
only  one.  There  are  various  plans 
which  have  been  proposed  in  order  to 
indicate  and  maintain  common  action 
on  Imperial  subjects,  and  which  are  well 
worthy  of  consideration.  For  example, 
it  has  been  proposed  that  a  Joint  Com- 
mission should  oe  appointed  represent- 
ing the  Houses  of  Parliament  on  this 
side  of  the  water  and  representing  the 
Irish  Legislative  Body  in  due  proportion 
of  Members,  and  that  that  Commission 
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should  meet  from  time  to  time,  as 
occasion  might  arise,  during  the  Session 
of  Parliament  to  consider  common  ques- 
tions and  report  their  opinions  to  both 
Legislative  Bodies  upon  many,  at  any 
rate,  of  the  Imperial  matters  that  are 
reserved  by  the  Bill  as  it  stands.  I 
hesitate  to  say  upon  **any"  of  those 
questions,  for  I  incline  to  the  belief,  for 
example,  that  the  question  relating  to 
the  succession  of  the  Crown — in  all  the 
different  branches  of  the  subject — ought 
not  to  go  to  any  secondary  authority. 
But  I  can  conceive  that  many  subjects, 
such,  for  example,  as  Treaties  of  Com- 
merce, might  well  be  considered  by  a 
Commission  of  this  kind.  I  do  not  say 
of  this  plan  as  absolutely  as  I  do  of  the 
plan  as  to  taxation,  that  we  are  quite 
ready  to  propose  it  if  it  be  the  wish  of 
Parliament,  for  it  has  been  little  can- 
vassed, and  objections  may  be  raised  to 
it  which  we  have  failed  to  anticipate ; 
but  I  can  say  that  we  look  at  the  pro- 
posal as  one  which  might  satisfy  jea- 
lousies, might  have  other  advantages, 
and  is  not  open,  so  far  as  we  know,  to 
serious  objection. 

Another  proposal  is  that  a  Joint  Com- 
mittee of  the  kind  which  I  have  described 
could  be  appointed  to  consider  how  far 
and  upon  what  conditions  other  than 
those  provided  in  the  Statute  Irish 
Members  should  come  here.  There  is 
yet  another  suggestion,  that  Irish  Mem- 
bers might  be  entitled  to  come  to  Parlia- 
ment— I  assume  generally  that  corre- 
sponding opportunity  would  be  given  to 
Irish  Peers— -upon  occasions  when  the 
Legislative  Body  should,  by  an  Address 
to  the  Crown,  have  expressed  a  desire 
that  they  should  do  so.  I  do  not  say  that 
that  is  open  to  objection  on  principle. 
At  the  same  time,  I  see  considerable 
difficulties  as  to  the  particular  way  of 
making  it  a  practicable  plan.  I  will, 
however,  state  broadly  that  it  is  our  duty 
to  give  an  unprejudiced  ear  to  proposals 
which  others  may  make  for  the  purpose 
of  insuring  the  continued  manifestation 
of  common  interest  between  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  in  Imperial  con- 
cerns. That  end,  we  say  distinctly,  is  a 
good  end;  means  for  attaining  it  we 
regard  with  favour,  subject  to  the  con- 
dition that  they  shall  not  be  so  handled 
as  to  introduce  into  this  House  the 
principle  of  confusion,  nor  so  handled 
as  to  impose  on  the  Irish  Legislative 
Body  limitations  of  its  liberty  in  any 
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matters  except  such  as  affect  high  Im- 
perial policy. 

Ix)ED  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
(Paddington,  S.)  asked  whether  the 
Irish  Members  would  re-appear  in  their 
full  numbers  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  I  am 
much  obliged  to  the  noble  Lord.  The 
clause  now  in  the  Bill  contemplating  the 
recall  of  the  Irish  Representatives  in  a 
certain  contingency  makes  no  difference 
from  the  present  arrangements  as  to  the 
numbers  in  which  they  would  oome.  We 
do  not  feel  that  the  subject  involves  a 
vital  principle,  nor  have  we  arrived  at 
any  binding  decision ;  but  my  own 
personal  opinion  is  that  if  we  were  to 
bring  back  the  Irish  Members  in  any 
other  numbers  than  the  present  we 
should  first  have  to  devise  a  new  system 
of  election,  and  I  am  not  sure  that  it 
would  be  wise  to  complicate  the  matter 
in  that  way.  I  should  be  inclined  to 
hope  that,  so  far  as  it  is  desirable  that 
Irish  Members  should  re-appear  in  Par- 
liament, the  Irish  people  would  be 
liberally  and  amply,  rather  than  scantily 
and  jealously,  represented. 

There  is  only  one  other  subject  to 
which  I  must  advert.  We  propose  a 
change  of  which,  if  viewed  as  an  ab- 
stract and  speculative  change,  the  post- 
ponement for  a  year  or  even  longer 
would  not  have  been  a  matter  of  vital 
consequence.  But  this  concession,  if 
you  like  to  call  it  so— in  my  view  it  is 
something  much  higher  than  a  conces- 
sion, it  is  a  great  reformation  and  im- 
provement— this  change  is  not  proposed 
upon  groimds  of  general  expediency 
alone,  or  in  the  view  of  abstract  im- 
provement alone ;  it  is  proposed  in  order 
to  meet  the  first  necessity  of  civilized 
society.  Social  order  is  not  broken  up 
in  Ireland,  it  is  undermined,  it  is  sapped, 
and  by  general  and  universal  confession 
it  imperatively  requires  to  be  dealt  with. 
It  is  because  this  measure  is  one  for  the 
restoration  of  social  order  by  the  re- 
moval, not  merely  of  the  symptoms  but 
of  the  cause  of  the  miEchief,  that  we 
recommend  it  to  the  consideration  of 
Parliament.  We  are  all  agreed  up  to 
a  certain  point— [An  hon.  Member: 
No!]  —  all  except  a  solitary  Gentle- 
man opposite.  We  all  agree  upon  this, 
that  social  order  in  Ireland  imperatively 
requires  to  be  dealt  with ;  but  when  we 
come  to  the  method,  then,  unfortunately, 
our  differences  come  into  view.    Were 
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I  to  take  all  the  indiyidual  opinions  that 
have  been  expressed  as  to  the  mode  of 
dealing  with  Irish  questions,  I  should 
simply  bewilder  the  House.  I  will  only 
look  at  the  main  and  leading  divisions 
of  power  and  influence  in  this  As- 
sembly. 

There  are  in  the  House  two  great 
Parties,  independently  of  the  Irish 
Party,  and  there  is  a  &ird  Body  whom 
I  will  not  call  a  Party,  because  I  am 
happy  to  think  that  as  a  Party  we  are 
not  yet  divided  from  them,  and  I  trust 
may  never  be.  But  we  are  vitally 
divided  on  this  great  and  significant 
question  from  those  whom  I  will  not 
call  a  Party,  but  whom  I  must  call  a 
Body,  but  who  are  so  important  that 
they  may  possibly  hold  the  balance  and 
decide  the  question  between  the  two 
great  British  Parties  in  this  House. 
The  mass  of  the  Irish  Bepresentatives 
have  committed  in  the  eyes  of  many 
Gentlemen  opposite  a  new,  a  mortal 
offence— an  offence  more  deadly  than 
any  former  offence.  They  have  com- 
mitted the  offence  of  agreeing  with  us 
in  this  matter.  As  long  as  their  favours 
were  bestowed  in  another  quarter  great 
toleration  was  to  be  expected,  and  was 
happily  experienced,  by  them  from  those 
who  are  now  very  much  shocked  in  their 
highest  moral  qualities  at  our  alliance 
with  the  Irish  Party,  which  alliance 
amounts  simply  to  a  coincidence  of  views 
on  a  great  vital  and  determining  public 
question. 

Of  the  two  political  Parties  in  the 
House  both  have  spoken  and  spoken 
plainly.  I  do,  indeed  I  must,  admire 
the  tact,  the  caution,  I  will  not  say  the 
astuteness,  with  which  most  of  the 
Leaders  of  the  Tory  Party  have  abstained 
from  overmuch  hurrying  themselves  with 
forecasts  of  the  future,  or  pledges  as  to 
the  mode  of  meeting  it,  with  regard  to 
the  Irish  Question.  Finding  that  they 
had  on  this  side  of  the  House  allies — I 
do  not  use  the  word  in  an  invidious 
sense,  it  is  the  same  kind  of  alliance 
that  there  is  with  Gentlemen  from  Ire- 
land—that is  to  say,  it  is  an  honourable 
and  conscientious  coincidence  of  opinion 
— finding  that  they  had  allies  of  that 
kind  ready  to  do  their  work  with  equal 
politeness  and  wisdom,  they  have  left 
the  doing  of  that  work  to  them.  But 
notwithstanding  that,  they  have  spoken 
and  spoken  plainly  for  themselves. 
When  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 


Paddington  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill) 
was  brought  to  the  point,  and  when  it 
was  said  he  had  not  declared  a  policy, 
he  pointed— and  he  was  justified  in 
pointing — not  even  to  a  phrase,  but  to  a 
date,  and  he  said — "  Our  policy  is  the 
26th  of  January."  I  accept  that  reply 
from  the  noble  Lord.  It  is  true  and  it 
is  just,  and  that  was,  and  that  is,  the 
dedaration  of  policy  for  Ireland  from 
the  Tory  Party. 

I  remember,  and  many  others  may 
recollect,  the  fervid  and  almost  endless 
cheering  with  which  the  Gentlemen  then 
sitting  on  this  side  of  the  House  ac- 
cepted the  announcement  of  the  26th  of 
January.  That  is  a  plain,  manly,  and 
straightforward  announcement.  What 
was  it?  The  notice  did  not  convey,  and 
we  could  not  expect  that  it  should  con- 
vey, a  full  description  of  the  proposals 
that  were  to  be  made ;  but  it  so  far  de- 
scribed them  that  it  indicated  one  point 
with  perfect  clearness,  and  that  was  the 
suppression  of  the  National  League.  I 
may  say,  in  parenthesis,  that  I  trust 
that  we  shall  be  suppressors  of  the  Na- 
tional League.  That,  if  it  comes  about, 
will  certainly  be  by  a  different  process. 
The  suppression  of  the  National  League 
— what  does  it  mean  and  what  does  it 
come  to? 

A  noble  Friend  of  mine,  to  whom  I 
refer  with  the  greatest  respect,  when  he 
held  office  in  Ireland,  said : — **  We  want 
to  drive  discontent  under  the  ground." 
I  own  I  thought  at  the  time  fiiat  that 
expression  was  what  is  called  a  slip  of 
the  tongue,  and  I  suppose  there  is  no 
man  among  us  who  does  not  occasionally 
slip  into  that  form  of  error.  But  if  in- 
stead of  its  being  a  slip  of  the  tongue  it 
is  exalted  into  a  policy,  then  what  is  the 
meaning  of  the  suppression  of  the  Na- 
tional League  ?  It  is  the  conversion  of 
the  proceedings  of  that  body — which  I 
am  not  now  called  upon  to  discuss  or 
characterize— it  is  the  conversion  of  the 
proceedings  of  that  body,  taken  daringly 
but  openly  in  the  face  of  day,  into  the 
proceedings  of  secret  societies — the  last 
resort  in  this  and  other  countries  of  the 
extreme  and  hopeless  difficulties  of  poli- 
tical problems ;  and,  in  my  opinion,  no- 
thing is  to  be  gained  by  procuring  and 
bringing  about  the  substitution  of  the 
secret  communities  for  the  open  action 
of  a  body  like  the  National  League. 

It  is  sought  apparently  to  take  away 
discontent  from   the  surface.     We  are 
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not  contented  with  so  limited  an  ambi- 
tion. We  desire  to  take  away  discon- 
tent neck  and  crop.  We  desire  to 
abolish  it  root  and  branch,  or,  if  I  may 
once  more  put  into  requisition  a  phrase 
which  had  its  day,  we  desire  to  abolish 
Irish  discontent  ''bag  and  baggage.'' 
I  do  not  believe  that  Parliament  would 
pass  a  proposal  for  the  abolition,  in  the 
present  circumstances,  of  the  National 
lieague.  If  it  did  pass  such  a  proposal, 
in  my  opinion  it  is  doubtful  whether  it 
would  have  made  any  contribution  what- 
ever to  a  real  solution  of  the  Irish  diffi- 
culty; whether,  on  the  contrary,  it 
would  not  have  administered  a  new 
aggravation  to  it.  However  that  may 
be,  I  own  that  that  Party  has  spoken 
plainly,  and  their  policy  is  summed  up 
in  the  words  ''  repression  or  coercion." 

When  this  Government  was  formed  it 
was  formed  on  the  principle  of  looking 
for  some  method  of  dealing  with  Ireland 
other  than  by  the  method  of  coercion ; 
and  that  policy  has  now  taken  definite 
form  and  shape  in  the  proposal  of  auto- 
nomy for  Ireland.  You  have  spoken 
plainly  and  we  have  spoken  plainly. 
Has  the  third  power  in  the  House  spoken 

Elainly?  Has  that  power  which  is  to 
old  the  scales,  and  which  may  decide 
the  issue,  told  the  country  in  what  man- 
ner, when  it  is  forced  to  face  this  tre- 
mendous problem,  it  intends  to  deal 
with  it? 

There  are  few  men  in  this  House,  I 
am  sure  there  is  no  man  outside  of  it, 
who  does  not  admire  the  temper  and  the 
courage  with  which  my  noble  Friend 
the  Member  for  Rossendale  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington)  has  behaved  on 
this  question.  In  obedience  to  his  con- 
science, and  to  his  conscience  alone,  he 
has  rent  asunder  with  paiu,  and  perhaps 
with  agony.  Party  ties  to  which  he  has 
been  among  the  most  faithful  of  all  ad- 
herents. And  speaking  generally  of 
those  who  act  with  him,  I  believe  that 
in  their  several  spheres  the  same  may 
be  said  of  them.  Nor  do  I  feel,  although 
I  may  lament  that  they  have  come  under 
what  I  think  are  narrow  and  blind  in- 
fluences, that  their  titles  to  my  respect 
are  one  whit  diminished  by  what  they 
have  said  or  done.  I  make  these  ad- 
missions freely  aud  without  stint.  My 
noble  Friend  has  assumed  an  immense 
responsibility.  It  is  not  for  me  to  find 
fault  with  those  who  assume  immense 
responsibility.      My    responsibility   in 
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this  matter  is  perhaps  even  greater  than 
his.  Next  to  mine,  and  you  will  never 
find  me  here  to  extenuate  it,  I  know  no 
subject  of  Her  Majesty  that  has  a 
greater  load  of  responsibility  upon  him 
than  my  noble  Friend.  I  do  not  blame, 
I  have  no  title  to  blame,  him.  All 
honour  and  praise  to  him  for  his  under- 
taking the  task  which  I  know  to  be  of 
enormous  difficulty.  But  it  may  be  a 
task  of  leading  the  determining  and 
superior  forces  of  Parliamentary  opinion 
towards  a  conclusion  on  the  Irish  Ques- 
tion. If  that  is  so,  I  ask  what  does  he 
mean  to  do  ?  Has  not  the  time  arrived 
when  we  ought  to  know  what  his  policy 
is  to  be  ? 

I  have  endeavoured  to  search  it  out  by 
such  means  as  I  could.  Is  it  to  be  the 
policy  announced  to  the  Loyalist  minority 
at  Belfast  in  November  last  ?  [A  Home 
EuiiE  Membeb  :  So-called  Loyalist  mi- 
nority.] I  assume  the  phrase.  In  politics 
I  like  to  give  to  every  class  of  men  the 
name  by  which  they  like  to  be  called. 
Well,  Sir,  in  Belfast  my  noble  Friend 
made  very  considerable  promises  on  the 
5th  of  last  November,  and  he  said  an 
extremely  bold  thing — **I  should  not 
shrink,"  he  said,  *' from  a  great  and 
bold  reconstruction  of  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment." Weil,  all  I  can  say  is  this,  that 
we  who  are  now  the  Government  are 
exceedingly  daring ;  but  our  daring  is 
nothing  like  yours.  The  man  who  will 
undertake  to  reconstruct  the  Irish  Gt)- 
vernment  without  touching  the  legisla- 
tive principle  from  which  administrative 
government  derives  its  life,  if  he  is  not 
a  traitor  or  a  fool — ^these  are  words  not 
ours,  but  are  reserved  for  Gentlemen 
quite  different  from  us — he  is  either  a 
magician  or  a  man  not  much  accus- 
tomed to  the  practical  transaction  of 
public  affairs. 

That  is  not  all.  Sir.  My  noble  Friend 
did  not  stop  by  promising,  in  the  exu- 
berance of  his  zeal,  that  which  I  am 
convinced  is  absolutely  impossible — 
namely,  to  reconstruct  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment for  any  practical  purpose 
without  providing  a  new  spring  or  ac- 
tion, which  can  only  be  provided  on  the 
principle  of  the  policy  we  propose.  But 
my  noble  Friend  did  not  promise  abso- 
lutely the  principle  of  the  policy  we  pro- 
pose, because  he  said  that  nothing  could 
be  done  in  the  direction  of  giving  Ire- 
land anything  like  complete  control  over 
her  own  affairs,  either  in  a  day^  or  a 


601 


Bw&nimwdof 


{May  10,  1886} 


Ir$UmdBm. 


602 


Session,  or  perhaps  a  Parliament.  But 
lie  pointed  to  the  means  by  whioh  it  was 
to  oe  done— namely,  by  the  work  of 
time,  by  the  growth  of  small  beginnings, 
the  snperstruoture  was  to  be  raised  on 
a  wise  and  safe  foundation.  Yes ;  but 
what  is  the  principle  really  at  issue  be- 
tween us  ?  It  is  this,  not  whether  we 
are  right  in  proposing  at  one  step 
to  give  to  Ireland  complete  control  of 
her  own  affairs,  but  whether  it  is  a 
thing  right  to  be  done  at  all.  At  Bel- 
fast in  NoYomber  my  noble  Friend  in 
this  passage  implied  that  it  might  be  a 
thing  right  to  be  done.  To-night  he  is 
to  moTO  that  it  is  a  thing  wrong  to  be 
done.  What,  then,  is  his  policy  ?  I  am 
Sony  to  think  that  since  November  the 
movement  of  my  noble  Friend  has  not 
been  forwards,  but  rather,  as  it  appears 
to  me,  backwards.  We  have  heard  no- 
thing since  November  of  this  complete 
reconstruction  of  the  Irish  Government, 
and  the  gradual  progress  on  a  sound 
foundation  of  a  well-built  structure. 
But  I  rejoice  in  that  declaration  on  one 
ground — namely,  that  it  implies  that  the 
complete  control  by  Ireland  of  her  own 
affairs  is  a  thing  which  may  be  contem- 
plated, and  that  in  the  view  of  my  noble 
Friend  it  is  a  thing  compatible  with  the 
unity  of  the  Empire.  Therefore,  I  am 
convinced  that  it  is  not  a  thing  to  be  re- 
nounced ah  initio — to  be  renounced  and 
proscribed  as  a  something  tending  to 
disintegrate  and  break  up  the  unity  of 
the  Empire. 

I  confess  that  I  do  not  believe  in  this 
gradual  superstructure.  I  believe  the 
meaning  of  it  would  be,  if  practicable, 
that  a  series  of  boons  would  be  offered 
to  Ireland,  everyone  of  which  would,  with 
an  enormous  loss  of  Parliamentary  time 
and  temper,  and  with  an  immense  ob- 
struotion  of  Public  Business,  be  either 
entirely  repudiated  by  Ireland,  or  be 
received  in  a  grudging  temper  and  with 
the  fullest  notification  that  whatever 
power  of  ^at  kind  you  gave  her  would 
be  used  simply  as  an  instrument  for  ac- 
quiring more  power.  I  am  very  dis- 
interested upon  that  subject.  I  should 
have  disappeared  from  the  scene  while 
my  noble  Friend's  process  was  in  a  very 
early  stage  indeed.  But  I  own  I  do  not 
believe  that  that  is  the  wisest  method  of 
dealing  with  the  great  Irish  Question. 
I  believe  we  have  reached  one  of  those 
crises  in  ihe  history  of  nations  where 
the  path  of  boldness  is  the  path,  and 


the  only  path,  of  safety.  At  least  we 
have  come  to  a  time  when  there  is  one 
thing  we  ought  to  know,  and  that  is 
our  own  minds.  We  ought  to  know 
and  we  ought  to  tell  our  minds.  There 
is  another  thing  which  I  hold  to  be 
essential — we  ought  not  to  take  this 
great  Irish  Question,  and  cast  the  fate 
of  Ireland  into  the  lottery  of  politics.  I 
think  it  is  obvious  that  I  am  not  open 
to  the  reproach  of  casting  the  fate  of 
Ireland  into  the  lottery  of  politics,  be- 
cause what  you  tell  me  is  that  I  am 
steering  Ireland  to  utter  destruction  and 
certain  ruin.  If  we  are  proposing  to 
drive  Ireland  down  the  cataract,  point 
out  to  us  the  way  of  escape.  Is  it  really 
to  be  supposed  that  the  last  declaration 
of  my  noble  Friend,  which  was  the  keep- 
ing  alive  of  two  or  three  clauses  of  the 
Grimes  Act,  which  we  intended  to  have 
k^t  in  existence  had  we  remained  in 
Office  last  year — is  that  really  the  policy 
for  Ireland  ?  To  that  no  assent,  no  ap- 
proval has  been  given  from  the  impor- 
tant Party  opposite. 

Sir,  Parliament  is  entitled  to  know 
at  this  time  of  the  day  the  alternatives 
that  are  open  to  its  choice.  You  say 
that  we  offer  the  alternative  of  ruin. 
At  any  rate,  in  our  view,  it  is  of  a  very 
different  character.  But,  even  in  your 
view,  it  is  a  definite  proposal  which  is 
our  justification  on  its  behalf,  and  is  the 
only  contribution  which  we  can  make  to 
the  solution  of  the  question.  Parliament 
is  entitled  to  have  before  it  the  alterna- 
tives proposed — the  alternatives  of  policy, 
not  of  plan,  proposed  by  those  who  are 
taking  steps  which  may  in  certain  con- 
tingencies with  high  probability  bring 
into  their  hands  the  supreme  direction 
of  affairs.  The  Tory  Party  have  an- 
nounced their  policy.  Eepression — the 
26th  of  January.  There  is  a  policy  I 
understand.  Here  I  know  with  whom, 
and  with  what,  I  have  to  deal.  But  as 
regards  my  noble  Friend,  I  must  say 
that  I  am  totally  ignorant  with  whom, 
and  with  what,  I  am  dealing,  so  far  as 
policy  is  concerned.  I  hope  that  the 
Notice  he  has  given  for  to-night  has  been 
given  with  the  intention  of  tracing  out 
for  us  a  palpable  and  visible  road  into 
the  darkness,  and  that  he  will  tell  us  on 
what  principle  it  is  that  he  proposes  to 
make  provision  for  the  government  of 
Ireland.  Let  us  know  these  alternatives. 
The  more  they  are  examined  the  better 
I  believe  it  will  be  for  us  all.    It  will 
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become  reasonably  clear — ^I  will  not  say 
to  demonstration — that  we  haye  before 
us  a  great  opportunity  of  putting  an  end 
to  the  controversy  of  700  years— aye, 
and  of  knitting  together,  by  bonds 
firmer  and  higher  in  their  character 
than  those  which  heretofore  we  have 
mainly  used,  the  hearts  and  affections 
of  this  people  and  the  noble  fabric  of 
the  British  Empire. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Ifr.  IF.  K  Gladstone,) 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON 
(Lancashire,  Eossendale),  in  rising  to 
move  ''That  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  this  day  six  months,"  said:  Mr. 
Speaker,  in  moving  the  Amendment  of 
which  I  have  given  Notice,  I  shall  have 
to  ask  something  more  than  the  usual 
indulgence  of  the  House.  The  House 
knows  that  it  is  not  an  easy  or  an  agree- 
able task  to  follow  in  debate  my  right 
hon.  Friend  who  has  just  sat  down. 
During  my  long  experience  in  this 
House  it  has  never  hitherto  been  my 
painful  lot  to  have  to  do  so.  I  have 
very  frequently  very  far  from  envied 
those  who  had  to  take  that  part,  and  I 
feel  now  more  convinced  than  I  have 
ever  done  before  that  this  can  never 
have  been  an  easy  task,  and  especially 
I  feel  it  when  I  have  to  follow  a  speech 
in  which  argument  has  been  mingled  to 
a  considerable  extent  with  statement, 
and  when  the  provisions  of  a  measure 
which  has  now  been  before  us  for  a 
month  have  been,  as  far  as  I  can  under- 
stand, very  considerably  modified.  I 
shall  endeavour  to  refer  to  those  points 
by  and  by;  but  before  I  come  to  the 
reasons  which  I  shall  give  for  moving 
the  Amendment  of  which  I  have  given 
Notice,  I  shall  detain  the  House  for  only 
a  very  few  moments  by  some  observa- 
tions with  the  smallest  approach  to  a 
controversial  character  upon  my  right 
hon.  Friend's  speech.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  said  in  the  early  portion  of  his 
speech  that  he  had  asked  himself  the 
question  whether  Home  Bule  was  com- 
patible with  the  unity  of  the  Empire, 
and  he  considered  that  that  question 
had  received  a  final  and  authoritative 
answer.  And  what  was  that  answer? 
The  question  was  settled  in  his  mind  by 
a  speech  made  on  the  first  day  of  the 
Session  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.   Paroell),   who    said  that  all    he 
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wanted  for  Ireland  was  autonomy,  or 
the  management  of  her  own  affairs. 
Now,  Sir,  is  this  great  question,  which 
has  long  been  perplexing  the  mind  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  to  be  solved  by  a 
single  sentence  spoken  in  debate  for  a 
manifest  and  obvious  purpose  by  the 
Leader  of  the  Irish  National  Party, 
when  that  sentence  is  in  direct  contra- 
diction to  almost  evervthing  that  he  and 
his  Friends  have  hitherto  said,  and  to 
the  repeated  assurances  which  they  have 
given  us  that  they  were  working  and 
would  work  for  and  woxdd  be  satisfied 
with  nothing  but  complete  separation  ? 
Did  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  ever  use 
the  words  "  severance  of  the  last  link," 
or  "complete  independence,"  or  did  he 
ever  say  that  no  bounds  were  to  be  set 
to  the  aspirations  of  the  Irish  nation  ? 
I  have  not  got  the  hon.  Member's  speeches 
here ;  but  I  ask  everyone  who  has 
studied  those  speeches  whether  the  hon. 
Member  has  ever  stopped  short  of  ad- 
vocating for  Ireland  complete  independ- 
ence— I  Several  hon.  Mbmbebs  :  Legis- 
lative independence.] -~ and  its  restora- 
tion to  a  place  among  the  nations  of 
Europe  ?  Well,  Sir,  I  must  say  that  I 
think  the  answer  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has  obtained  to  his  doubts  upon 
the  subject  of  the  compatibility  of  Home 
Rule  in  a  united  Empire  is  an  unsatis- 
factory and  an  incomplete  one.  My 
right  non.  Friend  has  said  that  the  Go- 
vernment are  charged  with  experiment- 
ing upon  this  great  question ;  and  the 
definition  he  gave  of  experimenting  in 
politics  was  that  of  treating  grave 
questions  without  g^ave  causes.  I  do 
not  deny  that  there  may  be  grave  causes, 
and  that  this  is  a  grave  question ;  but 
I  should  be  rather  inclined  to  define 
experimenting  in  politics  as  treat- 
ing grave  questions  for  grave  causes, 
but  without  grave  and  mature  con- 
sideration. Whatever  may  be  the  con- 
sideration which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
may  have  himself  given  to  this  policy 
and  his  measure,  it  is  certain  that  the 
country  and  its  Eepresentatives  have 
had  no  sufficient  opportunity  of  forming 
their  judgment  or  giving  their  decision 
upon  it.  And  it  is  also  equally  noto- 
rious that,  with  very  few  exceptions,  the 
Colleagues  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  up 
to  the  moment  of  their  joining  the  pre- 
sent Government  had  formed  opinions 
and  expressed  opinions  upon  the  question 
of  Ireland,  I  will  not  say  diametrically 
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opposed  tOy  but  oertaixLly  very  little  in 
harmony  with,  the  policy  of  the  Prime 
Minister.  Sir,  I  do  not  know  why  my 
right  hon.  Friend  should  be  disturbed 
at  his  polioy  being  termed  an  experi- 
ment. That,  in  my  o[Hnion,  is  not  the 
worst  that  can  be  said  about  it,  for 
whether  it  be  good,  or  whether  it  be 
bad,  it  must,  at  all  events,  be  admitted 
that  it  is  a  novel  experiment ;  for  never, 
I  believe,  in  the  history  of  the  world — 
certainly  never  in  our  own  history — ^has 
the  attempt  been  made  to  oarry  on  the 
government  of  a  country  upon  any  such 
system  as  that  which  is  now  proposed  for 
Ireland.  I  am  not  going  into  details ; 
I  went  into  them  at  too  great  a  length 
tiie  other  night;  but  I  venture  to  say 
there  is  no  precedent  for  a  great  part  of 
this  scheme  or  the  policy  which  is  the 
foundation  of  it.  It  is,  as  I  have  before 
said,  concocted  from  various  precedents 
and  examples;  but  there  is  no  prece- 
dent which  bears,  with  an  approach  to 
accuracy,  upon  the  case  that  is  before 
us.  I  say,  whether  it  be  good  oi^  bad, 
this  is  a  policy  which  can  be  nothing 
but  an  experiment,  and  can  only  be 
ultimately  judged  by  its  results.  Sir,  I 
was  astonished  to  hear  my  right  hon. 
Friend  throw  some  ridicule  upon  the 
policy  which  has  been  pursued  in  past 
times  by  Gbvernments  of  which  he  has 
himself  been  a  Member — I  think  he  was 
a  Member — but  at  all  events  by  Ministers 
for  whom  he  entertained  a  high  respect. 
That  policy  he  designated  as  the  policy  of 
'<  judicious  mixture."  He  stated  several 
oases  in  which  a  measure  of  a  concilia- 
tory character  had  been  accompanied  by 
a  measure  of  coercion,  or  in  which  a 
measure  of  coercion  had  been  aocom* 
panied  or  followed  by  a  measure  of  con- 
ciliation. I  do  not  think  that  any 
Minister  or  any  G-overnment  ever  ad- 
mitted that  these  measures  either  of 
repression  or  of  conciliation  were  pro- 
posed on  any  principle  of  judicious 
mixture.  Each  of  those  measures  was  pro- 
posed because  the  Government  thought 
it  a  measure  of  justice  or  a  measure  of 
necessity.  Catholic  Emancipation,  my 
right  hon.  Friend  is  fond  of  reminding 
us,  was  not  conceded  as  a  measure  of 
justice,  but  it  was  conceded  under  the 
threat  of  civil  war.  But  the  other 
reforms  to  which  he  has  referred  to- 
night, and  especially  those  which  he 
carried  himself,  the  Disestablishment  of 
the  Irish  Ohuroh  and  the  two  Land  Acts, 
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were  measures  which  we  had  always 
thought  were  inspired  by  a  desire  to  do 
justice  to  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  were 
not  administered  on  any  principle  of 
counterpoise  or  judicious  mixture.  On 
the  other  hand,  if  there  have  been 
measures  of  repression,  they  have  been 
proposed  from  time  to  time  by  former 
Ministers  and  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
himself  because  they  believed  that  they 
were  measures  of  absolute  necessity, 
which  did  not  alter  the  spirit,  the  inten- 
tion, or  the  scope  of  the  law,  and  which 
were  only  necessary  to  enable  the 
ordinary  law  to  be  put  into  execution. 
As  on  a  former  occasion,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has  denounced  the  Union  be- 
tween Great  Britain  and  Ireland  and 
the  means  by  which  it  was  accomplished. 
None  of  us,  that  I  am  aware,  approve 
of  those  means.  I  have  before  admitted 
that  I  think  it  probable  that  the  carry- 
ing of  that  measure  at  that  time  was 
premature.  But  will  anyone — will  my 
right  hon.  Friend  himself — say  that  he 
believes  the  Constitution  of  1782  and 
the  relation  between  Ireland  and  Great 
Britain  which  existed  in  1800  could 
have  been  a  constant  permanent  Consti- 
tution, or  could  have  been  a  permanent 
relation?  Will  he  deny  that  it  was 
certain  that  long  before  this  time  that 
Constitution  must  have  been  modified 
either  in  the  direction  of  a  more  com- 
plete separation  between  the  two  coun- 
tries or  in  the  direction  of  some  such 
Legislative  Union  as  was  effected  in 
1800  ?  My  right  hon.  Friend  spoke  of 
the  statesmen  of  the  19th  century, 
who  are  quoted  as  having  all  been 
opposed  to  the  Bepeal  of  me  Union; 
but  he  was  compelled  to  admit  that  one 
of  the  most  illustrious  of  the  Whiff 
statesmen  to  whom  he  alludes  was  Lord 
Grey,  and  Lord  Ghrey,  who  had  been 
a  great  opponent  of  the  Union,  lived 
to  be  one  of  the  strongest  advocates  of 
the  Union  and  one  of  the  strongest  op- 
ponents of  Repeal.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
says  that  those  statesmen  who  thus  sup- 
ported the  Union  never  had  before  them 
a  state  of  facts  similar  to  that  with  which 
we  have  to  deal.  I  gather  that  he  refers 
to  the  circumstance  that  until  now  there 
has  never  been  an  explicit  Parliamentary 
declaration  that  the  people  of  Ireland 
were  in  favour  of  Eepeal  or  in  favour  of 
Home  Rule.  But,  Sir,  I  believe,  from 
all  I  can  read,  that  the  agitation  of  Mr. 
O'Oonnell  was  one  whi<Si,  although  it 
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did  not  attain  to  such  large  Parliamen- 
tary proportions,  attained  to  at  least  as 
large  National  proportions  as  the  present 
agitation  has  ever  done ;  that  it  was  sup- 
ported with  as  much  enthusiasm  by  at 
least  as  large  a  proportion  of  the  people 
of  Ireland.  And,  undoubtedly,  that  agi- 
tation enlisted  upon  its  side  a  far  larger 
and  a  more  varied  representation  of  all 
classes  in  Ireland  than  the  Home  Rule 
movement  of  later  years  has  done.  My 
right  hon.  Friend,  in  the  eloquent  pero- 
ration with  which  he  closed  his  speech, 
said  that  I  have  taken  a  great  responsi- 
bility upon  myself  in  having  taken  so 
prominent  a  part  in  opposition  to  this 
measure  ;  iemd  he  taunted  the  right  hon. 
G-entleman  opposite  with  having  allowed 
us  upon  this  side  of  the  House  to  do 
most  of  the  work  in  opposition  to  this 
Bill.  I  have  explained  on  a  former 
occasion  why  my  Friends  and  I  have 
taken  this  course.  We  know  that  this 
measure  cannot  be  defeated  merely  by 
the  opposition  of  the  Conservative  Party. 
We  believe  this  Bill  is  a  mischievous 
measure.  We  believe  it  is  not  one  which 
will  heal  the  feud,  the  long-standing 
feud,  between  Ghreat  Britain  and  Ire- 
land. We  believe  it  does  not  satisfy  any 
of  the  essential  conditions  which  have 
been  laid  down  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
himself.  We  believe  it  is  not  a  final 
settlement  of  the  question.  We  believe 
there  is  nothing  in  this  measure  which 
specially  commends  it,  or  ought  to  com- 
mend it,  to  those  who  profess  Liberal 
principles ;  and,  holding  these  opinions, 
we,  who  have  the  misfortune  to  differ 
from  my  right  hon.  Friend  and  from  the 
great  bulk  of  the  Liberal  Party  which 
he  leads,  have  thought  it  necessary  not 
to  conceal  our  opinions,  not  to  take  a 
passive  or  a  neutral  part,  but  to  take 
that  part  which  alone  could  give  effect 
to  the  convictions  we  entertain,  and 
which  alone,  in  our  judgment,  can  result 
in  the  defeat  of  this  measure,  which  we 
believe  to  be  injurious  to  the  best  inte- 
rests of  the  nation.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  says  that  we  have  taken  a  great 
responsibility ;  and  he  calls  upon  me 
now  and  at  once,  and  in  answer  to  his 
invitation,  to  state  what  is  my  policy  for 
Ireland.  Sir,  I  can  recollect  no  instance 
in  the  long  and  honourable  political 
career  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  himself 
in  which  he  has  taken  the  course  he 
now  calls  upon  me  to  take.  It  has  been, 
I  conceive,  the  duty  of  my  right  hon. 
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Friend  on  various  occasions  to  oppose 
measures  which  he  thought  bad ;  but  I 
do  not  recollect  any  occasion  on  which 
my  right  hon.  Friend  in  Opposition  has 
unfolded  a  policy  which  he  was  going  to 
propose  as  soon  as  those  measures  were 
rejected.  All  I  can  say  is  that  I  recollect 
nothing  of  those  passages  in  my  speeches 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  done 
me  the  honour  to  quote  to-night.  It  is 
all  very  well  to  pass  measures  for  the  re- 
construction of  the  Irish  Government. 
Before  Liberal  statesmen  embraced  the 
doctrine  of  Home  Eule  we  heard  a  great 
deal  about  the  necessity  for  a  reform  and 
decentralization  of  the  Administration. 
Is  my  right  hon.  Friend  prepared  to  say 
that  the  existing  system  of  Goyemment 
in  Ireland — the  system  popularly  known 
as  Dublin  Castle,  is  &e  best  system 
which  can  be  devised  concurrently  with 
the  Legislative  Union  between  the  two 
coimtries  ?  Although  I  am  not  prepared 
to  say  in  what  direction  and  in  what 
manner  that  system  can  be  at  once  re- 
vised, I  do  believe  that  there  are  many 
reforms  which  can  be  made  in  that 
highly  centralized,  but  yet  somewhat 
inefficient,  system  of  Goyemment  which 
has  been  for  a  long  time  past  the  object 
of  the  opprobrium,  not  only  of  hon. 
Members  calling  themselves  Bepresen- 
tatives  of  National  feeling,  but  of  many 
representing  other  shades  of  politicid 
opinion.  Sir,  I  would  reply  to  my  right 
hon.  Friend  as  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Goschen) 
replied  to  him  on  a  former  occasion— it 
is  not  possible  for  any  man  now  stand- 
ing here  to  say  what  measures  he  is 
going  to  apply  to  Ireland  after  this  Bill 
has  been  thrown  out.  Why,  Sir,  it 
depends,  as  my  right  hon.  Friend  said, 
upon  the  course  taken  by  the  Irish 
people  and  the  leaders  of  the  Irish 
people.  We  have  a  right  to  assume — 
we  will  assume  until  we  are  forced  to 
assume  the  contrary— that  the  agita- 
tion in  Ireland  will  be  conducted  by 
Parliamentary  methods  and  Constitu- 
tional means;  and,  if  that  be  so,  I  do 
not  see  why  an  attempt  should  not  be 
made  at  the  gradual  process  of  the  ex- 
tension of  local  self- goyemment  in  Ire* 
land  to  which  I  referred  in  my  speech 
at  Belfast,  and  which  I  still  believe  to 
be  sound,  and  a  more  statesmanlike 
method  of  proceeding  than  to  attempt  to 
confer  on  Ireland  a  out-and-dried  Con- 
stitution,   separating   and   cutting   off 
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Ireland  completely  from  all  political 
connection  with  the  United  Kingdom  of 
England  and  Scotland.  Before  I  leave 
that  point,  there  is  only  one  observation 
I  must  make.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
referred  to  my  speech  at  Belfast  as  if  I 
had  indicated  my  willingness  ultimately 
to  grant  to  Ireland  as  large  a  measure 
of  decentralization  as  is  embodied  in  this 
Bill.  I  spoke  simply  and  exclusively  of 
those  subjects  which  we  understand  in 
England  and  Scotland  as  included  in 
the  term  local  self-government;  but 
there  is  nothing  I  said  in  that  speech, 
or  in  any  other  speech,  which  ever 
indicated  the  slightest  intention  or  will- 
ingness on  my  part  to  place  the  respon- 
sibility for  the  administration  of  the  law 
relating  to  life  and  liberty  and  property 
entirely  in  the  hands  of  the  Eepresenta- 
tives  of  the  Irish  people,  and  to  separate 
from  that  responsibility  altogether  the 
Parliament  and  Government  of  this 
country.  Now,  Sir,  after  the  speech  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  and  after  the  de- 
claration which  was  published  by  him  a 
short  time  ago,  I  think  we  are  entitled 
to  ask  whether,  in  voting  on  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill,  we  are  now  asked 
to  vote  for  a  measure  which  it  is  intended 
to  pass  into  law  or  for  an  abstract  Reso- 
lution? We  were  told  the  other  day, 
and  we  have  been  told  in  similar  terms 
to-night,  that  we  are  not  now  to  busy 
ourselves  with  details  and  particulars ; 
that  their  time  will  come  ;  and  that  all 
we  have  to  do  now  is  to  say  that  we 
will  establish  in  Ireland  a  Legislative 
Body  for  the  control  of  Irish  afiairs. 
Well,  surely,  if  we  are  not  to  discuss 
details  and  particulars,  if  we  are  not  to 
be  allowed  to  discuss  a  plan  proposed 
by  the  Government,  for  which  the  Go- 
vernment intend  to  take  the  respon- 
sibility, and  to  which  they  mean  to 
adhere,  how  is  it  possible  tbat  we  can 
give  an  answer  to  the  question  whether 
we  are  prepared  to  establish  in  Ireland 
a  Legislative  Body  for  the  management 
of  Irish  affairs  ?  That  was  formerly  the 
view  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  himself. 
In  1 874  —  r**  Oh  !  "]  —  well,  my  right 
hon.  Friend  has  told  us  to-night  that  the 
first  Home  Kule  movement  took  place  in 
1871,  and  he  has  quoted  a  speech  made 
in  that  year.  My  right  hon.  Friend  has, 
therefore,  had  time  to  give  some  atten- 
tion to  this  subject.  In  1874  Mr.  Butt 
moved  an  Amendment  to  the  Address 
raising  the  question  of  Home  Bule,  and 
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my  right  hon.  Friend  himself  replied. 
He  said,  if  a  Home  Eule  plan  was  pro- 
posed— 

**  We  BhaU  first  inquire  whether  it  be  intel- 
ligible before  we  inquire  whether  it  be  ex- 
pedient.*' 

He  further  said — 

"It  is  a  daneerous  and  tricky  system  for 
Parliament  to  aaopt — ^to  encounter  national  dis- 
satisfaction, if  it  really  exists,  with  the  assur- 
ance which  may  mean  anything  or  nothing — 
which  may,  perhaps,  conciliate  the  feeJing  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  for  a  moment  and  at&act 
a  passing  breath  of  popularity,  but  which, 
when  the  day  of  trial  comes,  may  be  found 
entirely  to  faU.  It  is  a  method  of  proceeding 
which,  whatever  Party  may  be  in  power,  or 
whatever  measures  may  be  adopted,  I  trust 
this  House  will  never  condescend  to  adopt.'* — 
(3  Han$ard,  [218]  131-2). 

Well,  Sir,  when  my  right  boo.  Friend 
used  those  words,  was  it  his  intention 
that  we  were  absolutely  to  exclude  from 
our  minds,  in  discussing  Mr.  Butt's 
Amendment,  all  details  and  particulars  ? 
How  is  it  possible  that  we  can  discuss 
at  length  a  plan,  and  say  whether  it  is 
a  good  or  a  bad  plan,  unless  we  are 
allowed  to  discuss  details  and  particulars, 
and  unless  we  have  some  knowledge  as 
to  which  of  those  details  and  particulars 
represent  the  fixed  and  settled  opinion 
and  judgment  of  the  Government — to 
which  they  intend  to  adhere,  and  which 
are  not  to  be  left  to  the  hazard  of  dis- 
cussion in  Committee  ?  My  right  hon. 
Friend  said  the  Committee  stage  of  this 
Bill  is  not  to'be  anticipated.  I  maintain 
that  the  essence  of  this  question — whe- 
ther it  is  wise  or  politic  to  grant  a 
Legislative  Body  to  Ireland? — lies  in 
these  details;  and  that  unless  we  can 
see  beforehand  a  good,  intelligible,  and 
satisfactory  plan,  no  man  among  us  will 
be  entitled  to  say  **  Aye  "  to  the  Motion 
for  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill. 
Well,  Sir,  my  right  hon.  Friend  used 
much  language  of  the  same  kind  on  the 
introduction  of  this  Bill.  He  said  he 
wanted  no  longer  that  we  '*  should  fence 
and  skirmish  with  this  question,"  but 
that  we  should  *' come  to  close  quarters." 
But  how  are  we  to  come  to  dose  quarters 
with  this  question  unless  we  are  allowed 
to  discuss  the  details  and  particulars, 
and  to  know  what  are  the  main  points 
of  the  plan  of  the  Government  to  which 
they  intend  to  adhere,  and  which  are 
not  subject  to  alteration  in  Committee  ? 
My  right  hon.  Friend  said  a  good  deal 
to-night  upon  the  question  of  the  reten- 
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tion  of  the  Irish  representation  in  this 
House.  He  has  hinted — I  cannot  say  I 
entirely  understand  his  proposal — he 
has  hinted  at,  I  belieye,  the  outlines  of 
oertain  proposals  which  the  Government 
themselves  intend  to  make.  But,  as  I 
understood,  the  whole  question  of  the 
retention  of  Irish  representation  in  this 
House  is  one  which  is  open  to  considera- 
tion in  Committee.  Well,  now,  let  me 
point  out  one  or  two  of  the  conse- 
quences which  rest  upon  the  decision 
to  which  the  House  may  come  upon 
this  point  of  detail,  as  it  was  described 
the  other  day  by  my  right  hon.  Friend. 
If  the  Irish  Members  are  to  be 
absolutely  excluded  from  this  House,  it 
follows  as  a  necessary  consequence  that 
a  large  measure  of  legislative  independ- 
ence must  be  conceded  to  the  Irish  Legis- 
lative Body  and  to  the  Irish  Government. 
There  must  be  in  Ireland  some  kind  of 
representative  government,  and  there 
must  be  in  Ireland  some  power  of  legis- 
lation, and  if  the  Irish  Members  are  ex- 
cluded from  this  House  it  is  clear  that 
we  cannot  legislate  for  them  here.  There- 
fore, the  necessary  alternative  is  that  we 
should  allow  them  to  legislate  for  them- 
selves. But  if  this  detail  be  settled  the 
other  way,  if  it  be  ultimately  settled  that 
the  Irish  representation  is  to  be  retained 
in  this  House,  then  there  no  longer  arises 
this  imminent  necessity  that  the  Irish 
Parliament  should  have  complete  power 
of  legislation  over  every  Irish  matter. 
On  the  contrary,  there  arises  a  very 
strong  presumption  the  other  way ;  be- 
cause if  the  Irish  Members  are  present 
in  this  House — whether  they  come  to 
discuss  finance  or  anything  pise — I 
maintain  it  will  be  impossible  that  Irish 
questions  should  be  excluded  from  dis- 
cussion in  this  House ;  and  thus  two  in- 
fluences, acting  possibly  in  opposite  and 
contradictory  ways,  would  be  brought 
to  bear  on  the  Irish  Government,  and 
pressure  might  be  applied  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  and  through  him  to  the 
Irish  Government,  by  a  majority  in  this 
House,  which  is  altogether  opposed  in 
political  opinions  to  the  majority  of  the 
Irish  Legislature,  to  which  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment would  be  responsible.  There- 
fore, I  say  it  is  of  first  and  cardinal  im- 
portance that  we  should  know,  before 
we  decide  this  question,  whether  Ire- 
land is  to  have  a  Legislature  competent 
to  deal  with  all  Irish  matters ;  whether  it  j 
is  or  is  not  proposed  that  Ireland  is  to  I 
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retain  a  permanent,  a  temporary,  a  com- 
plete, or  a  limited  representation  within 
the  walls  of  this  House.  We  know  very 
well.  Sir,  what  are  the  causes  which  have 
induced  the  Government  to  give  their 
benevolent  consideration  to  the  proposal 
that  the  Irish  representation  in  this 
House  should  be  retained.  We  know 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamber- 
lain) formulated  his  demands  on  this 
subject  in  a  somewhat  imperative 
fashion.  We  know  that  the  fate  of 
this  Bill  may  not  improbably  depend 
upon  the  decision  to  which  my  right 
hon.  Friend  may  come.  Well,  Sir,  I 
do  not  know,  I  am  not  able  to  say,  what 
effect  upon  my  right  hon.  Friend's  opi- 
nion the  proposals  announced  to-night 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  may  have. 
I  should  doubt  whether  they  would  be 
such  as  to  satisfy  his  requirements  or 
to  conciliate  his  opposition.  What  has 
been  the  main  ground,  as  I  understand 
it,  of  my  right  hon.  Friend's  demand 
that  the  Irish  representation  in  this 
House  should  be  retained?  Why,  be- 
cause thefr  exclusion  was  the  clear,  the 
palpable,  the  unanswerable  proof,  the 
outward  and  visible  sign  of  the  complete 
separation  which  is  intended  by  this 
measure  between  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land. I  do  not  understand  my  right 
hon.  Friend  to  have  made  this  demand 
as  a  complete  and  final  satisfaction  to 
all  the  alterations  which  he  would  re- 
quire in  this  measure.  He  has  made 
it  as  the  indispensable  preliminary  for 
the  further  alterations  which  he  thinks 
scarcely  less  necessary.  He  has  told 
us  what  are  the  modifications  which  he 
thinks  are  required.  He  has  told  us 
that  he  would  like  to  see  a  separate 
Legislative  Body  or  Provincial  Council, 
or  whatever  it  may  be  called,  granted 
to  Ulster.  He  has  told  us  that  he 
would  wish  to  see  the  complete  con- 
trol maintained  over  taxation  retained 
in  the  hands  of  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament; and  he  has  told  us  that  he 
would  wish  to  see  all  the  arrangements 
about  the  first  and  second  Orders  and 
the  property  qualification  removed  from 
the  Irish  Legislative  Body.  These  are 
all  necessary  alterations  which  he  con- 
siders would  logically  follow  upon  the 
retention  of  the  Irish  representation  in 
Parliament.  I  am  not  sure  whether  in 
any  case  it  would  have  been  admitted 
that  those  alterations   would  logically 
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have  followed  from  these  concessions; 
but  I  feel  tolerably  certain  that  no  such 
alteration  will  follow  from  the  extremely 
limited  concession  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has  made  to-night  to  the  de- 
maDds  which  have  been  put  forward  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
West  jBirmingham.  The  fact,  as  I  un- 
derstand it|  is  this — that  although  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  has  spoken  of  a  federal 
arrangement,  he  has  not  departed  in 
principle,  or  departed  very  far,  from  his 
original  proposal  of  granting  to  Ireland 
a  great  municipality  for  the  manage- 
ment of  certain  strictly  specified  objects, 
strictly  limited  and  controlled  by  Par- 
liament, and  acting  in  subordination  to, 
and  under  the  control  of,  Parliament, 
and  of  a  GoTernment  responsible  to 
Parliament.  That,  Sir,  I  understand 
to  be  the  form  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  would  wish  to  give  to  this  Bill. 
I  cannot  say  that  I  have  heard  one  word 
to-night  from  my  right  hon.  Fnend  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  which 
shows  that  he  is  in  the  slightest  degree 
inclined  to  make  any  concessions  to  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  or  to  those  who  agree 
with  him,  in  this  direction ;  and  that 
although  he  intends,  for  certain  spe- 
cified exceptional  and  rare  purposes, 
Irish  Representatives  may  return  to  this 
House,  yet  that  this  complete  and  vir- 
tual separation  of  the  two  Legislatures 
and  of  the  two  Governments  is  to  be  as 
complete,  if  not  even  more  complete, 
than  when  the  Bill  was  originally  in- 
troduced. It  seems  to  me,  if  I  rightly 
understood  something  that  fell  from  my 
right  hon.  Friend  to-night,  that  one  of 
the  new  proposals  goes  far  towards 
making  the  Irish  Legislative  Assembly 
a  CO  ordinate  Assembly  with  the  British 
Legislature.  I  understand  that  there  is 
to  be  something  in  the  nature  of  a 
Commission  which  is  to  report  on  foreign 
and  other  matters ;  that  the  two  Houses 
are,  through  this  Commission,  to  have 
the  power  of  conferring  with  each  other, 
and  upon  an  Address  from  the  Irish 
House  the  Irish  Members  may  be  invited 
over  here  to  discuss  Imperial  matters. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE,  interrupt- 
ing, was  understood  to  say  that  the 
noble  Marquess  was  referring  to  an  en- 
tirely distinct  matter. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
Well,  Sir,  I  will  not  discuss  this  mat- 
ter^ because  I  confess  that  I  do  not 


understand  fully  what  the  proposal  was. 
I  think  it  is  unfortunate  that  a  proposal 
which  seems  to  me  of  very  considerable 
importance,  and  which  may  have  a  very 
considerable  efiPect  on  the  opinions  of 
many  hon.  Members  in  giving    their 
vote  on  the  second  reading  of  l£is  Bill, 
should  be  only  before  us  in  the  form  of 
a  statement  by  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
and  that  we  should  not  have,   and  I 
suppose  we  cannot   have,    before    the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  a  clear  and 
definite  statement  in  the  form  of  clauses 
in  the  Bill  to  tell  what  are  these  actual 
proposals  now   going    to  be  made.     I 
must    assume,    after    what    we    have 
heard    to-night,    that    although    this 
Bill  is  subject  to  large    modifications 
in  Committee,  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  that  it  should  remain  sub- 
stantially in  the  form  in  which  it  was 
introduced.    Well,  then,  perhaps  I  may 
say  briefly  what  are  some  of  the  prin- 
cipal objections  which  I  entertain   to 
this  Bill,  and  why   I  cannot  give  my 
support  to  it.      In   the   first  place,   I 
should  like  to  say,  before  I  pass  away 
altogether  from  that  point,  that  it  seems 
to  me  altogether  erroneous  to  say,  as 
my  right  hon.  Friend  said  in  his  Mani- 
festo the  other  day,  and  I  think  he  re- 
peated it  to-night,  that  the  sole  princi- 
ple which  is  contained  in  this  Bill  is  the 
concession  of  autonomy  to  Ireland.    Sir, 
I  find  in  this  measure  other  principles, 
or,  at  all  events,  provisions  involving 
principles,  which  are  of  far  greater  im- 
portance than  are  contained  in  a  dozen 
ordinary  Bills.     In  the  first  place,  there 
is  an  alteration  in  the  constitution  of 
Parliament.     For  all  practical  purposes, 
notwithstanding  what  we  have  been  told 
to-day,  the  Imperial  Parliament  is  hence- 
forward to  be   representative    of   two 
Kingdoms  instead  of  three.     That  is  a 
principle  of   some    importance.      This 
Bill,  for  the  first  time,  limits  the  autho- 
rity of   Parliament.     Hitherto  Parlia- 
ment has  been  omnipotent — perhaps  the 
expression  is  somewhat  too  wide — but 
we  have  been  accustomed  to  consider 
Parliament  omnipotent;  and  I  believe, 
subject  to  the  laws  of  nature  and  of  ita 
own  will,  there  has,  up  to  the  present 
time,  been  no  limitation  upon  the  autho- 
rity of  Parliament.     But  this  Bill,  for 
the  first  time,  will  limit  the  authority  of 
Parliament.     The   d7th  clause    in   the 
Bill,   under    the   guise  of  saving    the 
I  Legislative  power  and  authority  of  Par- 
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liament,  yirtiuallj  parts  with  a  part  of 
the  power  now  possessed  by  Parliament. 
That  clause  says  that  the  powers  of 
Parliament  shall  be  preserved,  notwith- 
standing anything  contained  in  this  Act, 
in  relation  to  all  matters  with  which  it 
is  not  competent  for  the  Irish  Parlia* 
ment  to  deal.  Therefore,  inferentiaily, 
that  clause  lays  down  that  with  matters 
with  which  it  is  competent  for  the  Irish 
Legislature  to  deal,  it  shall  no  longer 
be  competent  for  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment to  deal.  That  is  a  new  principle 
of  some  importance,  and  not  a  detail. 
Then,  again,  for  the  first  time,  a  judi- 
cial authority  is  set  up  which  will  have 
power  to  take  cognizance  of,  and  pro- 
nounce  an  opinion  on,  the  limits  of  Par- 
liamentary authority.  Constitutional 
questions  are  to  be  referred  to  the  Judi- 
cial Committee  of  the  Privy  Council. 
The  Lord  Lieutenant  or  the  Secretary  of 
State  may  refer  such  questions  to  the 
Privy  Council.  The  Privy  Council  is  to 
decide  whether  such  a  question  is  or  is 
not  within  the  competence  of  the  Irish 
Legislative  Body ;  and  if  it  decides  that 
it  is  so  competent  it  will  by  the  same 
decision  decide  that  it  is  not  Constitu- 
tionally within  the  competence  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament.  Sir,  I  say  that 
these  are  enormous  changes  of  principle, 
and  changes  of  principle  which  may 
have  a  more  far-reaching  effect  than 
even  is  contemplated  by  them  as  they 
are  presented  to  ns  in  this  Bill.  I  will 
not  attempt,  I  cannot  attempt,  to  fore- 
cast what  may  be  the  future  influence 
upon  our  Constitutional  notions  and 
Constitutional  practice  of  the  importa- 
tion of  innovations  such  as  these ;  but  I 
say,  at  all  events,  they  are  not  details; 
they  are  principles  which  the  House 
ought  to  bear  in  mind,  and  ought  to  have 
clearly  before  it,  previous  to  giving  its 
assent  to  an  abstract  Resolution  affirm- 
ing, in  the  opinion  of  my  right  hon. 
Fnend,  only  the  principle  that  Ireland 
ought  to  have  some  control  over  its  own 
affairs.  I  should  like  to  state  one  or 
two  objections  to  the  Bill.  I  maintain 
that  the  cardinal  principle  laid  down  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend — the  maintenance 
of  the  unity  of  the  Einpire—is  not  se- 
cured by  this  Bill.  1  think,  Sir,  it 
would  be  an  error  to  suppose  that  the 
unity  of  the  Empire  is  maintained  if  it 
presents  a  united  front  in  foreign  policy, 
if  it  is  represented  by  a  united  Navy 
and  a  united  Army.    As  far  as  external 
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matters  go,  and  as  far  as  our  relations 
with  other  States  and  nations  are  con- 
cerned, we  may  be  able  to  preserve  the 
semblance  of  unity  after  this  Bill  is 
passed ;  but,  as  far  as  our  internal  posi- 
tion goes,  I  say  that  with  the  passing  of 
this  Bill  the  unity  of  the  Empire  will 
have  disappeared.  We  may  have  not 
only  different  laws  in  Ireland  from  those 
which  prevail  in  England  and  Scotland ; 
but  laws  founded  on  totally  different 
principles,  and  administered  in  a  totally 
different  spirit.  And  I  say  that  is  no 
extravagant  supposition.  If  the  prin- 
ciples recently  preached  by  the  Irish 
Land  League  and  the  Irish  National 
League  be  translated  into  legislation  by 
the  Irish  Parliament,  and  if  laws  founded 
on  those  principles  be  administered  by 
those  who  have  had  control  over  the 
National  League,  then  we  shall  find  in 
Ireland  a  state  of  law  relating  to  pro- 
perty, liberty,  and  security  of  life  which 
will  be  of  an  altogether  different  cha- 
racter to  that  prevailing  in  this  country. 
Can  it  be  said  that  the  unity  of  the  Em- 
pire is  maintained  when  an  Englishman, 
going  from  England  to  Ireland,  or  an 
Irishman  remaining  in  Ireland,  finds 
himself  subject  to  a  code  of  laws  ad- 
ministered in  a  totally  different  spirit 
from  that  which  prevails  in  the  rest  of 
the  Empire?  And,  in  my  opinion,  it 
would  be  no  exaggeration  to  suppose 
that  it  would  be  perfectly  possible,  if 
this  Bill  is  passed,  for  an  Englishman 
to  emigrate  to  the  United  States  of 
America  and  find  himself  in  a  condition 
of  things  less  altered  in  all  that  relate 
to  his  G-ovemment,  and  to  the  laws 
under  which  he  lived,  than  if  he  trans- 
ferred his  domicile  from  England  and 
Scotland  to  the  newly-created  Elingdom 
of  Ireland.  I  maintain  that  no  ade- 
quate safeguards  have  been  provided  for 
the  minority.  That  is  a  point  on  which 
my  right  hon.  Friend  dwelt  in  his  intro- 
ductory speech.  He  told  us  who  those 
were  for  whom  protection  was  required. 
There  were  the  Ulster  Protestants,  the 
landlords,  and  the  Civil  servants.  I 
think  the  Ulster  Protestants  have  had 
but  cold  comfort  offered  to  them.  They 
have  been  told  that  various  suggestions 
have  been  made  which  shall  receive  in 
Committee  full  consideration ;  but  none 
of  which  have  assumed  so  practical  a 
shape  as  to  be  worthy  of  attention,  or 
worthy  of  adoption,  by  the  Q-ovemment ; 
and  the  Ulster  Protestants  are  given  to 
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understand  that  if  somebodj  cannot  put 
these  suggestions  into  a  more  practical 
shape  than  the  Government  have  been 
able  to  do,  they  must  be  left  to  take 
their  chance.  Then  the  landlords  are 
to  be  provided  for,  if  the  Land  Purchase 
Bill  passes,  by  being  bought  out.  We 
have  had  significant  hints  regarding  the 
Irish  landlords.  We  have  been  told 
that  '^The  sands  are  running  out,"  and 
that  as  yet  the  Irish  landlords  have 
made  no  sign ;  and  it  would  seem  that 
unless  the  Irish  landlords  can  discover 
some  Constitutional  means  by  which  they 
are  to  express  their  gratitude  for  being, 
in  the  first  place,  compelled  to  become 
exiles  from  their  native  country,  and,  in 
the  second  place,  compelled  to  receive 
only  about  half  the  income  to  which  they 
are  now  legally  entitled — unless  they 
can  find  some  Constitutional  means  of 
expressing  gratitude  for  these  boons,  it 
appears  that  they  also  will  have  to  go 
without  any  compensation  at  all.  We 
will  assume  that  the  landlords  are  bought 
out,  and  the  Civil  servants  pensioned  off. 
There  will  still  be  a  large  minority  be- 
hind in  Ireland,  exclusive  altogether  of 
the  minority  we  have  in  Ulster,  who 
will  be  rendered  the  more  helpless  by 
the  departure  of  the  landlords  and  of 
the  Civil  servants.  There  will  be  all 
those  who  have  done  service  to  these 
obnoxious  classes,  who  have  in  times 
past  done  what  they  thought  good  ser- 
vice, as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  says, 
to  the  maintenance  of  law  and  order ; 
men  who  have  acted  as  jurymen,  and 
have  done  their  duty;  men  who  have 
acted  as  independent  witnesses;  men 
who,  in  one  capacity  or  another,  have 
made  themselves  obnoxious  to  what  will 
Jbecome  the  dominant  power  in  Ireland ; 
and  for  this  minority,  rendered  more 
helpless  by  the  departure  of  those  to 
whom  they  would  have  a  right  to  look 
for  assistance,  no  protection  whatever  is 
provided.  I  recognize,  I  admit,  that 
the  provisions  respecting  the  constitution 
of  the  Irish  Legislative  Body  were  pro- 
bably devised  with  the  honest  intention 
of  giving  what  protection  could  be  given 
to  this  minority.  But  how  have  these 
provisions  been  received  ?  How  many  of 
the  Members  who  have  intimated  their 
intention  to  vote  for  the  second  read- 
ing of  this  Bill  have  expressed  their  in- 
tention to  abide  by  such  provisions? 
And  if  these  provisions  were  passed  into 
lawy  I  must  confess  that  they  appear  to 


me,  however  honestly  intended,  to  be 
far  more  likely  to  produce  a  deadlock 
and  confusion  in  the  Irish  Parliament 
and  the  Irish  administration  than  to  an- 
swer the  purposes  for  which  they  were 
intended — namely,  of  giving  adequate 
security  to  the  minority.  Can  we  doubt 
that  if  there  was  this  deadlock  and  con- 
fusion lasting  for  a  few  years  an  agita- 
tion would  arise— and  probably  a  suc- 
cessful agitation — for  the  abolition  and 
removal  of  these  restrictions,  and  for  the 
abolition  of  the  last  provision  in  this 
Bill,  which  is  intended  for  the  protec- 
tion of  any  Irish  minority  ?  My  right 
hon.  Friend  suggested  in  his  Manifesto 
the  other  day  the  possible  extension  of 
this  measure  to  Scotland,  and  he  spoke- 
of  some  who  viewed  this  proposal  with 
horror.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  re- 
ferred to  anything  I  said  on  this  sub- 
ject. I  certainly  have  never  said  one 
word  to  show  that  I  am  in  the  slightest 
degree  disinclined  to  give  a  large  mea^ 
sure,  and  a  liberal  measure,  of  local  self- 
government  to  the  people  of  Scotland,  if 
they  wish  it.  What  I  have  endeavoured 
to  point  out  is  this — that  if  this  measure 
is  founded  on  sound  principles,  it  ought 
to  be  one  capable  of  being  applied  to 
Scotland.  And  I  have  pointed  out  that 
if  it  was  proposed  to  extend  this  mea- 
sure to  Scotland,  the  people  of  Scotland 
would  scout  and  reject  it;  and  I  have 
attempted  to  show  that  it  is  extremely 
likely  that  the  Irish  people  would  in  a 
short  time  be  as  dissatisfied  with  the 
measure  as  the  Scotch  people  would  be 
at  the  very  first,  and  that  this  measure 
is  not  therefore  likely  to  be  any  final 
solution.  But  my  right  hon.  Friend 
says  in  his  Manifesto  that  if  the  Scot- 
tish question  were  raised,  it  would  be 
debated  upon  its  own  merits,  and  without 
reference  to  any  of  the  painful  con- 
siderations which  have  been  dragged 
into  this  controversy  as  regards  Ireland. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  says — 

'<  If  the  case  of  Scotland  is  discussed,  it  will 
be  done  without  the  painful  and  disparaging 
circumstances  of  controyersy  with  which  we 
are  now  threatened  in  the  case  of  Ireland,  whose 
woeful  history  for  centuries  emboldens  some  of 
us  to  treat  her  as  if  she  had  but  a  limited  share 
in  the  great  inheritance  of  human  right,  and 
none  at  all  in  the  ordinary  pririlege  of  im- 
munity from  gross  and  wholesale  insult— em- 
boldens, I  say,  some  of  us,  but  only  some  of  us, 
and  not,  I  rejoice  to  think,  the  nations  of  Scot- 
land or  of  England.'' 


I  do  not  know  who 


'  some  of  US  "  aire 
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to  whom  my  right  hon.  Friend  refers. 
I  suppose  that  he  refers  to  what  he 
termed  the  representatives  of  class.  I 
may  be  included — I  probably  am  in- 
cluded— among  those  representatives  of 
class  whose  evidence  is  discredited  evi- 
dence, whose  opinion  upon  this  subject 
is  not  worth  having;  but  I  shall  not  be 
debarred,  nevertheless,  from  expressing 
my  opinion  of  the  character,  the  political 
antecedents,  and  the  political  record  of 
the  men  whom  we  are  now  told  are  the 
Representatives  of  the  vast  majority  of 
the  people  of  Ireland,  and  to  whose 
hands  will  be  intrusted,  if  this  Bill 
should  pass,  the  future  destinies  of  Ire- 
land. I  shall  call  as  a  witness  no  dis- 
credited representative  of  class;  but  I 
will  call  as  a  witness  my  right  hon. 
Friend  himself,  and  shall  quote  his  words 
used  five  years  ago,  in  1881,  when  my 
right  hon.  Friend  was  then,  as  now, 
the  Leader  of  the  "  upright  sense  of  the 
nation."  What  was  the  description 
which  he  gave  then  of  the  political 
Party  which  we  are  now  told  by  him  is 
representative  of  the  great  majority  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  ?  The  passage  to 
which  I  refer  has  been  often  quoted; 
but  as  it  is  important  in  this  connection 
I  will  read  it  to  the  House.  My  right 
hon.  Friend,  speaking  at  Leeds  in  1881, 
said — 

**  For  nearly  the  first  time  in  the  history  of 
Christendom  a  body— a  small  body— of  men 
has  arisen  who  are  not  ashamed  to  preach  in 
Ireland  the  doctrines  of  public  plunder.  I 
make  that  charge  advisedly  in  the  situation 
which  I  hold,  and  I  shall  ask  you  to  judge  with 
me  whether  it  is  not  wrung  from  me  by  aemon- 
stratiye  evidence  and  by  tibe  hard  necessity  of 
the  case." 

My  right  hon.  Friend  then  contrasted 
the  policy  and  the  principles  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  with 
those  of  Mr.  O'Oonnell,  and  drew  a  dis- 
tinction between  them  on  five  points. 
He  said — 

"  Mr.  O'Connell  professed  his  unconditional 
and  unswerving  loyalty  to  the  Crown  of  Eng- 
land. Mr.  Pamell  says  if  the  Crown. of  Eng- 
land is  to  be  the  link  between  the  two  countries 
it  must  be  the  only  link ;  but  whether  it  is  to 
be  the  link  at  all— I  am  not  now  quoting  his 
words— -is  a  matter  on  which,  I  believe,  he  has 
given  no  opinion  whatever.  O'Connell  desired 
friendly  relations  with  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try— cordial  and  hearty  friendship.  What  does 
Mr.  Parnell  desire  ?  He  says  the  Irish  people 
must  make  manufactures  of  their  own  in  order 
that  they  may  buy  nothing  in  England.  .  .  . 
Friendship  with  England  was  the  motto  of 
O'Connell,  who  on  every  occasion  declared  his 
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respect  for  property,  and,  as  far  as  I  know,  he 
consistently  maintained  it ;  but  what  says  Mr. 
Pamell  upon  that  subject  P  ....  Now  that  the 
Land  Act  has  passed,  and  now  that  he  is  afraid 
lest  the  people  of  England  by  their  long-con- 
tinued efforts  should  win  the  hearts  of  the  whole 
Irish  nation,  Mr.  Pamell  has  a  new  and  an 
enlarged  gospel  of  plunder  to  proclaim.  He 
says  now  that  whereas  the  rental  of  Ireland  is 
£17,000,000  the  landlord  is  entitled  to  no- 
thing but  the  original  value  of  the  land  before 
the  spade  was  put  into  it ;  and  that  the  rental 
he  may  justly  claim  is  not  £17,000,000,  but  U 
possibly  about  £3,000,000.  And  I  ask  yon, 
gentlemen,  as  honest  men,  not  as  politicians, 
not  as  Liberals,  not  in  any  other  capacity — 
1  ask  you  whether  it  is  possible  to  describe 
proceedings  of  that  kind  in  any  other  words 
more  just  or  accurate  than  as  the  promulgation 
of  thp  gospel  of  sheer  plunder.  The  next  of  the 
five  points  was  respect  for  law  and  human  life. 
On  this  I  think  O'Connell  was  consistent;  and 
I  believe  he  was  unimpeachable.  Mr.  Pamell 
is  somewhat  copious  in  his  references  to  America. 
He  seems  to  set  up  America  as  the  tme  and  only 
friend  of  Ireland ;  but  in  all  his  references  to 
America  he  has  never  found  time  to  utter  one 
word  of  disapproval  or  misgiving  about  what  is 
known  as  the  assassination  literature  of  that 
country.  Not  American  literature ;  no,  there  is 
not  an  American  who  does  not  scorn  it,  and 
spurn  it  and  loathe  it,  as  you  do.  But  there  are, 
it  is  sad  to  say,  a  knot  of  Irishmen  who  are  not 
ashamed  to  point  out  in  the  Press  which  they 
maintain  how  the  ships  in  Her  Majesty's  Navy 
ought  to  be  blown  into  the  air  to  destroy  the 
power  of  England  by  secret  treachery,  and  how 
gentlemen  that  they  are  pleased  to  select  ought 
to  be  made  the  object  of  the  knife  of  the  assassin 
and  deprived  of  life  because  they  do  not  con- 
form to  the  new  Irish  gospel." 

Well,  Sir,  that  was  the  description  given 
five  years  ago — it  may  be  said  a  long 
time  ago—of  that  party,  the  small  party 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  at  that 
time.  I  want  to  know  which  of  the  doc- 
trines that  were  held  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  at  that  time,  and  which 
were  thus  denounced  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  have  been  ever  renounced  or  re- 
pudiated by  the  hon.  G-entleman  or  by 
his  Party  in  this  House  ?  I  do  not  know 
that  they  have  been  verbally  repudiated. 
I  want  to  know  whether  there  is  any 
visible  sign  that  they  have  been  prac- 
tically repudiated?  Is  there  any  dif- 
ference—any essential  or  practical  dif- 
ference—in the  methods  and  procedure 
of  the  National  League  ^m  the  methods 
and  procedure  of  the  Land  League, 
which  was  thus  spoken  of  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  then  ?  As  far  as  I  can  see, 
the  description  given  of  the  policy  of 
that  Party  then  is  not  materially  altered 
in  any  respect  now,  except  that  the  de- 
scription then  given  was  the  description 
of  that  small  Party  which  it  might  then 
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have  been  reasonably  contended  did  not 
represent  any  large  proportion  of  the 
Irish  people ;  but  it  is  now  a  large  Party, 
which  it  is  asserted  does  represent  the 
▼ast  majority  of  the  inhabitants  of  Ire- 
land. Well,  what  was  the  course,  what 
was  the  advice,  what  was  the  policy  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  at  that  time  in  re- 
ference to  that  state  of  circumstances  ? 
My  right  hon.  Friend  said — 

"  But  if,  when  we  hare  that  short  further 
experience  to  which  I  have  referred,  it  shall 
then  appear  that  there  is  still  to  be  fought  a 
final  conflict  in  Ireland  between  law  on  the  one 
■ide  and  sheer  lawlessness  on  the  other ;  if  the 
law  purged  from  defect  and  from  any  taint  of 
injustice  is  still  to  be  repelled  and  refused,  and 
the  first  conditions  of  political  society  are  to  be 
set  at  naiight,  then  I  say,  gentlemen,  without 
any  hesitation,  the  resources  of  civilization 
against  its  enemies  are  not  yet  exhausted.'' 

That  was  the  policy  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  recommended  then,  and  which  I 
venture  to  recommend  now.  If  this  war 
— this  final  conflict  between  law  on  the 
one  side  and  sheer  lawlessness  on  the 
other — is  to  continue,  that  is  the  policy 
which  I  venture  to  recommend  still,  but 
for  recommending  which  I  and  my 
Friends  are  called  the  representatives  of 
class.  I  forget  what  the  other  epithet 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  applied  was. 
[An  hon.  Membeb  :  Dependents.]  But 
these,  we  are  told,  are  now  the  principles 
held  by  the  representatives  of  class. 
Well,  Sir,  my  right  hon.  Friend  con- 
cluded that  speech  by  saying — 

"I,  for  one,  in  that  state  of  facts  relying 
upon  my  fellow-countrymen  in  these  three 
nations  associated  together,  have  not  a  doubt  of 
the  result." 

I  wish  that  I  could  say  the  same  now. 
I  wish  there  was  not  a  doubt  as  to  the 
result  of  the  policy  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  then  recommended.  But,  Sir, 
I  say  that  the  circumstances  which  were 
then  described  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
are  not  materially  or  substantially 
altered  ;  and,  therefore,  in  my  opinion, 
the  policy  my  right  hon.  Friend  then 
recommended,  founded  on  that  state  of 
facts,  ought  not  to  be  substantially  altered 
either.  I  see  no  reason,  simply  because 
the  Party  professing  those  principles  has 
acquired  greater  strength  and  possibly 
a  greater  claim  to  represent  a  larger 
number  of  the  people  of  Ireland — I  see 
no  reason  why  we  are  to  retire  from  that 
which  has  been  called  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  a  conflict  between  law  on  the  one 
side  and  sheer  lawlessness  on  the  other. 


and  why  are  we  to  sacrifice,  without  any 
further  struggle,  the  principles  upon 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  at  that  time,  the  structure  and 
basis  of  society  reposed.  Sir,  it  is  for 
these  reasons,  only  a  few  of  which  I 
have  thus  imperfectly  been  permitted  to 
give  to  the  House,  that  I,  believing  that 
this  measure  is  fraught  with  mischief 
and  disaster  both  to  this  country  and  to 
Ireland,  now  beg  to  move,  as  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  Motion  which  you  have  put 
from  the  Chair,  that  this  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  this  day  six  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  ^'now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  **  upon  this 
day  six  months.*'  —  {The  Marquees  of 
Har  ting  ion,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
*  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  WILLIAM  0'BRIEN(Tyrone,8.): 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  that  most  of  us  on 
these  Benches  are  disposed,  to  a  great 
extent,  to  regard  the  opposition  of  the 
noble  Marquess  as  a  manly  and  a 
straightforward  opposition.  To  a  poli- 
tician of  his  temperament  it  seems  na- 
tural that  apprehensions  such  as  he 
seems  to  entertain  should  occur ;  but  we 
cannot  forget  that  very  much  the  same 
kind  of  apprehension  and  anxiety  weighed 
upon  the  noble  Marquess  in  reference  to 
other  Irish  reforms  ;  and  notably  in  re- 
gard to  so  recent  a  reform  as  the  exten- 
sion of  the  franchise  and  the  retention 
of  the  full  complement  of  Irish  Members 
in  this  House;  and  we  cannot  forget 
that  his  doubts  on  these  matters  did  not 
prevail  even  with  himself,  to  prevent 
the  passing,  and  I  think  all  will  now 
admit  the  happy  passing,  of  these  re- 
forms. I  do  not  know  that  there  is  a 
single  Irish  reform  of  this  century  as  to 
which  doubts  just  as  grave,  and  terrors 
just  as  great,  as  those  which  seem  to 
oppress  the  noble  Marquess  have  not 
prevailed.  But  the  great  question  is 
this — Will  any  man  in  this  House,  will 
even  the  noble  Marquess  himself,  stand 
up  here  and  declare,  in  the  face  of  the 
House  and  of  the  country,  that  any  of 
these  Irish  reforms,  which  so  terrified 
people  when  they  were  being  passed, 
should  be  recalled,  that  any  of  these 
measures  should  be  repealed  ?  I  do  not 
intend  to  follow  the  noble  Marquess 
through  the  somewhat  irritating  topics 
that  he  has  touched  upon  We  are  de- 
uigiii    [Firet  Night.'] 


623   '  Gw&mmmtof  -  {COMMONS} 

termined  to  see,  once  for  all,  whether 
there  is  a  chance  of  having  peace,  and 
putting  an  end,  if  it  is  possible  to  put 
an  end,  to  this  accursed  feud  between 
the  Irish  and  the  English  people.  If 
trouble  and  exasperation  should  come 
again,  we  are  determined  that,  at  all 
events,  it  is  not  on  our  side  the  respon- 
sibility shall  lie,  and  it  will  be  a  heavy 
responsibility  on  whosoever  it  shall  lie. 
The  noble  Marquess  has  quoted  what 
the  Prime  Minister  said  five  years,  and 
he  also  made  a  quotation — I  believe  an 
inaccurate  and  unfounded  one —from  a 
speech  delivered  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cork,  quotations  all  in- 
tended to  show  that  up  to  a  compara- 
tively recent  period  the  Irish  people 
were  not  particularly  well  affected  to- 
wards English  rule,  and  that  hard  things 
were  said.  Well,  hard  things  were  said ; 
but  they  were  said  and  done  on  both 
sides.  I  do  not  know  what  object  there 
can  be  in  reviving  them  by  these  quota- 
tions. I  think  if  we  were  to  go  digging 
into  the  grave  of  the  past  we  might 
possibly  retort,  and  retort  even  more 
successfully  in  raking  up  unpleasant 
memories  After  all,  where  is  tniskind 
of  thing  to  end  ?  What  chance  is  there 
of  this  great  controversy  ever  being 
settled  if  we  go  over  old  battles  and 
bandy  about  stale  quotations  over  and 
over  again  ?  I  think  I  can  speak  for 
myself  and  for  the  others  who  sit  by 
me  when  I  say  that  the  noble  Marquess 
and  his  Friends  may  spare  the  House 
those  quotations.  I,  for  one,  admit  in 
the  fullest  manner  that,  until  I  learned 
something  of  the  temper  of  this  new 
Parliament,  until  this  great  measure 
appeared  on  the  horizon,  that  I  worked 
with  all  my  might  and  all  my  heart 
against  English  rule  in  Ireland ;  and  I 
must  candidly  say  that  my  only  regret 
was  that  my  ability  and  my  capacity 
and  my  power  in  the  matter  were  so 
exceedingly  limited.  I  do  not  think 
there  ought  to  be  any  difficulty  about 
our  admitting  that.  But  the  question, 
after  all,  is  not  what  we  said  and  what 
we  did  then,  or  what  we  said  of  others 
or  what  others  said  of  us,  but  what  we 
say  and  what  we  do  now,  or  rather 
what  the  Irish  people  will  feel  and  say 
if,  by  a  free  vote  and  a  free  gift  of  the 
people  of  Qreat  Britain,  the  Irish  people 
are  made  rulers  in  their  own  land,  where 
for  many  a  day  they  have  been  outcasts 
or  slaves  of  hon.  Gentlemen,  some  of 
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them  above  the  Gangway,  and  their 
friends  in  Ireland.  I  hold  that  this 
is,  after  all,  the  great  question.  I 
candidly  admit  that  the  state  of  feel- 
ing up  to  the  present  between  the 
two  countries  was  about  as  bad  as 
it  possibly  could  be.  Why,  the  state 
of  feeling  in  Ireland  is  the  reason 
why  we  are  discussing  this  Bill,  and  I 
say  the  worse  the  feeling  is  at  pre- 
sent 'the  greater  the  justification  for 
the  Bill;  and  it  will  he  the  glory  o{ 
the  Bill  if  it  should  succeed  in  removing 
that  feeling,  and  in  replacing  and  con- 
verting the  present  rancour  and  passion 
into  feelings  of  friendliness  and  good- 
will. The  question  is,  will  it  succeed  in 
doing  that  ?  for  I  take  it  for  granted  that 
if  Englishmen  could  really  persuade 
themselves  that  this  Bill  would  satisfy 
Ireland  and  cure  Irish  discontent  the 
objections  of  three  fourths  of  reasonable 
Englishmen — even  the  noble  Marquess 
himself — would  vanish  and  fall  to  the 
ground.  I  do  not  suppose  that  anybody 
would  for  a  moment  contend,  for  in- 
stance, that  if  the  people  of  Scotland 
wanted  a  Parliament  they  could  not 
have  it.  I  do  not  believe  there  is  any 
Colony  in  the  Empire  that  could  not  have 
for  the  asking  that  Parliament  the  Irish 

Eeople  have  so  long  and  so  passionately 
een  asking  for.  The  Prime  Minister  has 
quoted  to-night  the  words  of  a  distin- 
guished Irishman — Sir  Charles  Gavan 
Duffy— with  regard  to  Canada.  Canada 
was  disloyal  when  refused  Home  Bule ; 
but  she  was  friendly  and  loyal  because  she 
was  granted  Home  Eule.  Well,  I  think 
the  same  thing  may  be  said  of  Ireland. 
Of  course,  it  is  a  very  serious  and  a  very 
grave  question  whether  this  measure,  as 
it  stands,  will  be  a  completely  successful 
one.  We  are  not  here  to  offer  you  any 
exaggerated  assurance  on  that  subject. 
We  cannot,  of  course,  lay  open  the 
future.  We  cannot  forecast  the  future, 
and  make  you  certain  of  what  will  come 
to  pass.  There  is  no  doubt  that  a  cer- 
tain risk  will  have  to  be  taken ;  but 
have  you  been  taking  no  risks  in  the 
past,  and  will  you  be  taking  no  risks  if 
you  should  reject  this  measure?  I  am 
sure  the  House  will  not  misunderstand 
what  I  say.  It  is  very  much  the  habit  to 
misunderstand  and  pervert  our  opinions, 
even  if  they  are  put  in  the  very  plainest 
and  frankest  language  we  can  command. 
I  do  not  think  I  need  say  that  in  speak- 
ing of  risks  I  do  not  mean  dynamite.    I 
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do  not  suppose  you  put  us  so  low  as  to 
suggest  tnat,  or  that  your  courage  is  at 
so  low  au  ebb  that  would  pay  any  at- 
tention to  miserable  risks  of  the  kind. 
I  speak  of  the  risk  of  having  ever  at 
your  door  a  discontented,  a  coerced,  and 
an  exasperated  Irish  people,  struggling 
for  what  your  greatest  statesman  labours 
to  accomplish,  and  for  which  he  has 
pledged  his  reputation  to  be  her  right. 
As  I  have  said,  we  do  not  pretend  to  dive 
into  the  future ;  but  short  of  doing  that, 
short  of  something  like  a  revelation  from 
Heaven,  I  ask  any  reasonable  English- 
man what  proof  he  can  demand  that  he 
has  not  got,  seeing  that  this  Bill  is  ac- 
cepted by  the  Irish  Representatives,  by 
the  Irish  people,  aye,  and  by  the  Irish 
race  throughout  the  globe,  accepted,  as 
at  all  events  embodying  upon  the  whole 
a  Treaty  of  Peace  between  the  two  coun- 
tries— a  Treaty  of  Peace  that  can  and 
will  be  loyally  and  honestly  stuck  to  by 
them.  I  would  ask  you  what  topic  has 
ever  been  started,  what  question  raised 
upon  which  any  people  have  ever  been 
so  heartily  united,  so  marvellously  una- 
nimous as  the  Irish  people  were  on  this 
question  ?  If  men  are  determined  to 
disbelieve  us,  then  there  is  an  end  of  the 
matter — ^if  you  believe  that  20,000,000 
or  so  of  us  have  entered  into  a  con- 
spiracy of  lying  and  hypocrisy,  why  of 
course  there  is  an  end  of  the  matter. 
But  I  ask  Englishmen,  what  evidence 
have  you  in  Irish  history,  or,  indeed,  in 
the  history  of  the  Hepresentatives  of 
Ireland,  as  long  as  Ireland  has  had  real 
representation  in  this  House — when  did 
they  ever  conceal  their  opinion  of  you, 
or  where?  Certainly  I  am  under  the 
impression  that  our  weakness  is  rather 
in  the  opposite  direction.  We  have  been 
often  enough  charged  with  violence  of 
language,  brutality  of  language,  and  a 
great  many  other  things.  I  will  not  go 
back  upon  these  subjects  now,  I  will  not 
even  say  whether  these  taunts  have  been 
just  or  unjust;  but  I  do  say  we  have 
never  been  charged  with  want  of  can- 
dour to  you.  Yes,  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  and  his 
Party  in  this  House  have  represented 
the  Irish  difficulty  in  all  its  extent,  and 
breadth,  and  depth.  GDhat  is  what 
brings  us  here — ^that  is  our  pride  and 
our  strength.  It  was  your  advantage 
so  long  as  you  were  dealing  with  ns  as 
enemies,  and  it  is  so  now  that  you  are 
dealing  with  us  as  friends.    It  is  our 


advantage  too.  You  know,  in  dealing 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  that 
you  deal  with  the  Bepresentatives  of  the 
whole  Irish  race  throughout  the  world. 
We  have  never  said  a  more  extreme 
thing  in  Ireland  than  we  have  said  to 
your  faces  in  this  House ;  and,  on  the 
other  hand,  there  is  not  an  extreme 
assemblage  of  Irishmen  throughout 
the  world  to  whom  we  would  be  in 
dread  to  repeat  what  we  say  here 
to-night.  The  Irish  people  are  as  eager 
as  you  can  be  to  have  an  end  to  this 
miserable  and  everlasting  quarrel ;  and 
we  believe  that  this  Bill  offers  us  a 
means  of  ending  this  quarrel  upon  terms 
that  will  not  harm  you  and  which  do 
no  dishonour  to  our  cause.  We  believe 
that.  Sir.  Of  course,  I  have  no  doubt 
that  attempts  will  be  made — as  attempts 
have  been  made — to  manipulate  and 
torture  the  expressions  of  individual 
Irishmen  and  some  of  our  own  Mem- 
bers who  expressed  themselves  not  al- 
together satisfied  with  the  Bill.  But 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  told  you  so 
himself  the  first  night  he  opened  his 
mouth  on  the  subject — the  Bill  is  not 
a  Jove-born  goddess  sprung  perfect  from 
the  brain  of  the  Prime  Minister.  It  does 
not  pretend  to  be  without  failing  or  fault, 
or  to  satisfy  everyone.  We  intend  to 
fight  as  strongly  as  we  can,  and  to  pro- 
test against  some  of  its  details.  Why 
do  we  protest  ?  Why  should  we  try  as 
hard  as  we  can  to  amend  parts  of  the 
measure  ?  It  is  simply  because  we  mean 
to  accept  it,  and  to  work  it  loyally.  If 
there  was  any  Machiavellian  motive  at 
work  Irishmen  would  hold  their  tongues 
about  the  defects  of  the  Bill  instead  of 
criticizing  it.  They  would  swallow  every- 
thing—they would  bind  themselves  to 
every  clause  and  line  of  the  Bill.  But 
is  that  the  sort  of  assent  that  English- 
men want  from  intelligent  men  to  this 
Bill  ?  What  is  the  heart  and  essence 
of  this  Treaty  of  Peace  between  the  two 
countries  ?  Is  it  that  the  Irish  people 
shall  pay  an  Imperial  contribution  of  so 
many  hundred  thousands  more  or  less 
— that  the  Irish  Parliament  should  have 
the  power  of  dealing  with  this  or  that 
particular  subject  ?  Is  it  that  we  shall 
come  here  or  not  ?  No.  What  we  want 
is  not  an  absolute  guarantee  that  in 
every  particular  this  or  that  detail  shall 
or  shaU  not  be  fixed  or  unchangeable — 
this  is  not  a  measute  like  the  Laws  of  the 
Medes  and  Persians— for  there  is  a  pro- 
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vision  for  revision.  No ;  the  heart  and 
the  marrow  of  the  Bill  is  that  it  shall  be 
accepted  in  a  spirit  of  honesty  and  of 
loyalty  and  of  goodwill  to  this  Empire. 
The  essence  of  its  successful  working  is 
that  the  Irish  Parliament  of  the  future 
— that  its  relations  to  this  Empire  shall 
be  relations  of  friendship  and  cordiality 
and  peace,  instead  of  being  relations, 
as  they  have  been  and  are  now,  of  deep 
and  sullen  resentment.  I  believe  that 
that  is  the  spirit  in  which  the  Bill  is 
accepted;  and  if  that  is  the  spirit  in 
which  it  is  worked,  the  English  people 
will  receive  without  the  least  alarm  and 
with  every  sort  of  goodwill  any  pro- 
posals to  give  more  enlarged  effect  to 
the  system  of  Local  Government  in  Ire- 
land, and  the  goodwill  of  the  two  coun- 
tries may  determine  our  course.  That 
is  what  we  have  to  look  to.  We  are 
not  here  splitting  straws.  If  we  could 
not  see  our  way  honestly  to  accept  this 
Bill,  honestly  as  a  settlement  of  the 
question,  we  would  say  so  to  you  ;  aye, 
and  if  we  did  not  say  it  the  Irish  people 
would  say  it  in  spite  of  us,  and  I  promise 
you  you  would  not  have  the  least  reason 
to  mistake  them  for  an  instant.  The 
question  after  all  is  one  whether  you 
will  trust  us  and  believe  us  ?  We  do 
not  for  an  instant  pretend  that  this  Bill 
will  satisfy  every  man  of  the  Irish  race. 
I  may  say  that  0' Donovan  Eossa,  for 
instance,  is  discontented  with  the  Bill, 
and  we  do  not  hope  altogether  to  conquer 
his  objection.  We  do  not  even  promise 
that  by  any  incantation  you  can  eradi- 
cate feelings  the  growth  of  many  a  sad 
year  and  many  a  sad  century.  We  do 
not  believe  anything  of  the  kind.  It 
will  take  a  long  time  completely  to  era- 
dicate these  feelings ;  but  see  what  has 
occurred  in  the  case  of  Earl  Spencer. 
Now,  Sir,  I  admit,  and  perhaps  nobody 
has  better  reason  to  admit  it  than  I  have, 
that  we  sadly  misapprehended  Earl 
Spencer  in  Ireland .  [Ironical  I'ory  cheers,  ] 
Well,  I  trust  hon.  Members  may  make 
their  own  comment  on  that ;  but  I  be- 
lieve that  Earl  Spencer  was  the  first 
to  acknowledge  that  the  misunderstand- 
ing was  not  altogether  on  the  one  side. 
At  all  events,  he  has  to  thank  the  un- 
fortunate system  of  the  government  you 
sent  him  over  to  administer,  and  the  sort 
of  officials  he  had  around  him  there.  I 
say  this,  and  I  say  it  from  my  heart,  that 
the  mistakes  he  made  were  mistakes 
that  belong  to  the  system ;  but  certainly 
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the  manliness  with  which  he  has  ac- 
knowledged them  belongs  altogether  to 
himself,  and  not  to  the  system.  What  has 
happened  in  the  case  of  Earl  Spencer? 
One  touch  of  kindliness  in  one  speech 
at  Newcastle  has  effaced  and  obliterated 
years  of  bitter  memories  from  the 
hearts  of  Irishmen  ;  and  the  speeches  of 
the  Prime  Minister  in  this  House  and 
the  kindly  English  feeling  shown  in  this 
House,  and,  I  am  glad  to  say,  out  of  it, 
Sir,  these  things  have  done  more  than 
50  Coercion  Acts  could  do — ^havo  done 
more  to  bring  about  a  union,  a  real 
union,  a  union  of  sympathy  and  of 
generosity  and  respect  between  the  two 
countries.  Well,  Sir,  I  ask  you  is  that 
a  people  so  hopeless  to  conciliate  ?  Are 
you  afraid  to  go  on  in  that  path  both  of 
conciliation  and  of  trust ;  or  are  you  less 
afraid  to  plunge  back  again  into  that 
miserable,  dismal  labyrinth  of  repres- 
sion and  anger  and  wretchedness  which 
has  left  you  and  the  Irish  people  where 
they  stand  to-day  ?  I  cannot  pretend  to 
gauge  the  effect  all  at  once  of  the  pro- 
positions which  the  Prime  Minister  has 
laid  before  the  House  to-night  with  re- 
spect to  the  question  of  the  exclusion  or 
retention  of  the  Irish  Members  in  this 
House ;  but  I  shall  humbly  say  this — 
that  in  so  far  as  they  seem  to  promise 
that  there  shall  be,  at  all  events,  no 
immediate  and  no  enforced  retention  of 
the  Representatives  of  Ireland  away 
from  their  own  country  in  this  Parlia- 
ment, in  so  far  I  most  solemnly  believe 
that  his  views  are  views  recommended 
in  the  interests  of  lasting  peace  and 
union.  The  noble  Marquess  has,  like 
many  other  opponents  of  this  Bill,  shown 
some  concern  for  our  dignity  and  our 
feelings  in  this  matter.  Of  course,  we 
are  very  much  touched  by  that.  But  so 
far  as  our  feelings  are  concerned,  the 
noble  Marquess  and  his  Friends  may  be 
quite  content  to  let  us  take  care  of  our- 
selves. So  far  as  we  are  concerned,  we 
are  disposed  to  think  our  rights  are 
sufficiently  guarded  by  the  provisions  to 
which  the  Prime  Minister  alluded.  So 
far  as  we  ourselves  are  concerned,  if  we 
entertained  the  sinister  and  Machiavellian 
views  and  designs  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
sometimes  affect  to  pretend  to  think  we 
hold,  we  would  stick  to  that  representa- 
tion. We  would  keep  our  people's  eyes 
fixed  upon  jrou  here  as  the  persons  re- 
sponsible for  anything  that  might  go 
wrong  in  Ireland.    We  would  keep  our 
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grip  of  this  place  and  use  our  power 
here  to  distract  your  councils  and  wring 
further  concessions.  That  would  ob- 
viously be  the  policy.  And  it  would  be 
the  advantage  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cork  if  he  had  those  dark 
and  sinister  designs.  That  is  not  his 
policy— he  has  no  such  designs.  He  is 
ready  and  willing  to  take  upon  his  own 
shoulders  the  whole  duty  and  responsi- 
bility of  governing  and  satisfying  Ire- 
land. He  is  anxious  that  his  whole 
energies,  and  the  energies  of  my  hon. 
Friends  and  the  Representatives  in  the 
new  Parliament,  should  be  devoted  en- 
tirely to  that  task— and  it  is  a  task 
almost  for  a  Hercules — of  building  up 
the  resources  and  happiness  of  our  un- 
fortunate people,  and  of  pulling  up  for 
ages  of  misery  and  neglect.  If  he  fails 
the  Irish  people  will  not  reproach  you. 
We  believe  that  he  will  not  fail.  We 
believe,  at  all  events,  that  that  will  be  a 
sufficiently  onerous  and  honourable  task 
to  occupy  all  the  energies  of  the  Irish 
Members.  In  other  years,  when  a  hap- 
pier spirit  reigns  between  the  two 
countries,  if  jou  should  desire  the  par- 
ticipation of  Irishmen  in  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Emigre,  or  if  Irishmen 
themselves  should  desire  it,  as  they  pos- 
sibly might,  you  would  then  be  glaa  to 
have  some  of  my  hon.  Friends  coming 
back  here  as  your  friends  and  equals. 
I  believe  you  would  then  find  them  to 
be  a  greater  strength  to  your  Empire 
than  ever  they  are  likely  to  be  so  long 
as  you  retain  them  here  against  their 
will  for  the  purpose  of  humiliating  the 
Irish  people.  Sir,  the  noble  Marquess 
dwelt  once  more  upon  the  woes  in  the 
future  of  the  loyal  minority.  Well,  Sir, 
we  on  these  Benches  candidly  are  not 
inclined  to  take  altogether  seriously  the 
opposition  of  some  of  those  Gentlemen 
from  the  North-East  of  Ulster.  To  my 
mind,  instead  of  depriving  them  of  any 
power  they  possess  at  this  moment,  this 
Bill  proposes  to  confer  upon  them  power 
of  the  most  enormous  character. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  Hear,  hear! 

Mb.  WILLIAM  O'BRIEN:  Power 
which  they  have  lost,  and  which  by  no 
earthly  possibility  can  they  hope  to 
recover  without  this  Bill. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  Hear, 
hear! 

Mb.  WILLIAM  O'BRIEN:  Where 
is  their  power  in  Ireland  at  this  moment  ? 
It  is  lost. 


Mb.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) : 
No. 

Mb.  WTLLIAM  O'BRIEN :  The  hon. 
Member  who  says  "No"  is  somewhat 
of  a  Mark  Tapley.  Is  that  hon.  Mem- 
ber enamoured  of  the  present  position  of 
his  class?  Is  he  hopeful  of  its  pros- 
pects if  this  Bill  should  be  wrecked 
through  the  folly  of  his  class  ?  I  say 
those  men  are  at  present  perfectly  help- 
less and  perfectly  hopeless.  As  to  an- 
other power  in  this  House,  all  I  can  say 
is  it  is  not  so  apparent  to  us  as  it  seems 
to  themselves.  Such  of  us  as  were  in 
the  last  Parliament  remember  the  atten- 
tion that  was  paid  to  their  views  upon 
the  Redistribution  of  Seats,  for  instance, 
by  the  Ohiefs  of  their  own  Tory  Party. 
We  remember  what  short  shrift  they 
used  to  receive  from  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Paddington  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill),  who  is  now  ready  to  **rush 
to  glory  or  the  grave."  The  ablest 
lieutenant  of  that  noble  Lord  called 
them  a  set  of  "  reactionary  Ulster 
Tories."  That  was  when  they  were 
about  double  their  present  number  in 
this  House.  I  confess  I  find  it  extremely 
difficult  to  believe  that  these  Gentlemen 
can  feel  so  very  acutely  being  obliged 
or  invited  to  exchange  their  position  of 
helplessness,  and  I  will  not  say  of  in- 
significance, but,  at  all  events,  of  want 
of  appreciation,  in  this  House,  for  the 
position  of  forming  more  than  one-third 
of  the  entire  Legislature  of  their  own 
country,  in  which,  according  to  this  Bill, 
they  would  almost  have  a  veto  upon  all 
legislation  they  did  not  like.  In  fact,  it 
is  possible  that,  with  103  Representa- 
tives of  property  and  32  Representatives 
of  the  Orange  Democracy,  an  Irish  Con- 
servative who  would  be  willing  to  be- 
come an  Irishman,  and  who  was  en- 
dowed with  a  reasonable  amount  of 
brains,  and  who  possessed  a  reasonable 
capacity  for  framing  a  moderate  and 
Conservative  national  policy,  might  yet 
oust  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Cork  from  the  Leadership  in  the  Irish 
House  of  Commons.  Sir,  we  do  not  object 
to  all  the  power  that  is  being  given 
these  men.  We  recognize  that  a  great 
number  of  our  Protestant  fellow-country- 
men are  estranged  from  us  by  bitter 
memories  and  misunderstandings,  and 
through  causes  which  were  not  of  our 
making,  which  it  is  perfectly  evident 
every  consideration  of  policy  as  well  as  of 
patriotism  would  induce  us  to  remove.  Sur, 
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we  do  not  forget  our  Protestant  Volun- 
teers in  Ireland.  We  do  not  forjfet  our 
Protestant  Parliament — and  our  Parlia- 
ment it  was,  although  it  was  exclusively 
Protestant.  If  Irish  Protestantism  never 
did  anything  for  us  but  produce  our 
Leader — the  Leader  of  the  Irish  race — 
I  can  hardly  argue  it  with  patience — 
everybody  knows  that  the  Irian  Catholic 
who  would  be  a  bigot  or  a  persecutor 
would  be  hooted  out  of  any  assembly  of 
Catholics.  Some  of  us  can  speak  with 
some  slight  authority  on  behalf  of  the 
Protestant  democracy  of  Ireland.  My 
hon.  Friend  sitting  below  me  (Mr.  Jor- 
dan)  is  one  of  those  persecuted  Pro- 
testants whom  his  fellow-countrymen 
elected  for  one  of  the  most  Catholic  con- 
stituencies in  all  Ireland  by  a  majority 
of  7,000.  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  South  Derry  (Mr.  T. 
M.  Healy)  and  myself  are  proud  to  ac- 
knowledge that  we  owe  our  seats  to  the 
votes  of  Protestants  and  Presbyterians ; 
and  although  our  tenure  is  supposed  to 
be  precarious,  I  will  have  very  little 
hesitation  in  going  back  to  the  masses 
of  honest,  industrious  Protestant  farmers 
in  South  Tyrone,  and  asking  them  to 
find  in  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  more 
comfort  and  consolation  than  they  are 
likely  to  find  in  the  alternative  policy  of 
rushing  to  **  glory  or  the  grave.**  Sir, 
we  do  not  grudge  our  Protestant  fellow- 
countrymen  every  safeguard  and  every 
security  which  can  be  given  them.  We 
are  not  afraid  of  their  having  the  most 
ample  power  in  our  Irish  Parliament. 
We  are  bound  by  dear  and  sacred  ties 
to  our  Protestant  fellow-countrymen.  In 
spite  of  what  is  said  in  this  House,  our 
country  is  one  country.  The  race  which 
gave  usGrattan  and  Emmett,  and  Davitt, 
and  Butt,  and  Parnell,  is  not  a  foreign 
race.  I  venture  to  say  time  will  yet 
show  that  they  and  we  understand  one 
another  better  than  this  House  is  likely 
to  understand  either.  We  shall  object 
to  the  money-bag  qualification  for  the 
first  Order,  although  it  is  exaggerated. 
I  do  not  think  we  shall  object  to  the 
special  franchise.  We  do  not  object  to 
the  utterly  disproportionate  representa- 
tion of  the  propertied  classes ;  because 
we  recognize  that  this  Bill,  instead  of 
being  a  measure  for  the  dislocation  of 
society,  is,  in  reality,  to  my  mind,  a 
most  marvellous  plan  for  re-creating 
society  out  of  its  ruins  almost  in  Ireland 
— aye,  and  of  giving  to  a  caste  that  is 
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fallen  and  helpless  such  a  chance  as  it 
never  had  before,  and  never  could  have 
anticipated,  and,  I  must  say,  such  as  it 
scarcely  deserves.  Still  it  opens  to  them 
the  door,  if  they  have  not  the  folly  and 
madness  to  reject  the  offer  of  becoming 
once  more  men  of  weight  and  influence 
in  their  own  country.  If  I  have  not 
trespassed  too  long  on  the  attention  of  - 
the  House,  I  would  wish  to  say  some- 
thing on  the  speech  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister ;  but  really,  under  the  present 
circumstances,  it  would  be  impossible  to 
do  anything  but  praise  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister. Perhaps  the  House  will  allow 
me  to  recall  the  fact  that  there  was  just 
one  occasion  during  the  bitter  conflicts 
of  the  last  five  years  when  I  felt  at 
liberty  to  give  my  own  humble  opinion 
of  the  Prime  Minister  personally,  as 
divorced  from  his  administration  in  Ire- 
land. It  was  just  after  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  carried  a  Besolution  tem- 

Eorarily  exiling  me  from  this  House.  I 
ope  he  can  look  back  upon  the  circum- 
stance with  as  much  equanimity  as  I 
can.  On  that  occasion,  addressing  a 
meeting  of  100,000  people  in  the  PhoBuix 
Park,  I  spoke  with  as  much  warmth  as 
any  Irish  Member  feels  to-day  regard- 
ing the  Prime  Minister.  We  are  not 
mere  worshippers  of  success.  My  Friends 
will  bear  me  out  that  most  of  the  men 
who  have  embraced  the  career  of  Irish 
nationality  did  so  with  the  knowledge 
that  it  is  a  heart-breaking  business.  I 
do  not  know  what  the  fate  of  his  Bill  is 
going  to  be;  but  this  I  do  say — that 
whatever  may  be  its  fate,  and  whatever 
conflicts  may  have  to  come — and  in  spite 
of  all  we  are  not  in  the  least  tired  of  the 
struggle,  if  the  struggle  is  to  come 
again — aye,  and  even  if  we  were  tired, 
there  are  others,  and  others,  and  others 
who  should  take  it  up.  This  much, 
however,  I  do  say — that  I  believe  as 
long  as  the  Irish  name  remains  Irish- 
men will  remember  with  gratitude  and 
affection  the  great  measure  of  liberty 
and  of  peace  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  devoted  the  glorious  sun- 
set of  his  genius  and  his  days. 

Mr.  HOAEE  (Norwich)  said,  he  would 
crave  that  indulgence  of  hon.  Members 
of  the  House  which  he  knew  was  never 
asked  for  in  vain  by  an  hon.  Member 
addressing  them  for  the  first  time.  He 
would  not  have  ventured  to  take  up  the 
time  of  the  House  were  it  not  that  he 
felt  that  during  the  discussion  of  these 
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Irish  questions  the  agriculturists  of 
East  Anglia,  of  which  the  town  he  had 
the  honour  to  represent  was,  perhaps, 
the  Metropolis,  had  long  expressed  a 
decided  opinion  upon  the  questions  now 
hefore  the  House,  and  he  should  he  sorry 
to  have  it  supposed  thej  took  other  than 
the  deepest  interest  in  this  great  suhject. 
He  was  sure  that  if  Home  Bule  could  in 
any  way  bring  justice,  and  by  justice 
prosperity,  to  Ireland  and  to  this  great 
Empire,  the  people  of  the  agricultural 
districts  would  look  upon  it  in  a  very 
different  light  from  that  in  which  they 
looked  upon  it  now.  They  had  to  con- 
sider, if  this  measure  was  carried  out,  in 
what  manner  and  to  what  class  it  would 
bring  prosperity  and  so-called  justice. 
In  Ireland,  it  had  been  rightly  said, 
there  were  almost  two  nations ;  and  they 
need  scarcely  for  a  moment  consider 
whether  it  would  bring  any  advantages 
or  so-called  justice  to  the  Loyal  minority 
who  had  struggled  so  long  in  Ireland  to 
keep  the  Union  intact.  There  was  no 
demand  among  the  Loyal  minority  in 
Ireland  for  this  measure.  On  the  con- 
trary, from  all  sides  they  had  Petitions 
from  that  minority  having  an  opposite 
object — Petitions  telling  them  that  if 
Home  Hule  was  granted  Ireland  the 
most  serious  consequences  would  result 
to  the  Loyal  minority,  to  the  trade  of 
Ireland,  and  to  the  Protestant  religion 
in  Ireland.  They  could  not,  therefore, 
feel  that  such  a  Bill  would  be  of  advan- 
tage to  the  minority  he  referred  to. 
Would  it,  then,  be  of  advantage  to,  and 
would  it  be  received  as  a  finale  by,  the 
rest  of  Ireland,  by  the  majority  who 
had  agitated  for  it  and  brought  about 
the  present  discussion?  It  would  ill 
become  him  to  criticize  the  Bill  that 
they  had  now  before  them  after  the 
eloquent  and  exhaustive  speech  that 
had  been  made  by  the  noble  Marquess 
the  Member  for  the  Bossendale  Division 
of  Lancashire  (the  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington),  and  it  would  be  unnecessary 
for  him  to  say  anything  as  to  its  posi- 
tion. So  young  a  Member  as  he  was 
might  well  hesitate  to  criticize  schemes 
which  it  was  almost  impossible  for  the 
House  to  understand  at  present,  or,  at  any 
rate,  to  realize  what  those  schemes  really 
were.  But  was  it  possible  that  the  ma- 
jority in  Ireland  would  receive  this 
measure  as  a  finale  ?  He  felt  sure  that 
if  justice  was  being  done  by  this  measure 
— ^if  the  rights  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects 


were  being  protected— the  House  would 
not  hesitate  to  meet  any  difficulty,  how- 
ever great,  or  incur  any  expense,  if  a 
measure  of  this  kind  could  be  properly 
carried  out.  In  spite  of  what  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  might 
say,  he  had  reasons  for  feeling  satisfied 
and  confident  that  the  measure  would 
not,  and  could  not,  possibly  satisfy  the 
aspirations  of  the  Irish  Nationalist 
Party.  If  it  satisfied  hon.  Members  in 
that  House,  it  certainly  did  not  satisfy 
other  Irishmen,  who  freely  gave  expres- 
sion to  their  opinions  both  in  America 
and  in  England,  some  of  whom  treated 
the  Bill  as  the  breakfast  or  opening 
meal,  while  others  regarded  it  as  a  first 
instalment,  declaring  that  Ireland  would 
not  stop  in  her  demands  till  she  got  all 
she  required.  If  any  attempt  was  made 
to  work  this  Bill,  the  Government  would 
be  met  with  difficulties  that  would  ne- 
cessarily produce  irritation  as  between 
Ireland  and  Great  Britain.  The  one 
particular  point  as  to  not  having  the 
entire  disposal  of  their  finance  —  he 
meant  the  idea  so  eloquently  expressed 
by  the  Prime  Minister,  of  the  money 
passing  through  the  throat  of  some 
English  official  —  seemed  in  itself  a 
point  that  must,  in  the  natural  course 
of  events,  lead  to  considerable  irritation 
as  between  Ireland  and  Great  Britain. 
He  felt,  too,  that  the  position  of  the 
Irish  in  the  Empire  would  materially 
and  most  seriously  suffer  if  this  measure 
of  Home  Eule  was  carried  out.  They 
had  been  told  that  one  reason  why  Irish- 
men did  not  accept  the  laws  made  by 
the  Imperial  Parliament  was  that  they 
came  to  them  in  a  foreign  garb.  He 
must  express  his  regret  that  they  should 
consider  this  question  of  Ireland  as 
being  in  any  manner  in  an  alien  garb. 
In  the  Government  Offices,  in  the  Armv 
and  the  Navy,  in  commerce  and  in  agri- 
culture, they  were  in  the  habit  of  mixing 
with  the  Irish  people;  but  instead  of  re- 
garding them  as  aliens  they  treated  them 
as  fellow  •  subjects  with  themselves  of 
this  great  Empire.  If,  however.  Home 
Bule  were  granted,  the  working  classes 
especially  might,  when  they  saw  Irish- 
men coming  to  compete  with  them  in 
these  times  of  depression,  be  only  too 
ready  to  receive  them  as  coming  in  an 
alien  garb.  If  we  began  to  dismember 
our  Empire  the  consequences  must  be 
serious  and  fatal.  Some  hon.  Members 
had  aspirations,  perhaps  high  ones,  with 
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respect  to  the  confederation  of  our  Oolo- 
nies  and  Dependencies  with  the  Mother 
Country ;  and  it  might  have  been  hoped 
that  the  great  occasion  of  the  open- 
ing of  the  Colonial  Exhibition  by 
the  Queen  the  other  day  could  be 
regarded  as  the  commencement  of 
that  great  work.  But  he  feared  the 
Colonies  woxdd  not  care  to  join  in  such 
scheme  of  federation  if  the  United  King- 
dom was  first  to  be  broken  up,  as  it  would 
be,  by  this  measure^  and  still  less  if  it 
was  to  be  further  broken  up  by  the  sub- 
sequent passing  of  a  similar  measure  in 
regard  to  Scotland.  He  should  expect 
that,  under  the  circumstances,  the  Colo- 
nies would  hold  aloof;  for  they  would  feel 
that  if  we  could  not  keep  our  own  kith  and 
kin  together  we  could  not  be  expected 
to  keep  our  Colonies,  which  were  at 
so  great  a  distance  from  us,  together. 
The  Prime  Minister,  in  opening  the  dis- 
cussion on  this  question,  quoted  with  all 
reverence  words  from  Holy  Writ,  and 
exhorted  them  to  walk  by  faith  rather 
than  by  sight.  To-day  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  took  a  somewhat  diflPerent 
line,  for  he  said  that  with  the  know- 
ledge of  events  now  before  them  they 
could  judge  for  themselves.  For  his 
own  part,  he  thought  the  time  had 
arrived  when,  in  dealing  with  Ireland, 
they  had  better  walk  by  sight.  They 
had  walked  by  faith  when  they  dealt 
with  the  Established  Church  of  Ireland 
and  the  Land  Question ;  but  they  might 
feel  that  they  could  walk  by  sight  now. 
They  had  knowledge  enough  now  to 
enable  them  to  judge  whether  in  grant- 
ing Home  Bule  they  would  be  givinfi^ 
peace  and  prosperity  to  Ireland.  A 
I'aper  had  lately  been  circulated  which 
he  considered  was,  in  itself,  convincing 
proof  of  what  the  feeling  in  Ireland  of 
a  larsfe  proportion  of  the  population 
must  be  in  reference  to  this  Bill.  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  having  asked 
for  the  free  communication  of  the  views 
of  the  people  of  Ireland,  a  large  corre- 
spondence had  been  received  and  pub- 
lished ;  and  it  was  extremely  interesting 
to  look  through  it,  for  there  was  scarcely 
a  single  extract  in  favour  of  Home  Rule. 
He  concluded  from  this  that  there  must 
be  a  second  volume  to  be  issued  by  the 
Prime  Minister,  and  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  reserved  the  favourable 
extracts  for  that  volume.  Another 
point  of  the  Prime  Minister's  was  that 
there  were  two  roads— one,  they  were 

Mr,  Soare 


told,  would  bring  peace  and  happiness 
to  Ireland,  whilst  it  was  said  the  other 
road  would  lead  to  all  manner  of  evils ; 
and  it  was  sought  to  frighten  them  from 
taking  that  road  by  threats  made  use  of 
by  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  and 
other  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen. 
Well,  they  might  meet  with  dangers  and 
risks  by  taking  that  road  ;  but,  for  hia 
(Mr.  Hoare's)  part,  he  was  not  afraid 
of  the  dangers  and  risks.  He  would 
take  the  road  which  he  believed  to  be 
the  right  one — the  road  of  duty — which 
they  knew  was  not  always  the  smoothest 
or  the  most  pleasant  for  the  time  being. 
The  hon.  Member  below  the  Gangway 
who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien) 
said  Ireland  was  one  country — a  united 
country.  Well,  he  (Mr.  Hoare)  wished 
this  Empire  to  be  one  and  united.  He 
wished  to  prevent  the  weakening  and 
breaking  up  of  the  British  Empire,  be- 
cause he  was  convinced  it  would  not  only 
be  disastrous  to  this  country,  but  to  Ire- 
land ;  and  because  he  believed  that  by 
such  disruption  the  whole  civilized  world 
must  suJBPer.  In  the  previous  debate  on 
this  question  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
quoted  an  old  nursery  rhyme  about  ''Ifs 
and  Ands,"  which  was  scarcely  appro- 
priate to  the  solemnity  of  a  debate  on 
such  a  very  grave  and  important  ques- 
tion. He  would  not  foUow  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  the  tone  of  his  re- 
marks ;  but  he  would  conclude  with  a 
quotation  from  an  old  English  author, 
which  he  considered  more  ^appropriate 
to  the  subject — 

<'  Oh,  if  you  rear  this  house  against  this  house. 
It  will  the  woef ullest  division  prove, 
That  ever  fell  upon  this  cursed  earth  ; 
Prevent,  resist  it,  let  it  not  be  so. 
Lest  child,  child's  children  cry  against  vou— 
woe ! " 

Mr.  B.  FLETCHEE  (Wilts,  Chippen- 
ham) said,  he  thought  it. must  be  clear 
that  the  proposals  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  the  Bossendale  Division  of 
Lancashire  (the  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton)  were  unacceptable  to  the  Mem- 
bers who  certainly  represented  Ireland. 
Therefore,  they  were  thrown  back  on 
this  position.  They  had  no  proposals 
which  were  acceptable  to  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers; and,  consequently, either  the  present 
Bill  must  be  read  a  second  time,  or  the 
policy  of  the  Members  of  the  Opposition 
must  be  the  policy  of  the  future.  He 
thought  that  was  not  a  policy  which 
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could  commend  itself    to   the    House. 
When  he  was  before  hie  constituents 
this  subject  was  much  discussed,  and  at 
Bome  30  large  meetings  which  he  at- 
tended he  was  asked  what  his  views 
were  with  regard  to  the  future  of  Ire- 
land.    The  scheme  he  propounded  was 
very  simple.     It  was   that  we  should 
give  looal  government  to  Ireland,  and 
also  to  England,  Scotland,  and  Wales, 
and  that  Members  of  Parliament,  after 
transacting  the  local  business  of  their 
respective    countries    in    various  large 
towns,  should  meet  together  at  West- 
minster for  Imperial  work  alone.     The 
Conservative  Press  was  good  enough  to 
tell  him  he  had  better  attend  to  his  Pro- 
fession and  not  endeavour  to  make  laws 
for  nations.     His  scheme,  he  might  ob- 
serve, woxild  lead  up  to  the  federation 
of  our  Colonies.    It  was  most  desirable, 
in  dealing  with  so  great  a  question,  to 
make  the  measure  so  complete  as  to 
give  reasonable  expectation  that  it  would 
form  a  final  settlement.     Nothing  was 
easier  than  destructive  criticism.     He 
remembered,  when  it  was  proposed  to 
enable  dividend  warrants  to  be  sent  by 
post,  the  Bank  of  England  raised  84  or 
86  objections;  but  when  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day  said  the  thing  was  to 
be  done  all  those  objections  disappeared. 
The  longer  the  Bill  was  before  the  coun- 
try the  more  certain  was  it  to  be  accep- 
ted as  an  adequate  and  final  setting  to 
rest  of  the  Irish  problem.     Conservative 
Members  ought  to  welcome  the  removal 
of  Irish  Members  from  the  House,  as 
that  would  be  a  return  to  the  state  of 
things  existing  in  former  days.    There 
was  no  ground  for  assuming  that  the 
Irish  Parliament  would  show  a  hostile 
spirit  to  this  ooimtry,  as  they  would  be 
acting  under  a  sense  of  responsibility  in 
the  eyes  of  Europe  and  of  the  world.   It 
was  said    that  the    so-called   Loyalist 
population  of  Ireland  would  have  re- 
course to  arms.     But  that  was  a  strange 
species  of  loyalty,  as  the  Bill  if  it  passed 
would  be  law,  and  loyalty  was  obedience 
to  the  law.     It  was  idle  to  talk  of  the 
right  of  nations  to  freedom  and  self- 
fifovemment  with  the  case  of  Ireland 
before  us,  which  had  been  governed  so 
long  by  exceptional  coercive  legislation. 
Why  should  we  not  in  this  matter  walk 
by  faith  and  wipe  away  this  reproach  ? 
It  was  a  disgrace  to  this  country  that 
we  should  employ  more  soldiers  to  keep 
Ireland  in  order  than  were  required  in 
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India;  and  he  believed  that  the  Bill 
would  do  much  to  remove  that  reproach 
and  to  draw  the  two  nations  more  closely 
together  than  they  had  been  in  the  past. 
Believing  also  that  the  Bill  would  re- 
move a  stain  from  the  English  cha- 
racter, would  open  up  to  Irdand  a  new 
future,  and  would  be  the  beginning  of  a 
reign  of  peace  and  harmony,  he  hoped  it 
would  pass  with  a  considerable  majority. 
Mb.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  (Shef- 
field, Eccleshall):  Whatever  cause  of 
complaint  the  hon.  Member  who  has 
just  sat  down  may  have,  the  ground  of 
coercion  must  lie  against  Liberal  Ad- 
ministrations. During  the  last  60  years 
about  50  Coercion  Acts  have  been  in 
force,  and  of  these  39  have  been  passed 
by  Liberal  Governments.  Out  of  the  10 
which  have  been  passed  by  Conservative 
G-overnments,  nine  were  merely  modifica- 
tions of  the  legislation  of  their  opponents* 
The  Prime  Minister  has  disestablished  a 
loyal  Church  and  passed  two  Land  Bills, 
each  of  which  he  promised  should  be 
a  final  measure,  and  yet  the  question 
is  as  far  from  settlement  as  ever.  The 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  B.  Fletcher)  has  ad- 
vised us  to  walk  by  faith.  It  requires, 
indeed,  a  vast  deal  of  faith  to  trust  in  the 
Prime  Minister's  Irish  policy  after  his 
20  years  of  conspicuous  failure.  The 
hon.  Member  refers  to  this  Bill  as  if  it 
might  benefit  Irish  commerce,  and  yet 
every  trading  body  in  Ireland,  and 
even  the  trade  unionists,  have  protested 
against  this  Bill,  and  some  of  the 
largest  employers  of  labour  are  about, 
in  consequence  of  this  Bill,  to  remove 
their  establishments  to  Scotland  or 
England.  A  policy  of  separation  has 
been  abruptly  flashed  upon  the  coun- 
try and  upon  a  Parliament  elected  on 
entirely  diflferent  issues.  That  policy 
of  separation  is  expressed  in  a  measure 
the  most  unsettling  and  the  least  final 
of  any  within  human"  experience.  The 
influence  and  outcome  of  this  scheme  of 
disintegration  will  be  even  more  fatal 
in  its  idtimate  results  upon  our  Imperial 
greatness  than  disastrous  in^lits  imme- 
diate effect  upon  the  Union  between 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland.  The  Prime 
Minister's  proposals  are,  beyond  doubt, 
a  complete  surprise  to  Parliament  and 
to  the  country.  In  June  last  the  Prime 
Minister  and  his  Cabinet  had  decided  to 
pursue  what  they  now  stigmatize  as  a 
policy  of  **  coercion,"  though  then  they 
would  have   called  it   **  renewing  the 
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Crimes  Act,"  or  "  simply  enforcing  the 
law,"  or,  perhaps,  "the  repression  of 
sheer  rapine."  A  premonition  of  his 
own  weakness  in  face  of  such  a  tempta- 
tion did  thus  force  its  way  to  articulate 
expression,  in  spite  of  the  experienced 
caution  of  the  **01d  Parliamentary 
Hand."  The  Prime  Minister  contem- 
plated the  certainty  of  a  great  increase 
in  the  Parliamentary  forces  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork.  In  face  of 
that  increase,  he  warned  the  Liberal  Party 
that  it  "  would  not  be  safe  "  for  them  to 
hold  Office  in  a  Parliament  where  the 
Irish  SeparatistPartyheld  the  balance.  I 
quite  agree  with  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Member  for  Rossendalo  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington)  that  this  Parliament  has 
no  moral  right  to  carry  through  such  a 
revolution  as  this  Bill  proposes  without 
giving  the  country  the  opportunity  of 
deciding  upon  the  question.  As  to  the 
verdict  of  the  country,  I  entertain  no 
doubt.  The  great  mass  of  the  people 
of  Great  Britain  will  be  as  resolute  in 
defence  of  their  National  Union  and 
their  Imperial  c^eatness  as  the  English- 
speaking  people  of  the  American  Re- 
public were  unflinching  in  defence  of 
their  Union  20  years  ago.  It  is  the 
greatest  outrage  and  insult  to  Constitu- 
tional and  Popular  Government  and  to 
public  candour  that  the  Prime  Minister 
should  have  kept  the  Irish  Question  in 
Cimmerian  darkness  during  the  General 
Election;  that  he  should  then  try  to 
cram  his  policy  down  the  throats  of  a 
new  Parliament,  without  warning  and 
in  face  of  a  hundred  counter  declara- 
tions from  himself.  When  the  honest 
patriotism  of  many  of  his  most  tried 
and  devoted  followers  revolts  from  this 
fatal  scheme  of  disruption,  and  when 
the  defeat  of  the  measure  is  imminent, 
then  the  Prime  Minister  makes  use  of 
the  most  flagitious  weapon  in  political 
warfare.  He  tries  to  light  up  the  bale- 
ful fires  of  class  antagonism  and  of  social 
hatred.  He  appeals  to  the  basest  pas- 
sions of  the  people  in  a  way  infinitely 
more  mischievous  and  more  reprehen- 
sible than  the  incitements  of  the  Social- 
ist agitators  of  Trafalgar  Square.  He 
denounces  all  those  who  oppose  him  as 
'*  class,"  or  the  dependents  *'  of  class." 
The  appeal  from  argument  to  prejudice, 
and  from  education  and  intelligence  to 
the  passions  of  the  street,  has  been  com- 
mon enough  among  the  demagogues  of 
the  decaying  democracies  of  the  past. 
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It  is  the  first  time  that  a  Minister  of  the 
British  Crown  has  stooped  to  sucli  a 
weapon.  It  is  at  once  a  confession  of 
failure  and  an  irrefutable  indictment  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  of  himself  and 
of  his  followers.  There  is  something 
ludicrous  in  the  attempt  to  stigmatize 
old  Colleagues  and  staunch  Liberals 
like  the  two  right  hon.  Members  for  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  John  Bright  and  Mr.  J. 
Chamberlain^  like  the  lamented  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford  (Mr.  Forster),  like  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Edinbarfi;^h  (Mr. 
Goschen),  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Eylands),  as  "class  or 
the  dependents  of  class,"  It  is  quite 
true  that  all  the  Professions ;  that  the 
most  eminent  men  in  literature,  art, 
science,  and  history ;  that  those  who 
have  position,  title,  or  wealth ;  and  that 
the  trading  and  commercial  dasses  are 
opposed  to  this  destructive  Bill.  But 
these  are  not  all.  If  the  Prime  Minister 
is  so  rash  as  to  appeal  to  the  country, 
he  will  find  that  there  are  millions  of  loyal 
and  patriotic  working  men  as  firmly  deter- 
mined to  maintain  national  Union  as 
those  unfortunate  persons  who  are,  in  his 
opinion,  disqualified  by  their  wealth  and 
position  from  giving  judgment  upon  it. 
The  most  deplorable  result  of  this  Sepa- 
ratist policy  for  Ireland  will,  in  my 
opinion,  be  its  influence  upon  Uie  cohe- 
sion and  union  of  the  Imperial  Donodnions 
of  the  country.  The  Imperial  ascend- 
ency of  this  country  has  been  of  price- 
less advantage  to  the  countries  and  to 
the  peoples  where  it  has  been  exercised. 
The  British  race  has  been  the  foremost 
agent  in  the  civilization  of  the  world. 
It  has  peopled  vast  countries;  it  has 
civilized  Continents ;  it  has  led  the  van 
of  Constitutional  progress  and  of  well- 
ordered  freedom.  The  British  rule  over 
those  250,000,000  of  alien  population  in 
India  is  the  most  marvellous  example  of 
beneficent  Government — good  for  the 
Rulers,  and.  beyond  precedent  and  esti- 
mate, good  for  the  ruled — that  the 
world's  history  can  show.  But  there 
are  personal  and  race  jealousies ;  there 
are  slumbering  ambitions  and  antagon- 
isms that  it  would  be  easy  to  fan  into 
fever  heat.  There  are  hostile  and 
aggressive  Governments  ready  to  grasp 
at  any  opportunity  for  supplanting  the 
influence  and  eager  to  act  as  the  resi- 
duary legatees  of  our  matchless  Empire. 
Already  agitators  in  India  are  clamour- 
ing for  the  same  eepcu'ation  there.   Once 
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start  the  dangerous   principle  of    dis- 
ruption;  once  foster   these  destructive 
centrifugal  forces,  and  no  man  can  say 
where  the  end  may  be.    You  enter  upon 
that  course  of  disintegration  which  has 
been  fatal  to  every  Imperial  Power  in 
the  past,    which   is    in    our    own  age 
scattering    the    Ottoman    Empire    into 
fragments,  and   which,    if   allowed  to 
develop,  must  reduce   England  to  the 
level  of  Holland  and  Spain.     The  word 
"foreign"  was  applied   by  the  Prime 
Minister  to  the  Irish  people  and  to  laws 
made  in  Ireland  by  this  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment, in  which  103  active  and  capable 
Irish  Members  have  a  full  share.     Ire- 
land has  been  for  centuries  an  integral 
portion  of  these  Eealms.   Irishmen  have 
borne  their  part,  and  a  brilliant  part,  in 
the  construction  and  safeguarding  of  the 
Empire,  and  in  every  profession,  career, 
and  phrase  of  our  national  existence. 
Hundreds  of  thousands  of  Irish  labourers 
now  freely  compete  with  English  labour 
in  the  seaport  and  manufacturing  towns 
of    England  and   Scotland.      Irishmen 
are  found  in  every  Colony  and  Depend- 
ency of  Gbeat  Britain.  To  describe  Irish- 
men as  *' foreign  "is  a  monstrous  and 
mischievous    paradox.      How  will   the 
new  Irish  Parliament,  if  it  be  estab- 
lished, how  will  the  Irish   people — or 
how  can  you  even    expect   them  to — 
accept  the  control  and  ascendancy  in  the 
matter  of  law-making,  of  Foreign  and 
Colonial  policy,  and  of  Imperial  taxa- 
tion from  the  hands  of  an  Imperial  Go- 
vernment and  an  Imperial  Parliament 
which  the  Prime  Minister  deliberatelv 
teaches  Ireland  to  regard  as  *'  foreign  ?" 
What  an  evil  misnomer  to  supply  for 
the  misguiding  of  other  races  that  are 
our  fellow-subjects  in  distant  Continents. 
If  Irishmen  are  to  be  treated  as  **  fo- 
reigners," what  is  to  hinder  other  por- 
tions of  the  Empire  from  claiming  the 
same  position  for  themselves.     Nothing 
that  the  Prime  Minister  has  ever  said 
or  done  is  likely  to  bear  such  baleful 
fruit  as  this  reckless  and  baseless  epithet. 
The  scheme  for  a  separate  Irish  Parlia- 
ment   which  the    Prime  Minister   has 
originated,  and  which  his  emasculated 
Cabinet  have   swallowed,  has  been  so 
analyzed,  dissected,  smashed,  and  pul 
verized,  that  not  even  the  most  servile 
of  the  Caucuses  dares  to  defend  it  more 
than  in  the  vaguest  terms.     Those  por- 
tions of  the  scheme  which  were  paraded 
hy  the  Prime  Minister  in  bis  opening 
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speech  as  essential  and  vital  are,  we  are 
now  told,  subject  to  reversal.     Even  the 
Land  Purchase  Bill,  which  was  empha- 
tically described  as  an  inseparable  por- 
tion of    the    scheme,  and   which  Earl 
Spencer  said,  so   late  as   April  21,  it 
would  be  *'base  and  treacherous,"  not 
to  carry  out  in  its  entirety,  is  trembling 
in  the  balance.    This  Bill  is,  to  the  last 
degree,  inconsistent,  anomalous,  imprac* 
ticable,  and  unsettling.    It  bristles  with 
causes  of  dispute  and  quarrel  between 
the  two  countries.     It  contains  the  cer- 
tain seed  of  civil  war  in  Ireland.    It 
can  only,  if  passed,  lead  to  separation 
or  to  a  deadly  struggle  between  Ireland 
and  Great    Britain.      This  Bill  means 
repeal  of  the  Union.     That  is  clear. 
It    removes   the    Irish  Members  from 
the  Imperial  Parliament,  and,  with  cer- 
tain exceptions,  it  transfers  the  control 
of  Irish  affairs  from  the  Iniperial  Par- 
liament to  a  separate  Irish  Legislature. 
That  is,  this  Bill  repeals  the  chief  con- 
ditions of  the  Act  of  Union.  That  Union 
has  been  of  great  advantage  to  Ireland. 
At  the  outset  it  raised  Ireland  out  of 
the  slough  of  Jacobinism,  anarchy,  and 
bloody   rebellion   into   which  she    had 
sunk  under  Grattan's  Parliament.     It 
has  been  the  cause  of  enormous  develop- 
ment in  her  commercial  prosperity  and 
in  the  material  comfort  of  her  people. 
The  immutable  laws  of  Nature,  which 
have  placed  Ireland  close  to  our  West- 
em  shores,  have   rendered  the   closest 
union  between  the  two  countries  essen- 
tial and  inevitable  for  both.     The  Irish 
would  suffer  far  more  than  the  British 
by   separation.     Great  Britain  is   the 
best,  almost  the  only,  customer  for  Irish 
produce.     Thousands — it  might  almost 
be  said  millions— of  Irishmen  find  pro- 
fitable employment  in  England  and  Scot- 
land, and  in  the  British  Colonies.     How 
would  they  like  the  Prime  Minister  to 
be  taken  at  his  word?     How  would  they 
like  to  be  treated  as  ''  foreign,"  or  io 
be  requested  to   seek  their  livelihood 
within  the  narrow  and  over -populated 
limits  of  their  native  land?     oo  long  as 
Ireland  is  an  integral  portion  of  these 
Realms,  Irishmen  will  be  welcomed  in 
every  part  of  the  Empire.     When  they 
become   **  foreigners,"  the  feeling  will 
be  very  different,  and  justly  so.     There 
is  no  finality  about  the  measure.    That 
is  my  chief  objection   to  it.      Heaven 
knows  that  Englishmen  would  consent 
to  heavy  sacrifices  in  order  to  set  at  rest 
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for  ever  this  liarassiDg  and  tronble- 
Bome  problem  of  Irish  government.  But 
there  is  no  settlement  within  this  Bill. 
Throughout  it  is  pre^ant  with  disturb- 
ance and  dispute.  The  remedy  it  oflFers 
is  no  cure ;  it  is  an  aggravation  of  the 
complaint ;  it  is  tenfold  worse  than  the 
disease.  It  has  been  well  said  that  the 
Irish  are  the  worst  people  in  the  world 
to  run  away  from.  Never  was  there  a 
truer  word.  The  Celtic  Irishman  has 
many  generous  and  attractive  qualities. 
His  humour,  his  vivacity,  his  warmth  of 
heart,  and  his  eloquence  are  appreciated 
by  all  who  know  the  race.  But  among 
the  peoples  of  the  world  the  Irish  are 
not  the  least  exacting,  nor  the  most 
easily  contented,  nor  the  fondest  of  the 
reign  of  law.  There  are  restrictions — 
strange  and  unreasonable  restrictions — 
in  this  Bill,  with  which  neither  the  Irish 
Parliament  nor  the  Irish  people  would 
ever  be  content.  It  banishes  the  Irish 
Eepresentatives  from  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament. And  here  let  me  say  that  I 
should  deeply  regret  to  see  all  the  Irish 
Members  removed  from  the  Imperial 
Parliament.  I  do  not  think  that  either 
our  debates,  or  our  policy,  or  our  legis- 
lative wisdom  would  gain  by  such  a  re- 
moval. If  the  Prime  Minister  consents 
to  allow  them  to  remain,  he  has  entirely 
failed  to-night  to  show  how  this  can  be 
done,  and  how  their  presence  in  the  two 
Parliaments  can  be  practically  arranged. 
One  by  one  the  concession  of  these  re- 
strictions will  be  demanded  by  the  Irish 
Parliament.  If  we  resist,  it  can  only  be 
by  force — that  is,  by  war.  If  we  yield, 
it  means  a  rapid  and  certain  descent 
towards  absolute  separation.  Better, 
far  better,  immediate  and  complete 
separation  than  this  uncertain,  ever  per- 
turbed, and  anxious  relationship,  which 
every  year  must  produce  a  fresh  crop  of 
troubles.  But  better  stil]  the  resolute 
enforcement  of  the  law  at  once,  and  a 
united  and  emphatic  declaration  by  all 
Parties  that  the  United  Kingdom  and 
the  United  Parliament  must  always  so 
remain.  This  Bill  will  not  satisfy  the 
Irish.  Indeed,  I  do  not  believe  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  and 
his  Friends  would  ever  accept  a  Legis- 
lature bound  by  such  humiliating  re- 
strictions, did  they  not  recognize  and 
welcome  in  it  a  sure  fulcrum  towards 
that  entire  separation  which  they  have 
over  and  over  again  declared  to  be 
their  ultimate  aim.     This  Bill  creates 
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and  places  in  the  hands  of  those 
who  nave  been  the  avowed  and  re- 
cognized foes  of  British  power  a  tre- 
mendous lever  for  ultimate  separation. 
Depend  upon  it  that  lever,  once  it  is 
established,  will  be  used,  ruthlessly  and 
to  the  bitter  end.  The  entire  civil  ad- 
ministration of  Ireland  is  to  be  in  the 
hands  of  the  new  Irish  Parliament ;  that 
is,  every  town  and  district  in  Ireland  will 
be  administered  by  the  National  League 
—  by  the  lawbreakers,  village  tyrants, 
**Boycotter8,"and  blackmailers  who  con- 
stitute the  agents  and  the  power  of  the 
League.  It  is  too  probable  that  the 
darker  and  more  dangerous  Irish  con- 
spirators across  the  Atlantic  will  really 
control  the  new  Parliament  and  its  policy. 
Ireland  will,  therefore,  be  in  a  very  brief 
space,  organized  and  guided  by  those 
unfriendly,  perhaps  by  those  bitterly  hos- 
tile, to  Great  Britain  and  to  everything 
British — hostile  to  our  race,  creed,  laws, 
and  form  of  government.  At  present 
two-thirds  of  Ireland  is  discontented, 
demoralized,  hostile,  owing  to  the  weak- 
ness and  shifting  of  the  Prime  Minister's 
policy  since  1880.  But  Ireland  is  not  a 
serious  danger.  A  rising  would  have  no 
chance  of  success.  It  is  not  improbable 
that,  even  without  British  help,  the 
Loyalists  might  hold  the  Island  for  the 
Empire  against  a  Eebel  Party.  Let  the 
British  people  consider  calmly  and  in 
time  what  the  existence  of  an  armed 
Ireland,  close  on  their  Western  shores, 
within  60  miles  of  their  greatest  seaport, 
will  mean  in  these  days  of  rapid  com- 
munication and  of  sudden  political  cata- 
clysms. Let  them  carefully  reflect  what 
an  enormous  increase  in  their  military 
and  naval  preparations,  and  in  their 
Imperial  Expenditure,  and  in  the  bur- 
dens upon  the  British  taxpayers,  such 
a  portentous  danger  must  involve.  In 
these  cases  it  does  not  do  to  take  any- 
thing for  granted.  The  danger  might 
possibly  not  arise ;  but  it  would  have  to 
be  guarded  against.  I  fear  it  would 
arise,  and,  under  the  disturbing  con- 
ditions of  the  Bill,  speedily  arise.  And 
this  brings  me  to  a  very  serious  peril  in- 
volved in  this  Bill,  and  one  which  has 
been  strangely  overlooked.  I  mean  the 
certainty  of  complications  with  Foreign 
Powers,  and  especially  with  the  United 
States.  It  is  obvious  that  the  Imperial 
Government  will  be  fully  responsible  for 
Ireland  in  all  our  relations  with  Foreign 
Powers.     Yet  the  practical  mean^  of 


645 


Government  of 


{May  10,  1886} 


Ireland  Hill. 


646 


enforcing  respect  for  International  rights 
upon  Ireland  will  be  small.  If  Ireland 
has  an  independent  Administration,  the 
Foreign  Enlistment  Act  may  easily  be 
infringed,  as  privateers  may  easily 
escape  from  Irish  ports.  Great  Britain 
will  have  to  bear  and  to  pay  for  the  con- 
sequences. But  the  gravest  danger  will 
result  from  the  United  States.  There 
is  a  very  large  Irish  population  in  the 
States.  It  is  a  most  formidable  political 
force,  carefully  organized,  and  voting 
solid  under  the  direction  of  its  leaders, 
much  as  the  85  followers  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  are  dis- 
ciplined to  vote  solid  in  this  House.  It 
is  a  great  temptation  to  American  poli- 
ticians, Irish  and  non -Irish,  to  coquet 
with  this  organized  vote,  even  at  the 
risk  of  hostility  to  England.  But  hitherto 
the  opening  for  interference  has  not 
existed.  It  would  be  a  gross  Inter- 
national outrage  for  the  Government  of 
one  nation  to  interfere  between  the  sub- 
jects and  Government  of  another,  except, 
of  course,  in  case  of  open  war.  Ireland 
is  an  integral  part  of  these  Kingdoms, 
and  Irishmen  are  absolutely  and  directly 
subject  to  the  Imperial  Government. 
The  Irish  in  America  have,  therefore, 
been,  perforce,  content  with  a  private 
agitation  and  subscription,  and  with  now 
and  then  a  platonic  Eesolution  in  a 
State  Legislature.  But,  give  the  Irish  a 
separate  Parliament,  and  all  will  be 
changed.  From  that  moment,  Ireland 
will  be  regarded  as  a  separate  and  a 
^tta9»-independent  nation,  by  Irishmen 
in  the  United  States,  and,  perhaps,  by 
those  who  are  not  Irishmen.  The  right 
of  interfering  will  be  boldly  and  irre- 
sistibly claimed.  Every  dispute  that 
arises  between  the  Irish  and  the  Im- 
perial Parliaments  and  Governments — 
and  they  will  be  legion — will  find  a  ready 
echo  in  America.  Agitation  by  the  ene- 
mies of  this  country  will  be  fanned  more 
and  more  fiercely  with  each  fresh  dispute. 
Do  not  believe  those  who  say  that  this 
Bill  will  satisfy  the  Irish  in  America. 
It  will  do  nothing  of  the  kind.  It  will 
influence  their  hopes  and  strengthen 
their  agitation.  The  fiercer  and  more 
active  spirits  there  desire  to  humble, 
and  even  to  destroy,  British  power  and 
British  prosperity.  They  hate  the  Bri- 
tish Monarchy  and  British  Institutions. 
They  wish  to  substitute  an  anarchical 
Bepublic  for  the  authority  of  the  British 
Crown.     X  see  in  tMs  Bill  a  terrible 


leverage  giyen  to  the  foes  of  Ghreat 
Britain,  and  the  fatal  germs  of  quarrel 
and  war  with  the  great  and  kindred 
people  across  the  Atlantic.  Such  a  con- 
test is  most  to  be  deprecated,  and  would, 
in  my  opinion,  be  the  most  deplorable 
of  catastrophes.  This  scheme  imposes 
grievous  and  intolerable  burdens  upon 
the  taxpayers  of  Great  Britain,  and 
without  any  corresponding  advantage. 
At  the  outstart  the  Prime  Minister  pre- 
sents the  new  Irish  Parliament  with  a 
gift  of  £1,400,000  a-year  as  a  gentle 
inducement  for  those  whose  policy  he 
described  four  years  ago  as  one  of 
**  sheer  rapine,'*  to  accept  the  control  of 
Irish  affairs.  Next,  he  fixes  definitely 
the  annual  contribution  of  Ireland  to  the 
Imperial  Exchequer.  The  Empire  may 
be  engaged  in  a  life-and-death  struggle 
for  its  most  precious  Dominions,  or  even 
for  our  national  independence.  Success 
may  be  as  important  for  Ireland  as  for 
Great  Britain.  Yet  the  Irish  will  not 
contribute  a  farthing  to  the  cost  of  such 
a  great  Imperial  struggle,  save  by  the 
consent  of  those  whom  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter described  four  years  ago  as  labour- 
ing to  *' place  different  parts  of  the 
Empire  in  direct  hostility  one  with  the 
other."  The  Prime  Minister  has  quoted 
the  instance  of  1795,  in  which  the  Irish 
Parliament  did  refuse  to  contribute  any- 
thing towards  the  expenses  of  the  great 
war  with  France ;  and  he  said  that  the 
Irish  Parliament  was  right  in  so  re- 
fusing. That  was  a  very  ominous  state- 
ment. [Mr.  Gladstone  :  Oh  !]  Yes, 
Sir ;  we  have  been  accustomed  to  hear 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  covert 
attacks  upon  Viscount  Palmerston,  the 
greatest  Liberal  statesman  of  our  time. 
But  now  the  Prime  Minister  goes  farther. 
He  attacks  and  denounces  Mr.  Pitt,  the 
greatest  statesman  that  England  has 
ever  possessed.  He  approves  of  the 
cowardly  and  un-English  policy  of  Mr. 
Fox  and  the  pro-French  Party  of  the 
last  century.  He  approves  of  the  refusal 
of  the  factious  Irish  Parliament  of  1795 
to  support  Mr.  Pitt's  manly  resistance, 
first,  to  French  Jacobinism,  and  then  to 
the  military  despotism  of  Napoleon.  Let 
the  country  now  understand  what  the 
Prime  Minister's  views  really  are,  and 
to  what  this  Bill  will  lead.  He  condemns 
the  magnificent.  Imperial,  statesmanlike 
policy  of  Mr.  Pitt,  which  preserved  the 
independence  of  this  country,  rescued 
the  liberties  of  Europe  from  the  tyranny 
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of  Bonaparte,  and  gave  the  world  50 
years  of  peace  and  prosperity.     Heavy 
burdens  will  also  be  placed  upon  Eng- 
land and  Scotland  by  tne  Land  Purchase 
scheme.     With  regard  to  that  measure, 
I  will  only  say  I  agree  with  the  Prime 
Minister  in  his  argument  that,  if  this 
Separatist  Bill  is  passed,    and  we  de- 
liberately place  the  Loyalists  of  Ireland 
at  the  mercy  of  those  who  are  their  tra- 
ditional and  inveterate  foes,    then  the 
Imperial  Parliament  is  bound,  by  honour 
and  duty,  to  give  compensation  to  those 
who  by  its  act  are  ruined.  £135,000,000 
at  least  will  be  requisite  for  that  com- 
pensation.     The  responsibility  for  the 
.  £5,000,000  interest  for  the  Land  Pur- 
chase    Bill    will    fall    upon    the    tax- 
payers of   England  and  Scotland.     I 
pass   over    the  enormous    expense    in 
military   and  naval  preparation  which 
an  organized  and  ^MeMt-independent  Ire- 
land must   impose  upon   this   country. 
Within  five   years  after  the  establish- 
ment of  a  separate  Legislature  for  Ire- 
land,  I  venture  to  prophecy  that  the 
extra  burdens  which  would  thereby  be 
imposed  upon  the  British  people  would 
amount  to  at  least  £10,000,000  a-y ear, 
and  possibly  to  a  great  deal  more.  How 
much  wiser,    kinder    to   Ireland,   and 
juster  to  England,  it  would  be  to  meet 
this  crisis  with  the    small   amount  of 
manly  courage  and  resolute  vigour  which 
would  suffice  to  settle  it.     How  much 
better  and  more  far-sighted  to  enforce 
the  mdesty  of  the  law  in  Ireland  as  in 
Ghreat  Britain.      How   infinitely   more 
statesmanlike  to   teach  Irish  agitators 
that,  while  we  will  give  Irishmen  every 
privilege  and  right  that  we  concede  to 
Englishmen  and  to  Scotchmen,  we  will 
give  them  no  more,  and,  above  all,  that 
we  will  never  yield  either  to  self-seekinff 
ambitions,  or  to  the  menaces  of  terrified 
Ministers,  or  of  lawless  conspirators  the 
National  Union  and  the  Imperial  inte- 
grity of  these  Bealms.    For  weal  or  woe 
Ireland  must  remain  an  unseparated  and 
an  inseparable  member  of  the  United 
Kingdom.     The  most  repulsive  feature 
about  the  Bill  is  the  injustice  and  ruin  it 
must  inflict  upon  the  Loyalists  of  Ire- 
land.  After  all,  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  only  succeeded,  with  all 
the  temporal  terrorism  of  his  National 
League,    and    with    all    the    spiritual 
terrorism  of  the   Irish   hierarchy  and 
priesthood,  in  driving  a  little  over  half 
the  Irish  electorate  to  the  polls  in  his  I 
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support.  There  is  a  population  of 
1,500,000  of  declared  LoyaHsts  in  Ire- 
land. GDhere  are  at  the  outside  only 
3,500,000  of  Separatists  or  rebels,  or 
whatever  it  is  right  to  call  them.  Out 
of  this  3,500,000,  I  believe  that  if  the 
law  were  enforced  and  individual  liberty 
firmly  upheld  by  the  Government,  not 
one-half  would  ask  for  separation.  The 
Irish  Loyalists  know  what  they  have  to 
expect,  and  they  do  well  to  prepare 
against  it.  Existence  would  soon  be 
intolerable  to  them ;  they  would  be  for- 
tunate, indeed,  if  they  escaped  with  their 
lives.  But  Ulster  and  the  Loyalists  of 
Ireland  have  other  claims  upon  our  re- 
spect and  support.  They  are  our  gar- 
rison ;  but  they  are  more.  They  are  the 
salt  of  Ireland.  They  pay  four- fifths  of 
the  Irish  taxation  received  by  the  Im- 
perial Exchequer.  They  are  the  pro- 
moters of  almost  all  the  manufacturing 
industiy  and  wealth  of  Ireland.  With- 
out them  Ireland  would  soon  become  a 
desert.  Drive  from  Ireland  the  loyal 
and  Protestant  population,  you  not  only 
inflict  upon  them  a  cruel  injustice,  but 
you  ruin  the  whole  of  Ireland.  There 
are  agrarian  causes  at  work  in  Ire- 
land  which  need  careful  study,  and 
Great  Britain  will  grudge  no  practical 
remedy.  In  some  districts  the  soil  is 
over-populated  with  a  needy  and  miser- 
able peasantry.  In  such  places  a  Go- 
vernment plan  of  emigration  is  the  best, 
if  not  the  only,  cure.  A  tithe  of  the 
sum  which  the  Prime  Minister  proposes 
to  spend  in  breaking  up  the  Empire 
would  remove  many  nundreds  of  thou- 
sands of  half-starving  persons  to  ample 
and  fertile  lands  in  the  Colonies,  where 
they  might,  with  industry,  flourish  and 
be  happy.  The  desire  of  the  Irish 
peasant  to  own  the  soil  he  cultivates 
might  also  be  assisted  by  a  system  of 
State  loans,  on  easy  terms,  which  would 
benefit  alike  tenants  and  landowners. 
There  is  no  lack  of  schemes  to  ac- 
complish these  beneficent  purposes ;  but, 
first  and  foremost,  the  authority  of  the 
law  must  be  asserted.  It  is  the 
primal  condition  of  all  national  pro- 
gress and  social  amelioration,  and 
until  the  law  prevails  all  else  will  fail. 
Union  is  strength.  The  example  of 
all  the  prosperous  and  powerful  nations 
of  the  world  is  directly  opposed  to  this 
fatal  course  of  disintegration.  The 
inapplicable  and  unhappy  precedents 
of  Turkey,  and  Norway,  and  Austri^, 
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quoted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
really  constitute    warning    beacons    to 
guard    Englishmen    from    their    fatal 
course  rather  than  precedents  to  follow. 
On  the  other  side,  the  conspicuous  in- 
stances of  Germany,  Italy,ana  the  United 
States  at  once  occur.  These  are  the  lead- 
ing, the  progressive,  and  the  prosperous 
nations  of  the  world.    Germany,  Italy, 
and  the  United.  States  owe  their  success 
and  their  present  grandeur  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  unification,  and  not  to  that  of 
disruption.  They  have  become  great  and 
strong  by  taking  a  course  the  exact  op- 
posite of  that  now  urged  upon  this  country 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Germany, 
Italy,  and  the  United  States  have  bound 
together  and  united  in  closer  and  more 
irrefragable  ties  their  divided  and  shat- 
tered members,  and  they  have  thereby 
wonderfully    flourished.      The    British 
people  will  do  well  to  copy  the  splen- 
did example  of  German,   Italian,  and 
American  union   rather    than   that  of 
Turkish  disintegration.     If  the  Prime 
Minister  wishes  to  know  what  a  real  and 
patriotic  Democracy  will  do  to  maintain 
Imperial   integrity,  let  him   read  and 
digest  the  history  of  the  United  States 
25  years  ago.     The  American  people, 
not  a   ''class,"  or  the  ''dependents  of 
a  dass,"   were  then   confronted   with 
separation  and   dismemberment,  much 
as  Gbeat  Britain    is   now   threatened. 
They  faced  the  peril  like  men,  and  they 
overcame  it.     They  poured   out   their 
treasure  and    their    blood   till  victory 
crowned  the  Standard  of  Union.     Since 
that    tremendous  sacrifice  and  victory, 
they  have  flourished  and  progressed  as 
a  powerful  and  united  people.   I  believe 
tibie  people  of  England  and  Scotland  will 
decide  as  did  their  brethren  across  the 
Atlantic  in  that  momentous  crisis.  Had, 
by  ill-fortune,  the  Prime  Minister  guided 
the  destinies  of  America  at  that  fateful 
time,   the  United   States    would   have 
been    split    up    into     discordant     and 
hostile  Principalities,  instead  of  being 
a  great,  free,  and  compact  people.  There 
are  two  phrases  which  play  a  large  part 
in  this  Irish  controversy.     "Justice  to 
Ireland,"   and  "Coercion."      Even    if 
there  be  now  injustice  to  Ireland,  far 
greater  than  Irish  interests  are  involved 
in  this  question  of  separation.     There 
is    the    security    and    weU-being    of 
82,500,000  of  loyal  Englishmen,  Scotch- 
men, and  Irishmen  who  are  opposed  to 
the  diraoemberment   desired    by  some 


8,500,000  of  discontented  Irish  Oelts. 
There    is    the    Imperial    union     and 
strength,  so  essential  for  the  welfare 
of  the  whole  800,000,000  of  the  Queen's 
subjects  in  all  parts  of  the  world.     It 
is  high  time  that  less  was  heard  of  this 
cuckoo  cry  of   ''Justice    to  Ireland," 
which  only  means  a  succession  of  quack 
remedies  for  the  insatiable  demands  of 
Irish  revolution.     MoreJ  of  justice  is 
needed  for  England,  Scotland,  and  for 
the  Empire  at  large.    But  has  not  Ire- 
land had  full  justice?      "Coercion!" 
What  does  "coercion"   really  mean? 
Nothing  but  the  repression  of  crime, 
and  of  crime  that  in  England  or  Scot« 
land    would  not   be  tolerated  for   an 
hour.      All  we  ask  is,  that  foul  mur- 
der   and   fiendish   outrage   upon  man 
and  beast    and   dark   terror   shall   be 
punished  in  Ireland  as  they  are  pun- 
ished in  England  and  Scotland.     The 
odious    crime    of    "  Boycotting  " — the 
special  product  of  the  Hgime  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  and  of  his 
Leagues—has  broken  out  in  the  United 
States.     In  New  York  City  they  have 
made  short  work  with  what    is   well 
termed  this    "accursed   exotic;"    120 
"  Boycotters "   have  been   shut  up  in 
prison,  and  not  one  of  them  is  a  native 
American,  or  bears  an  English  name. 
The  whole  moral  sense  of  large  sections 
of  the  Irish  people  has  been  perverted 
and  demoralized  by  long  indulgence  in 
agrarian  crime  and  in  repudiation  of 
their  iust  obligations.    The  only  remedy 
for  this  debasing  and  destroying  coercion 
that  now  prevails  in  Ireland,  is  the  firm 
and  unswerving  assertion  of  the  majesty 
of  the  law.     Whenever  this  Irish  agi- 
tation has  been  boldly  faced  and  man- 
fully dealt  with  it  has  collapsed.    "We 
remember    how    ignominiously    Smith 
O'Brien's  rebellion  ended.    Ireland  en- 
joyed 18  years  of  peaceful  progress  from 
1850   to   1868.      Then  came  the  fatal 
policy  of  surrender  and  destruction  in- 
vented by  the  present  Prime  Minister. 
Since  the  Prime  Minister  resumed  power 
in  1880  all  has  gone  to  wrack  and  ruin ; 
and  now  we  are  confronted  with  revo- 
lution and  disruption.     The  task  is  by 
no  means  so  difficult  as  the  craven  fears 
and  the  puerile  menaces  of  the  Irish 
Secretary  would   have  us  think.     He 
would   have   the    British    Government 
yield  to  the  Jacobin  Itevolution  of  the 
National  League,  in  order  to  escape  the 
dark  plots  of  the  dynamitards.    Was 
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there  ever  such  an  unworthy  and  pusil- 
lanimous gospel  of  surrender  ?  It  is  a 
modern  Danegelt,  a  Djnamitegelt,  that 
would  result  just  as  its  prototype  re- 
sulted. It  only  requires  a  modicum  of 
consistent  and  resolute  government  to 
restore  peace  to  Ireland.  The  most 
cowardly  policy  to  adopt  is  to  yield,  as 
the  Government  proposes,  to  the  forces 
of  anarchy  and  revolution,  and  to  give 
up  Ireland  to  the  National  League.  If 
they  did  not  yield,  it  is  said  that  they 
will  be  obliged  to  give  Ireland  over  to 
the  control  of  the  dynamitards  and  the 
secret  societies.  That  is,  indeed,  a 
worthy  confession  for  a  great  and  power- 
ful Minister  to  make.  If  there  is  a 
danger  to  be  feared  from  secret  societie.^^, 
from  dynamite  and  assassination,  the 
best  answer  which  can  be  given  to  the 
Government  is  in  the  words  uttered  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  East  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Goschen) 
— words  which  would  live  as  long  as 
the  English  language  lasted — words  of 
statesmanship  and  patriotism.  If  the 
statesmen  of  this  country  are  threatened 
with  the  dagger  and  dynamite,  then 
they  **  can  make  their  wills  and  do  their 
duty." 

Mr.  JORDAN  (Glare,  W.):  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  House  will  perhaps  indulge 
me  for  a  short  time,  being,  as  I  am,  a 
Northern  man  and  an  Ulster  Protestant. 
I  was  born  and  live  in  one  of  the  most 
ultra  Loyalist  counties  of  Ulster.  I  was 
born  of  the  peasantry,  and  I  have  lived 
amongst  them  all  my  days.  I  think, 
therefore,  that  I  am  as  well  qualified  to 
speak  in  relation  to  the  Protestantism 
of  the  North  and  of  the  feeling  of  the 
Loyalist  minority  as  any  Member  from 
Ulster,  or  as  any  other  Ulster  man.  It 
is  said  by  the  opponents  of  the  measure 
that  the  House  ought  to  reject  the  Bill 
in  the  interests  of  the  Protestant  people 
of  the  North  of  Ireland  on  several 
grounds — first,  that  the  Bill  would  re- 
move the  Protestant  population  of  the 
North  from  a  Protestant  Parliament, 
and  place  them  under  a  Parliament 
elected  by  the  1,700  branches  of  the 
National  League,  by  which  means  they 
would  come  under  the  tender  mercies  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell) 
and  Archbishop  Walsh.  It  is  further 
stated  that  the  Protestants  in  the  North 
would  either  have  to  leave  Ulster  volun- 
tarily or  be  expelled  by  the  new  Irish 
Parliament.      It  is  further    contended 
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that  the  Bill  ought  to  be  rejected  be- 
cause the  Protestants  of  the  North  fear 
that  their  property,  their  liberties,  and 
their  lives  would  be  jeopardized ;  and, 
finally,  that  it  ought  to  be  rejected  be- 
cause, in  case  the  Bill  passes  into  law, 
the  Protestants  of  Ulster  will  refuse  to 
obey  this  law,  and  that  they  will  re- 
fuse also  to  obey  the  laws  made  by 
the  Irish  Parliament.  It  is  said,  fur- 
ther, that  they  will  refuse  to  pay  the 
taxes  which  may  be  imposed  by  the 
Irish  Parliament ;  and,  lastly,  that  they 
will  fight.  In  reference  to  the  first  of 
these  objections,  perhaps  I  may  be  per- 
mitted to  say  that  the  objectors  seem  to 
me  to  forget  altogether  the  nature  of 
the  Irish  Parliament,  and  the  constituent 
elements  of  that  Assembly.  In  the  first 
place,  it  would  not  be,  as  has  been 
intimated  already,  a  Parnellite  Parlia- 
ment, nor  would  it  be  elected  by  the 
1,700  branches  of  the  National  League ; 
because  the  National  League,  having 
answered  its  purpose,  having  been  in- 
corporated in  order  to  procure  a  Na- 
tional Legislature  and  a  National  Par- 
liament, would,  in  the  natural  course  of 
events,  having  attained  that  object,  be 
dissolved,  and,  like  the  organizations 
which  were  called  into  existence  in  rela- 
tion to  Slavery  and  the  Com  Laws,  it 
would  pass  away  and  a  new  order  of 
things  would  arise;  consequently,  the 
election  to  seats  in  the  Irish  House  of 
Commons  would  be  upon  new  and  other 
issues  altogether.  The  Members  of  the 
Irish  Parliament  would  not  be  elected  on 
any  question  as  to  independence,  because 
that  would  have  already  been  brought 
about,  but  on  Irish  issues  in  reference 
to  the  welfare  of  the  country.  The  new 
Assembly  would  be  composed  of  28 
elected  Peers  and  75  other  elected  Mem- 
bers possessing  large  pecuniary  or  pro- 
perty qualifications,  and  elected  by  a 
franchise  of  a  very  high  order.  It  is 
estimated,  as  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien) 
stated  to-night,  that  the  Conservative 
and  Loyal  Members  in  the  North  with 
those  from  Dublin  University  would 
amount  to  some  36.  making  altogether 
140  in  round  numbers,  as  compared  with 
the  probable  majority  of  160  who  would 
represent  the  CathoHc  and  Democratic 
Protestant  people  of  Ireland.  Therefore, 
the  people  of  Ireland  would  not  be  likely 
to  be  handed  over  to  the  tender  mercies  of 
what  is  called  a ' '  Parnellite  Parliament." 
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The  seoond  reason  why  we  are  asked  to 
reject  this  Bill  is  that  the  Protestant 
population  of  the  North  would  either 
have  to  leave  Ireland  or  be  expelled 
from  it.  Now,  I  think  they  might  go 
further  and  fare  worse.  I  know  that 
many  of  the  peasantry  have  had  to  leave 
Ireland  on  account  of  evictions,  and 
some  of  them  may  have  to  leave  it  again 
in  order  to  better  their  condition ;  but 
there  will  be  no  necessity  for  either  Irish 
Protestant  peasants  or  landlords  to  leave 
Ireland  on  accoimt  of  the  establishment 
of  an  Irish  Legislature.  To  my  know- 
ledge, a  Protestant  landlord  has  had  as 
little  respect  for  a  Protestant  as  a  Catholic 
peasant.  In  fact,  the  great  complaint  of 
the  Orange  peasantry  is  that  the  Irish 
landlords,  in  order  to  get  an  additional 
pound  or  two  of  rent,  have  frequently 
paid  more  respect  to  a  Catholic  than  to 
them.  But  why,  even  if  the  landlords 
find  themselves  compelled  to  sell,  should 
they  leave  the  country  if  their  incomes 
are  reduced  ?  I  do  not  see  to  what  coun- 
try the  Irish  aristocracy  can  go  where 
they  will  be  able  to  live  cheaper.  As- 
suredly they  will  not  come  to  London  in 
order  to  live  cheaper ;  and  as  their  castles 
and  demesnes  will  be  left  to  them,  even 
with  a  reduced  rental,  they  will  be  able 
to  live  cheaper  in  Ireland  than  they  can 
elsewhere.  There  is  every  reason  why 
they  should  remain  in  the  country.  Take 
the  situation  and  the  beauty  of  their  resi- 
dences. What  can  be  more  pleasing  to 
the  eye  than  some  of  the  baronial  halls 
which  I,  as  a  humble  peasant,  have  had 
the  pleasure  of  admiring?  We  do  not 
want  the  Irish  peasantry  to  leave  the 
country.  We  want  the  people  of  the 
country  to  be  producers;  we  want  the 
labourer,  the  artizan,  and  the  manu- 
facturer to  remain  in  order  that  they  may, 
by  their  skill  and  industry,  add  to  the 
wealth  of  the  country ;  and  we  want  the 
gentry  and  others  who  are  not  producers 
to  be  the  consumers  of  what  Ireland 
itself  produces.  It  is  in  this  way,  and 
in  this  way  only,  that  we  can  by  any 
means  build  up  a  State.  If  you  ask  any 
of  these  men  in  the  North  of  Ireland, 
as  I  have  done  during  the  last  fortnight, 
whether  they  are  getting  ready  to  leave 
the  country,  you  will  soon  find  that  all 
this  talk  is  mere  nonsense.  Not  long 
ago  I  asked  a  most  intense  Tory — a  most 
outrageous  Orangeman — what  he  pro- 
posed to  do.  I  said  to  him — * '  The  times 
are  momentous ;  are  you  getting  ready 


to  go?  "*  Sir,  that  man,  with  a  twinkle 
in  his  eye,  laughed  at  me,  and  said — *'I 
am  not  going  yet."  During  the  Ee- 
oess  I  had  an  interview  with  a  very 
boisterous  Member  of  the  loyal  minority. 
He  said — **  What  is  to  be  the  end  of  all 
this  ?  "  I  replied—*'  I  think  it  will  be 
very  serious,  and  I  think  that  you 
ought  to  throw  in  your  lot  with  the 
national  cause  at  once."  He  remarked 
— **  I  would  rather  pay  a  pound  an  acre 
more  under  the  present  Administra- 
tion than  under  an  Irish  Parliament." 
"  Well,"  I  said—**  If  you  are  content  to 
pay  a  pound  an  acre  more  I  am  sure 
these  I^testant  gentlemen  will  take  it 
from  you,  and  nobody  will  stand  be- 
tween you  and  your  wishes."  **  Then," 
said  he — **  If  it  comes  to  the  worst  I  will 
leave  the  country."  I  told  him  it  might 
be  a  very  good  thing  to  leave  the  coun- 
try, but  that  I  would  advise  him  to  wait 
a  little  longer,  and  to  have  all  his  affairs 
arranged  as  he  would  pack  his  travelling 
bag,  and  be  ready  to  go  at  a  moment's 
notice.  He  said — **Come  up  and  tell 
the  people  that."  And  he  left  me  with 
an  incredulous  smile.  They  have  no 
notion  of  going,  and  they  are  only 
keeping  up  this  kind  of  feeling  in  the 
hope  that  they  may  frighten  and 
coerce  the  British  Parliament  into  refusing 
to  pass  this  measure.  Now,  I  know 
these  men  as  well  as  any  man  in  this 
House,  and  I  know  this,  that  the  more 
you  assure  the  people  in  the  North  of 
Ireland  that  they  are  absolutely  safe 
the  more  row  they  will  kick  up.  As  they 
are  certain  that  nothing  will  happen  to 
them,  so  their  cry  is — *'  Let  me  get  at 
'em,  Mr.  Policeman."  It  is  said  that 
they  are  afraid  that  their  liberty,  their 
property,  and  their  lives  will  be  jeopar- 
dized and  endangered  if  thev  remain 
in  the  country  under  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment. I  do  not  believe  in  anything 
of  the  kind;  and  as  to  their  religion 
— property  with  them  is  religion.  Pro- 
perty is  very  largely  their  religion. 
You  will  hear  them  sometimes  praying 
and  trusting  in  Providence,  and  alter- 
nately trusting  in  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Paddington  (Lord  lUndolph 
Churchill).  The  noble  Lord  reposes  his 
confidence  in  them  for  the  integrity  of 
this  great  Empire.  But  then,  again,  tiiey 
put  their  trust  not  only  in  I^vidence, 
but  in  powder  and  ball.  Eeally  you  can- 
not understand  these  men— whether  it  is 
in  Ood,  in  the  Member  for  Paddington, 


e£4»^^^l^ 


655 


Gw0mmeni  cf 


{COMMONS} 


Ireland  Bill. 


656 


in  the  great  Tory  Party,  or  in  powder 
and  ball  that  they  trust.  Tou  cannot  pos- 
sibly tell  because  they  use  the  phrases 
indiscriminately.  I  have  the  greatest 
possible  respect  for  real  and  earnest  and 
sincere  religion,  but  I  have  no  respect 
for  this  travesty  of  religion.  I  have  a 
respect  deep  down  in  my  soul  for  God, 
but  I  have  no  respect  for  this  ideal  god 
of  the  Orangemen  of  Ulster.  It  might 
really  be  imagined  that  in  the  North 
the  people  have  lost  their  God,  and 
they  are  looking  for  one  to  replace 
Him,  crying,  "  0  Baal,  hear  us !  "  They 
do  not  seem  to  know  how  to  get  out 
of  the  difficulty.  At  the  same  time 
they  have  no  real  fear  of  losing  their 
liberty.  The  Protestant  ladies,  who,  as 
we  are  told,  have  been  so  much  alarmed, 
have  no  fear  whatever,  and  if  the  ordi- 
nary farmer's  wife  says  that  she  has  no 
fear,  I  do  not  see  why  the  stalwart 
military  majors  we  hear  so  much  of 
should  be  afraid.  Only  the  other  day 
I  said  to  a  lady— a  very  respectable 
farmer's  wife — **Are  you  not  getting 
ready  to  go?"  '*  Oh  dear,  no,"  she 
replied,  *'I  am  not  thinking  of  going  at 
all ;  I  have  not  the  least  fear."  Sir,  it 
is  passion  and  not  fear  which  animates 
the  opponents  of  this  Bill.  These  people 
have  been  pampered  all  their  lives  up 
to  the  present  time ;  they  have  been  iu 
the  ascendancy  and  they  have  monopo- 
lized power  in  the  country.  What  they 
fear  is  that  they  will  now  have  to  be 
placed  on  an  equality  with  other  people. 
They  are  enraged  because  they — the 
*  *  loyal  minority,"  as  they  call  themselves, 
— ^will  have  to  undergo  a  cooopetitive 
examination  with  their  Roman  Catholic 
fellow-countrymen  in  order  to  obtain  a 
fair  share  of  what  is  goin^.  That  is 
what  they  fear.  If  this  Bill  becomes 
law— and  I  hope  it  will — they  will  be 
quite  prepared  from  the  greatest  to  the 
least  among  them  to  make  the  best  of 
what  they  now  regard  a  a  bad  job, 
and  we  shall  see  them  running  and 
flying,  not  out  of  the  country,  but  to 
take  advantage  of  every  benefit  which 
may  accrue  from  the  Bills.  Indeed  they 
will  be  the  first  to  clamour  and  cry  out 
for  more.  I  am  perfectly  certain  the 
Boman  Catholic  population  of  the  North 
of  Ireland,  where  the  loyal  minority  have 
fought  them  foot  to  foot,  are  just ;  which 
the  loyal  minority  is  not.  Over  and  over 
again  during  the  last  five  or  six  years  I 
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have  heard  Catholics  and  their  teachers, 
the  priests,  advising  discontented  men  to 
take  no  o£Penoo,  and  to  give  no  o£Pence  ; 
and  I  wish  that  the  same  could  be  said 
on  the  other  side.  They  have  no  fear 
that  their  liberties  are  in  jeopardy,  and 
as  to  their  lives  they  are  perfectly  certain 
they  will  bo  protected.  I  have  said  that 
the  Catholics  in  the  North  of  Ireland 
are  just.  I  will  go  further.  I  have 
often  asked  Ulster  Protestants — **  What 
has  your  Boman  Catholic  neighbour 
done  to  you?  Has  he  not  been  just, 
civil,  and  obliging,  and  has  he  not  done 
everything  which  a  neighbour  ought  to 
do?"  I  have  invariably  received  the 
reply — "  My  experience  of  my  Catholic 
neighbour  is  that  often  he  is  far  better 
than  my  Protestant  neighbour."  Then, 
what  are  they  afraid  of?  It  is  said  that 
that  may  be  the  case  in  the  North  of  Ire- 
land, but  we  must  go  to  the  South  and 
the  West  to  find  Catholic  oppression  of 
Protestants.  They  are  obliged  to  go 
into  an  unknown  region  in  order  to  find 
their  ideal  of  Catholic  oppression.  They 
say— **Go  to  the  Soutn  and  the  West 
and  there  you  will  find  such  crimes 
and  outrages  that  every  Protestant  man 
living  there  has  his  life  frightened  out 
of  him."  Now,  as  a  Northern  Pro- 
testant, and  a  Protestant  from  prin- 
ciple, I  have  myself  gone  to  the  South, 
and  what  have  I  found  both  there  and 
in  the  West?  Not  merely  justice,  but 
generosity  *^  pressed  down  and  shaken 
together  and  running  over."  Nothing 
could  be  more  generous  than  the  action 
of  the  priests  and  people  of  the  South 
to  myself.  The  whole  question  resolves 
itself  into  one  of  fear  of  landlords  losing 
their  land  and  their  power.  As  other 
hon.Gentlemen  have  discussed  that  ques- 
tion, and  as  I  have  very  elastic  views  as 
to  the  manner  in  which  landlords  have 
obtained  their  property,  and  the  way  in 
which  they  have  kept  it,  I  will  say  nothing 
more  upon  that  subject ;  but  if  there  is 
discontent  or  disloyalty  in  Ireland,  it  has 
all  been  incited  by  landlordism,  aided  in 
too  many  cases  by  Protestant  clergy 
who  have  incited  the  multitude  from  the 
pulpit — but  landlordism  is  at  the  bottom 
of  the  agitation.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
seen  old  men  compelled  to  take  their 
hats  off  to  the  bailiff  of  an  estate.  In 
my  early  days  I  have  seen  them  fol- 
lowing at  a  respectable  distance  behind 
the  bailiff  in  a  market  town ;  and  I  have 
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heard  my  own  father,  coming  from  the 
estate  office,  complain  of  having  been 
grossly  insulted  by  the  agent,  who  told 
him  that  he  was  a  liar.  He  was  a  man, 
Sir,  who  would  not  tell  a  lie.  In  Ire- 
land the  tenant  effects  all  the  improve- 
ments upon  his  holdings,  and  just  in 
proportion  as  he  effects  those  improve- 
ments his  rent  is  raised.  When  he 
complains,  all  the  redress  he  gets  is 
to  be  served  with  notice  to  quit  and  told 
that  he  will  be  ejected  from  his  hold- 
ing. I  hold  this  to  have  been  property 
most  unjustly  acquired  by  the  landlord. 
Talk  about  the  rights  of  property ;  the 
landlords  are  the  robbers,  and  not  the 
tenants.  It  is  the  landlords  who  have 
incited  to  discontent,  and  if  there  be 
discontent  and  disloyalty  in  Ireland  they 
are  the  cause  of  it.  But  for  the  in- 
grained dread  of  Popery — I  do  not  use 
the  word  offensively,  but  as  it  is  used — 
in  which  the  Irish  Protestants  have 
been  trained  &om  their  mothers'  knees, 
and  which  they  have  imbibed  from  their 
earliest  training,  the  Protestant  farmers 
in  the  North  are  as  ripe  for  revolution 
in  order  to  throw  off  the  yoke  of  land- 
lordism as  any  Oatholic.  True,  the  ma- 
jority of  the  Protestant  farmers  now  vote 
against  Home  Rule ;  but  having  eased 
their  minds  in  that  direction,  they  come 
to  the  Nationalist  and  say — ''  Let  us  see 
what  you  will  do  for  us  in  regard  to  the 
land.''  If  this  measure  be  passed  into 
law,  will  they  fight  against  the  law — not 
only  English  law,  but  against  Irish  law — 
and  refuse  to  pay  taxation  ?  There  is  a 
great  deal  of  talk  about  maintaining;  the 
connection  between  England  and  Ireland. 
If  this  measure  passes  that  connection 
will  largely  depend  on  the  amount  of 
tribute  which  will  be  paid  by  the  Irish 
Parliament  to  England.  It  is  against 
this  tribute  that  the  Orangemen  of  Ulster 
will  fight,  say  they ;  and  I  do  not  imagine 
that  the  Irish  Parliament  will  be  very 
much  enamouredof  collecting  the  tribute. 
The  loyal  minority  will  tell  us  that  we 
have  a  National  Parliament  imposing 
taxes;  but  it  is  by  those  taxes  the 
tribute  must  be  paid,  and  it  is  against 
the  payment  of  that  tribute  which  is 
reaUy  to  maintain  the  tie  between  the 
two  countnes  that  they  will  fight.  If 
they  will  fight  against  paying  that  tribute 
to  England,  then  it  will  be  more  Eng- 
land's concern  than  it  will  be  Ireland's. 
A  very  worthy  minister  in  this  country 
wrote  a  pamphlet  a  few  days  ago  in 


which  he  stated  that  it  would  be  an 
awful  thing  to  send  Scotch  and  English 
soldiers  to  shoot  down  the  Northern 
Protestants  because  they  would  not  pay 
taxes.  Now,  I  maintain  that  if  they 
refuse  to  pay  taxes  you  must  either  send 
English  soldiers  to  compel  them  to  pay, 
or  the  English  Parliament  must  not  ex- 
pect to  get  the  money  which  the  loyal 
minority  refuse  to  pay.  You  may  take 
either  horn  of  the  dilemma ;  I  do  not 
care  which.  The  question  is— **  Will 
these  men  fight  ?  "  The  House  will  ex- 
cuse me  if  I  offer  an  opinion.  We  have 
scarcely  heard  anything  during  this  de- 
bate from  the  opponents  of  the  Bill  but 
mere  opinion.  The  question  is — **  Will 
they  fight  ?  "  In  my  opinion,  when  it 
comes  to  the  point  they  will  have  no 
notion  whatever  of  fighting.  I  know 
that  the  hon.  and  gaUant  Member  for 
Armagh  (Major  Saunderson)  was  not 
long  ago  breathing  out ''  slaughter  and 
threatening;"  but  I  believe  that  he 
will  be  speedily  converted,  and  in  the 
end  become  a  Nationalist  himself.  I 
was  very  much  struck  with  a  speech 
recently  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Belfast  (Mr.  W.  Johnston).  The 
hon.  Member  reminded  me  very  much  of 
a  vision  in  the  Apocalypse,  where  it  is 
said — **  And  I  saw  another  angel  flying 
through  the  Heavens."  I  thought  I 
saw  the  hon.  Member  with  a  Biblo 
for  one  wing  and  a  rifle  for  the 
other.  That  is  the  gospel  of  the  Royal 
Patriotic  Association.  They  desire  to 
preach  to  the  heathen  abroad,  and  shoot 
down  their  fellow-countrymen  at  home. 
The  hon.  Member  for  South  Belfast 
occupies  so  peculiar  a  position  that  it  is 
difficult  to  understand  whether  he  is 
going  in  for  death  or  glory.  But  when 
I  have  spoken  quietly  to  these  men  at 
home— for  instance,  a  District  Master  of 
Orangemen,  a  very  important  personage, 
fierce  and  pugnacious,  of  course — when 
I  asked  him  what  appointment  he  was 
getting,  whether  he  was  going  to  be 
a  lieutenant,  or  a  captain,  or  a  major 
in  the  new  Ulster  Army,  he  has  honestly 
told  me  that  he  had  got  no  appointment. 
I  know  that  among  the  loyal  minority 
there  are  many  professional  agitators 
who  are  going  round  the  country  on  the 
rampage,  including  many  clergymen 
who  are  accustomed  to  preach  the  gospel 
of  peace,  inciting  and  inflaming  Pro- 
testant prejudice  and  bigotry  and  swag- 
gering for  fight.    I  have  asked  some  of 
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the  most  earnest  Orangemen  in  the 
Morth — '*Do  you  really  imagine  that 
these  men  will  fight?  "  And  they  have 
told  me  distinctly  and  clearly — certainly 
one  respectable  gentleman  did — that  it 
is  all  bunkum  and  bounce,  and  that 
they  have  no  notion  whatever  of  fight- 
ing. I  have  told  them  that  there  will 
be  no  National  Army  to  fight ;  I  have  re- 
minded them  that  if  they  intend  fighting 
they  will  want  arms,  ammimition,  a 
commissariat,  a  medical  department, 
and  horse,  foot,  and  artillery,  and,  in 
addition,  that  they  will  have  to  borrow 
a  General  from  the  English  Army.  I 
have  told  them  that  their  fighting  im- 
plies all  that,  and  when  they  are  ready, 
they  will  have  to  fight,  not  against  the 
National  Army,  but  against  the  Army  of 
the  Queen.  They  told  me  that  they  did 
not  mean  to  do  anything  of  the  kind. 
Nor  do  they.  There  is  only  one  thing 
which  could  make  fighting  somewhat 
palatable  to  me,  and  that  is,  that  if  all 
the  farmers  were  out  in  the  field  arrayed 
against  the  law,  the  landlords  would 
have  no  opportunity  of  charging  them 
with  rent ;  it  would  be  a  practical  no- 
rent  policy.  The  only  thing  which 
could  make  fighting  tolerable  to  me 
would  be  that  it  would  be  the  be- 
ginning of  the  end  of  rack  rents.  I 
have  never  objected  to  what  is  a  fair 
rent.  I  have  attended  very  many  meet- 
ings, and  I  have  had  thousands  of  ten- 
ants asking  me  for  advice.  I  never  gave 
any  advice  yet  that  1  should  be  ashamed 
to  hear  recited  in  this  or  any  other  As- 
sembly. No  tenant  has  ever  been  led 
to  do  an  act  in  consequence  of  any 
advice  I  have  given  to  him  that  could 
do  injury  either  to  himself  or  his  land- 
lord. I  have  heard  it  stated  in  this 
House,  that  all  the  Protestant  commu- 
nities in  the  North  of  Ireland  are  unani- 
mously opposed  to  Home  Eule.  Now, 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  beg  to  take  exception  to 
that  assertion.  I  am  not  only  a  Pro- 
testant, but  I  am  a  Dissenting  Protestant, 
and  a  Dissenting  Protestant  is  the 
staunohest  of  all  Protestants.  It  has 
been  stated  in  this  House  that  the  Me- 
thodists of  Ireland  are  unanimously 
against  Home  Eule.  That  is  not  so.  I 
admit  freely  that  the  majority  of  the 
Methodists  of  Ireland  are  antagonistic 
to  Home  Eule ;  but  there  is  an  intel- 
ligent, and  a  growing,  and  an  increased 
inclination  for  Home  Eule  among  the 
Methodist  population.      In  almost  all 
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their  Church  meetings  and  Churth 
courts  there  is  an  intelligent  minority, 
small  though  it  may  have  been,  in  favour 
of  Home  Eule.  Even  at  the  last  meeting 
of  the  Committee  of  Privileges  of  the 
Methodist  Society,  at  Dublin,  there  were 
three  gentleman  who  distinctly  spoke  in 
favour  of  Home  Eule,  and  of  the  mea- 
sure of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone). I  have  letters  in  my  pooket 
from  Methodist  people  in  difiPerent  parts 
of  Ireland,  wishing  success  to  this 
measure.  No  doubt,  there  is  an  attempt 
to  suppress  and  ''Boycott  "  those  who 
express  such  opinions;  and  the  loyal 
minority  can  ** Boycott*'  with  a  ven- 
geance when  they  set  themselves  about 
it.  They  have  been  ** Boycotting"  for 
the  last  25  years  in  the  North  of  Ire- 
land every  man  who  has  opposed  them 
in  any  shape  or  form.  Nor  are  the 
Presbyterians  unanimous  against  Home 
Eule.  I  have  in  my  pocket  a  letter  from 
a  gentleman  who  is  a  leading  Presby- 
terian. Over  and  over  again  he  has  re- 
fused to  join  the  National  League ;  but 
now  he  writes  that  he  has  decided  in 
favour  of  a  National  Irish  Legislature. 
Neither  are  the  English  Methodists  or 
the  English  Presbyterians  against  Home 
Eule.  The  most  influential  English 
Methodist  journal  in  England — The 
Methodist  Timw— the  Editor,  Eev.  H.  P. 
Hughes,  the  staff,  and  many  of  the 
shareholders,  and  very  many  English 
Methodists,  are  strongly  in  favour  of  the 
settlement  of  this  Irbh  Question  upon 
the  lines  of  the  present  Bill.  It  is  alto- 
gether a  mistake  to  say  that  either  the 
Presbyterians  or  the  Methodists  are 
unanimously  against  Home  Eule,  and 
the  longer  the  matter  is  studied  and  con- 
sidered the  more  and  more  will  the 
intelligence  of  the  different  Protestant 
denominations,  who  are  now  opposed  to 
it,  become  favourable  to  it.  I  would  urge 
the  House  not  only  to  give  us  a  mea- 
sure of  Home  Eule,  but  a  large  measure 
of  Home  Eule.  We  are  prepared  to 
give  up  agitation,  and  to  commence  the 
building  up  of  a  National  Legislature 
and  a  nation,  if  we  can  only  obtain  the 
conditions  which  will  enable  us  to  do  so  ; 
but  if  you  give  us  only  a  partial  measure, 
you  will  repeat  the  blunder  you  com- 
mitted in  the  Land  Act  of  1870,  and  you 
will  simply  continue  the  agitation  in- 
stead of  putting  a  stop  to  it.  The  pre- 
sent Bill,  with  some  amendment,  will  bo 
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perfectly  satisfactory,  and  we  are  pre- 
pared to  accept  it.  The  guarantees, 
though  unnecessary,  should  be  satis- 
factory to  the  minority;  and  I  be- 
lieve that  the  measure  will  not  only  be 
of  advantage  to  Ireland,  but  I  am  also 
certain  that  it  is  just  as  much  to  the  ad- 
vantage of  England  to  have  these  ques- 
tions settled,  rather  than  to  continue  a 
burning  agitation. 

Viscount  EBRINGTON  (Devonshire, 
Tavistock) :  The  hon.  Member  who  has 
just  sat  down,  although  he  has  given  a 
very  instructive  and  amusing  account  of 
his  experiences  among  the  Loyalist 
minority  in  Ireland,  and  the  man- 
ners, customs,  and  religious  observances 
there,  has  not  contributed  much  to  the 
debate,  and  certainly  not  as  much  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr. 
W.  O'Brien).  The  latter  hon.  Member 
made  a  very  remarkable  speech,  the 
sincerity  of  which  I  do  not  desire  to 
question.  But  the  hon.  Member  has 
also  made  a  good  many  other  speeches  at 
various  times,  and  on  various  occasions, 
which  compare  very  strangely  with  his 
present  utterances.  But,  although  I  do 
not  question  the  sincerity  of  the  hon. 
Member,  I  must  be  permitted  to  doubt 
whether  the  conversion  of  the  rest  of 
Ireland  will  be  as  sudden  and  complete 
as  that  of  the  hon.  Member.  Like  a 
good  many  others  who  have  spoken  in 
favour  of  these  Bills,  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone  has  dealt  rather  with 
assumptions  than  with  arguments.  Fore- 
most among  his  assumptions  is  that  the 
85  hon.  Gentlemen  who  obey  the  orders 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  are  the  true  and  only  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  people  of  Ireland. 
They  are  here,  and  there  is  no  good 
discussing  how  they  come  to  be  here. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  funds  by 
which  the  National  League  is  supported 
come  rather  from  America  than  from 
Ireland.  This  was  practically  admitted 
in  a  letter  recently  sent  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  acknowledging  Ame- 
rican remittances ;  and  further  proof  is 
to  be  found  in  the  National  League  Par- 
liamentary Fund,  which  showed,  at  the 
December  meeting  of  the  League,  that 
the  American  contributions  amounted 
to  £6,000,  while  the  Irish  contributions 
only  aiEounted  to  one-tenth  of  that  sum. 
It  is  not  as  if  there  was  no  money  in  Ire- 
land available  for  Parliamentary  pur- 
poses, if  enthusiasm  in  the  cause  was 


great.  There  is  considerable  movement 
among  builders,  carpenters,  and  others 
in  Ireland  at  the  present  time,  caused 
by  the  building  and  repair  of  churches, 
monasteries,  and  religious  houses ; 
and  everybody  knows  that  contribu- 
tions for  those  purposes  would  be  the 
first  to  be  knocked  off  if  the  people 
were  really  hard  up.  But,  no  doubt, 
the  hon.  Members  who  follow  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  are  accepted  by  the 
majority  of  the  Irish  people  as  their 
Representatives.  It  is,  however,  a  re- 
markable thing  that  while  there  are 
in  Ireland  a  certain  number  of  suc- 
cessful commercial  concerns,  and  there 
are  men  eminent  in  business  and  men 
who  have  made  reputations  in  the 
learned  professions,  there  are  no  re- 
presentatives of  those  classes  among 
the  followers  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  who  sit  below  the  Gangway.  Pro- 
bably, if  we  were  to  draw  the  names  of 
any  80  Members  of  the  House  at  ran- 
dom, it  would  be  impossible  to  find  a 
collection  of  Members  so  entirely  un- 
representative of  the  various  interests 
and  communities  that  make  up  a  people 
as  the  85  hon.  Gentlemen  who  claim 
to  represent  that  nondescript  article — 
the  Irish  nation.  Another  assumption 
frequently  urged  in  this  debate  is 
that  the  passing  of  this  Bill  will 
have  a  sort  of  magical  effect  upon 
the  Irish  people  and  their  present 
Leaders,  and  that  they  will  develop  a 
new  and  unsuspected  capacity  for  self- 
government.  It  has  been  truly  said 
that  if  it  is  desired  to  teach  them  re- 
sponsibility, power  must  be  given ;  but 
people  generally  content  themselves 
with  this  assertion,  and  they  have  not 
shown  that  to  teach  responsibility  to  the 
Irish  people  it  is  necessary  to  give  them 
much  more  power  than  it  is  proposed  to 
intrust  to  the  Scotch  or  Welsh,  or  to 
the  inhabitants  of  any  other  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  Last  December  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary said  that  if  we  wished  to  teach  the 
Irish  people  the  duties  of  citizenship, 
and  to  create  in  them  a  fitness  for  self- 
government,  we  must  first  of  all  teach 
them  responsibility;  and  we  could  not 
teach  them  responsibility  without  giving 
them  power.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
spoke  of  creating  a  capacity  for  self- 
government — creating  that  which  is  now 
non-existent.  That  is  starting  de  novo 
and  producing  it,  and  doing  it  not  by 
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any  gradual  and  well-considered  pro- 
cess, not  by  any  improvement  of  exist- 
ing machinery,  or  by  the  develop- 
ment of  existing  institutions;  not  by 
methods  which  have  succeeded  in  Eng- 
land and  Scotland  in  creating  a  sense  of 
responsibility  and  a  capacity  for  self- 
government  ;  but  by  a  stroke  of  the  pen. 
The  method  by  which  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  proposes  to  create  that  ca- 
pacity is  to  put  the  Irish  in  a  position 
which  would  try  the  civic  virtues  of  any 
nation;  and  that,  too,  under  Leaders 
whose  antecedents,  to  say  the  least,  do 
not  augur  well  for  the  success  of  the 
experiment.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread),  in  the  de- 
bate on  the  Motion  for  leave  to  intro- 
duce the  Bill,  said  the  first  duty  of  the 
new  Government  of  Ireland  would  be  to 
restore  order  in  a  distracted  country. 
How  is  that  to  be  done  ?  Is  it  to  be 
done  through  the  agency  of  the  National 
League,  through  men  like  Mr.  Sheridan, 
of  Tubbercurry,  whom  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  proposed  to 
use  two  or  three  years  ago  for  the  sup- 
pression of  outrages?  Or  would  he 
make  use  of  the  civil  servants  whom 
this  Bill  makes  independent  of  him 
after  a  couple  of  years,  or  of  the  police 
who  are  to  be  under  the  control  of  a 
different  Executive  ?  And  I  should  like 
to  know,  further,  supposing  there  was 
a  difference  of  opinion  between  the  Irish 
Government  and  the  Irish  Executive  as 
to  the  employment  of  the  police,  and 
disaster  should  be  the  result,  on  whom 
would  responsibility  rest,  and  by  whom 
would  responsibility  be  brought  home  ? 
By  the  Irish  Parliament  or  by  the  Eng- 
lish Parliament?  The  Viceroy,  be  it 
remembered,  is  to  survive  changes  of 
Administration  in  England,  and  he  may 
be  the  Viceroy  of  a  former  Government 
not  agreeing  in  politics  with  the  Minis- 
try of  the  day ;  and  this  will  not  make 
it  easier  to  fix  responsibility  upon  him. 
Then  another  duty  of  the  new  Irish 
Government,  according  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bedford,  would  be  to  es- 
tablish the  credit  of  the  country,  and 
to  invite  capital  to  come  back.  The 
way  in  which  Irish  securities  hav9  gone 
down  in  the  last  few  months  does  not 
augur  very  well  for  the  success  of  that 
experiment.  I  wonder  if  there  is  any 
hon.  Gentleman  in   the  House  who  is 

grepared  to  invest  trust  money  for  which 
e  is  responsible  in  securities  of  the  new 
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Irish  Government.  I  wonder  how  many 
votes  any  hon.  Member  would  get  in  a 
division  who  proposed  to  add  Irish  Qt)- 
vemment  securities  to  the  list  of  those 
allowed  for  investments  under  the 
Settled  Land  Act.  Then,  in  regard  to 
the  settlement  of  the  agrarian  difficulty, 
that  is  one  of  the  pointo  which  the  Irish 
Government  would  have  to  deal  with. 
Would  they  deal  with  it  on  the  basis  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  or  on  the 
basis  proposed  by  the  Prime  Minister  ? 
Would  it  be  a  case  of  prairie  value  with 
three  years'  purchase,  or  proposals 
similar  to  those  which  have  been  put 
forward  in  the  House  and  generally  re- 
pudiated on  every  part  of  the  Ministerial 
side?  No  doubt,  the  Land  Purchase 
scheme  would  do  something  towards  the 
solution  of  the  land  diffictdty  in  Ireland ; 
but  even  then  a  very  considerable  diffi- 
culty would  remain  in  the  case  of  the 
gombeen  man,  whom  no  Land  Purchase 
Bill  would  remove,  and  who  would,  in 
the  event  of  one  passing,  be  left  virtually 
the  landlord  in  a  great  part  of  Ireland. 
Then  is  it  proposed  to  deal  with  mort- 
gagees on  the  same  principle  as  land- 
lords ?  The  great  trouble  in  Ireland,  it 
is  said,  is  that  it  is  a  poor  ootmtry.  Is  it 
likely  to  become  richer  or  to  recover  pros- 
perity if  governed  on  a  system  under 
which  no  country  can  possibly  flourish  ? 
Are  banks  under  the  new  dispensation 
to  have  security  for  their  advances  ?  We 
are  told  that  the  first  duty  of  the  Irish 
Government  would   be  to  secure  quiet 

Eossession.  Is  that  to  be  accomplished 
y  putting  the  unwritten  law  over  the 
statute  law  ?  A  somewhat  curious  case 
appeared  in  the  newspapers  in  December 
last.  A  tenant  in  the  county  of  Water- 
ford  got  into  difficulties  four  or  five 
years  ago,  not  with  his  landlord,  but 
with  the  National  Bank,  who  sold  him 
up  and  bought  his  interest  in  the  farm. 
A  certain  Mr.  0*Donnell,  having  offered 
to  pay  a  fine,  was  accepted  as  tenant,  and 
took  possession.  At  first  he  was  **  Boy- 
cotted ; ''  but  afterwards,  for  a  time, 
matters  went  on  quietly.  Last  winter, 
however,  he  was  denounced  as  a  land- 
grabber  ;  his  case  was  sent  for  trial 
under  the  local  organization  of  the  Na- 
tional League,  and  it  was  decided  that 
no  arrangement  he  had  entered  into  was 
to  be  valid  until  it  had  been  confirmed 
by  the  League.  How  will  the  Irish  Par- 
liament carry  out  the  law  in  a  casie  of  that 
kind  ?    Is  a  man  to  make  the  biest  bar* 
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gain  for  himself  which  the  law  permits ; 
or  are  contracts  to  be  valid  only  if 
countersigned  by  the  National  League, 
or  by  whatever  body  takes  its  place  f  And 
can  we  intrust  the  enforcement  of  the  law 
in  matters  of  this  sort  to  the  authors  of  the 
*'  No-Bent  Manifesto  ? ''  It  seems  to  me 
that  it  would  be  no  safer  to  intrust  them 
with  that  duty,  notwithstanding  the  doc- 
trines they  now  profess,  than  to  intrust 
them  with  another  duty  on  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whit- 
bread)  most  eloquently  laid  great  stress 
the  other  night — namely,  the  eradication 
from  the  minds  of  the  people  of  that 
deep-rooted  feeling  that  it  is  justifiable 
to  nave  an  unwritten  code  running 
alongside  of  the  Constitutional  law. 
The  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
(Mr.  W.  O'Brien)  has  referred  in  glow- 
ing terms  to  what  Lord  Spencer  said  at 
Newcastle ;  but  what  Lord  Spencer  did 
say  was  that  though  the  Irish  Members 
had  not  been  privy  to  outrage,  as  far  as 
be  knew,  yet  they  had  maintained  silence 
in  regard  to  crime  at  a  time  when  speech 
would  have  been  golden.  Be  it  remem- 
bered that  this  unwritten  code  proceeds 
from  the  very  men  of  whom  this  is  the  best 
that  can  be  said.  They  may  have  looked 
upon  crime  and  outrage  as  regrettable 
incidents ;  but  on  more  than  one  occasion 
they  have  abstained  till  too  late  from 
denouncing  them  as  they  mieht  have 
done.  If  the  Irish  Members  of  the  new 
Parliament  are  to  cope  with  all  the  tasks 
which  may  be  imposed  upon  them,  it  is 
likely  enough  that  they  may  not  care 
to  come  over  and  take  part  in  the  de- 
liberations of  the  House  of  Commons  at 
Westminster.  The  Prime  Minister  has 
made  a  statement  on  that  subject  this 
evening;  but,  as  far  as  I  can  judge, 
there  would  still  remain  considerable 
difficulties.  I  wiU  take  two  points  only. 
I  do  not  think  the  proposal  of  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  would  meet  the  diffi- 
culties which  might  arise  as  to  military 
affairs,  or  as  to  foreign  affairs.  This  is 
the  only  country  in  Europe  where  a 
system  of  compulsory  service  in  the 
Army  does  not  prevail.  Although  the 
power  exists  of  enforcing  the  baUot  for 
service  in  the  Militia,  it  has  long  been 
dormant.  Under  the  new  arrangement 
Ireland  is  not  to  contribute  anything 
beyond  its  fixed  quota  for  wars ;  and  is 
it  not  possible  that  the  English  people 
mav  say — **  It  is  bad  enough  to  have  to 
find  nearly  all  the  treasure  for  this  war ; 


but  there  is  no  reason  why  we  should 
find  all  the  blood  for  it  as  well."  Re- 
cruiting in  Ireland  has  not  been  very 
flourishing  for  some  years,  and  I  doubt 
very  muon  whether  it  is  likely  P)  in- 
crease for  some  years  to  come.  In 
times  gone  by  thousands  of  brave  men 
from  Ireland  fouffht  in  our  Army,  and 
an  element  and  distinguished  Irishman 
in  this  House  repudiated  on  their  behalf 
the  term  of  alien  when  it  was  applied 
to  them.  Now  that  they  are  to  become 
aliens  and  mercenaries  in  reality  the 
recruiting  is  likely  enough  to  fall  off. 
But  there  is  nothing  in  this  measure,  as 
far  as  I  can  see,  to  prevent  the  English 
House  of  Commons  from  reviving  com- 
pulsory military  service  in  this  country, 
and  compelling  Irishmen  to  serve  in  the 
English  Army  whether  they  like  it  or 
not;  and  although,  perhaps,  no  such 
necessity  may  arise,  it  is  one  which  will 
always  be  possible  under  the  stress  of  a 
great  foreign  war.  Then,  again,  as  to 
foreign  affairs,  the  proposed  constitution 
of  Ireland  would  expose  us  to  the  same 
danger  which  already  exists  in  our  Colo- 
nies, where  excessive  zeal  on  the  part  of 
some  of  the  citizens,  or  want  of  attention 
on  the  part  of  the  Executive,  may  em- 
broil us  in  far-reaching  complications 
with  a  foreign  country.  In  our  Colonies, 
it  is  true — thanks  to  the  affectionate 
loyalty  of  their  inhabitants,  the  happy- 
go-lucky  system  has  worked  tolerably 
well;  but  is  it  desirable  to  extend  that 
system  to  a  country,  the  leading  men 
of  which  have  hitherto  been  ostenta- 
tiously disloyal  ?  Federation  is  a  goal 
to  which  I  hope  we  shall  one  day  at- 
tain ;  but  it  seems  to  me  that  we  should 
be  only  putting  an  obstacle  in  the  way 
of  federation,  instead  of  promoting  it, 
if  we  make  governors  of  Ireland  men 
whose  influence  would  disappear  if  they 
ceased  to  be  disloyal,  ana  if  we  were 
to  establish  close  to  our  shores  a 
Tributary,  whose  '*  uncrowned  King  " 
has  already  taken  an    opportunity  of 

Erotesting  against  the  tribute,  and  a 
>ependency,  a  large  section  of  whose 
people  have  always  hitherto  declared 
themselves  to  be  in  favour  of  inde- 
pendence.  

Mr.  LEWIS  (Londonderry) :  Without 
reference  to  anything  else,  I  think  I  am 
entitled,  after  the  speech  we  have  heard 
from  a  so-called  Protestant  Eepresenta- 
tive  from  Ulster,  to  ask  the  indulgence 
of  the  House  while  I  endeavour  to  give 
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what  I  believe  to  be  the  true  opinion 
of  Ix>yali8t  and  Protestant  Ulster  in  re- 
ference to  this  Bill.  The  hon.  Member 
for  West  Clare  (Mr.  Jordan),  who  spoke 
so  much  to  the  entertainment  of  the 
House,  is  perfectly  well  known  to  the 
North  of  Ireland ;  but  I  do  not  think 
that  anybody  there  would  look  upon  him 
as  a  representative  either  of  Protestant- 
ism or  of  loyalty.  It  is  a  piece  of  singular 
good  fortune,  both  for  the  measure  it- 
self and  the  country,  that  hardly  any 
measure  has  ever  received  such  ample 
and  broad  discussion  both  inside  and 
outside  the  House.  Speaking  on  behalf 
of  the  Protestant  and  loyal  minority  in 
Ireland,  I  may  say  that  they  are  deeply 
indebted  to  three  Members  of  the  Party 
opposite  for  the  extreme  care  and  dili- 
gence they  have  taken  to  point  out  the 
real  defects  and  demerits  of  the  Bill.  The 
noble  Marques  the  Member  for  Eossen- 
dale  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  and 
the  right  hon.  Members  for  West  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  Chamberlain)  and  East 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  Goschen)  are  entitled 
to  and  will  receive  the  thanks  of  the 
Loyalists  of  Ireland  for  the  clear  and 
exhaustive  way  in  which  they  have  ex- 
posed what  are  the  real  defects  of  this 
Bill.  Hitherto  the  question  with  refer- 
ence to  Home  Rule  has  always  been — 
What  is  it ;  what  does  it  mean  ;  how  is 
it  to  be  interpreted  ?  We  certainly  ex- 
pect to  understand  what  Home  Kule  is 
when  we  have  a  Bill  presented  to  us 
from  a  so-called  unitea  Cabinet.  The 
Prime  Minister  has  said  we  have  to  deal 
not  only  with  a  determined  Ministry, 
but  with  an  intelligible  plan.  But  the 
House  and  the  country  have  reason  to 
complain  that  there  is  nothing  like  de- 
termination on  the  part  of  the  Ministry, 
and  nothing  like  intelligibility  in  the 
plan.  The  House  and  the  country  have 
viewed  with  amazement  a  great  states- 
man, whoforyearspasthas  set  up  his  back 
against  abstract  Resolutions,  committing 
the  extraordinary  offence  of  first  pro- 
posing a  Bill  and  then  an  abstract  Reso- 
lution, because  that  is  the  result  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech  to-night. 
Notwithstanding  the  breadth  of  the  dis- 
cussion which  has  taken  place  in  regard 
to  this  Bill,  it  appears  to  me  that  there 
is  one  point  which  has  been  almost 
entirely  overlooked  which  is  of  a  most 
important  practical  nature.  We  have 
hoard  much  about  the  results  of  the 
Union  to  this  and  that  religious  party, 
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to  loyalty  towards  England,  and  with 
regard  to  foreign  countries ;  but  no  one 
has  taken  the  trouble  to  inform  the 
House  what  has  been  the  result  of  the 
Union  as  regards  the  prosperity  and 
progress  of  Ireland.  I  will  give  a  few 
figures  which  I  have  borrowed  from  the 
Prime  Minister  himself.  They  appear 
to  be  accurate,  and  they  refer  to  two 
periods  since  the  Union  and  after  the 
Famine.  I  will  first  take  shipping,  and 
I  find  that  the  tonnage  inwards  between 
1854  and  1884  shows  an  increase  upon 
the  tonnage  inwards  of  1854  of  120  per 
cent.  The  tonnage  outwards  in  the  same 
period  of  30  years  showed  an  increase  of 
193  per  cent.  In  savings  banks,  between 

1851  and  1884,  there  was  an  increase  of 
244  per  cent.  If  we  proceed  to  stock, 
we  shall  find  that  the  value — between 

1852  and  1885 — of  cattle,  sheep,  and 
pigs  rose  from  £30,000,000  to  nearly 
£60,000,000,  and  showed  an  increase  of 
97  per  cent ;  and  I  must  remind  the 
House  that  during  that  period  the  popu- 
lation had  greatly  declined.  Notwith- 
standing that  decline,  from  6,500,000 
in  1851  to  5,000,000  in  1883,  there  was 
this  vast  increase  in  the  wealth  of  the 
country.  I  now  come  to  the  social  con- 
dition of  the  people ;  and,  first,  as  to  their 
habitations.  In  the  Census  Returns  of 
Ireland  the  house  accommodation  is 
divided  into  four  classes.  In  the  30 
years  from  1851  to  1881  the  increase  in 
the  first-class  house  accommodation  was 
from  39,000  to  96,000,  or  an  increase 
of  about  140  per  cent;  in  the  second- 
class  the  increase  was  from  202,000  to 
467,000,  or  more  than  100  per  cent; 
while  in  the  third  and  fourth  classes, 
consisting  of  the  small  tenements  and 
mud  huts,  which  were  occupied  under 
insufficient  sanitary  arrangements,  there 
was  a  great  declension.  So  much  was 
that  the  result,  that  while  in  1851  there 
were  873,000  families  living  in  the 
poorer  houses  placed  in  these  classes, 
or  72  per  cent  of  the  whole,  with  little 
more  than  27  per  cent  living  in  the 
better  class  of  houses,  by  1881  the  num- 
ber had  immensely  diminished,  so  that 
while  43  per  cent  of  the  population  lived 
in  the  poorer  houses.  56  per  cent  lived 
in  those  placed  in  the  higher  classes. 
Do  not  these  figures  prove  that  the  pros- 
perity of  Ireland  has  increased  under 
the  Union  ?  I  might  go  through  a  vast 
number  of  other  items,  all  of  which 
show  a  eiouiarly  important  result^  but 
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I  will  only  name  the  heads  of  them.  The 
oommeroial  retnrns  show  that  the  money 
invested  was  two  and  a-half  times  greater 
than  it  was  in  1852 ;  that  the  available 
capital  measured  by  the  contents  of  the 
deposit  banks  increased  2f  per  cent ;  and 
that  the  Eevenue  of  the  country  was 
greater  in  1885  by   IJ  per  cent  than 
it  was  in  1882,  and  that  it  had  increased 
in  a  greater  ratio  than  that  of  the  rest  of 
the  United  Kingdom.     A  strong  feeling 
pervades  the  minds  of  a  good  many 
people  that  Ireland  has  suffered  greatly 
from  the  depreciation  in  the  value  of 
agricultural    produce.     It    is  conceded 
that  Ireland  is  an  agricultural  country, 
and  having  regard  to  the  fall  in  the 
price  of  cereals,  it  is  suggested  that  the 
Irish  people  must  have  fallen  into  a 
state  of  great  wretchedness  and  misery. 
But  is  the  House  aware  of  the  ridicu- 
lously small  extent  to  which  wheat  is 
grown    in    Ireland    as  compared  with 
England.    I  am  in  a  position  to  give 
the   figures.     Out  of    5,000,000    acres 
under  crop  in  1885,  only  71,000  were 
under  wheat ;  in  other  words,  for  every 
acre  of  wheat    grown    in    Ireland  in 
1885,  70  acres  were  under  other  crops. 
If   you  compare    that  with  the    posi- 
tion of   affairs  in    England,  you   will 
find   that  whereas  the  great  decrease 
in  the  price  of  wheat  resulted  in  great 
depression    and    disaster  to   the  agri- 
cultural classes  in  England,  the  result 
in  Ireland  was  insignificant.    The  acre- 
age under  barley  was  equally  small.    It 
is  quite  true  that  a  great  deal  of  land 
has  been  under  oats,  m  which  there  has 
not  been    the  same  decrease  of  price ; 
and  as  the  value  of  straw  has  largely  in- 
creased, the  effect  of  the  depression  in 
the  prices  of  cereals  has  been  insignifi- 
cant and  does  not  detract  from  the  value 
of  the  figures  I  have  quoted  as  a  proof 
of  the  national  prosperity  of  the  coun- 
try. Statistics  show  that,  instead  of  trade 
and  commerce  and  eeneral  prosperity 
being  depreciated  by  the  operations  of  the 
Union,  they  have  been  fostered  and  en- 
couraged to  a  marvellous  degree.  Let  me 
ask  the  House  to  consider  some  figures 
in  reference  to  the  period  before  the 
Union,  which,  to  my  mind,  are  of  great 
importonce  in  regard  to  many  items  of 
production,  and  are  to  be  found  in  the 
document  which  the  Prime  Minister  has 
laid  upon  the  Table.     During  the  last 
five  years  of   Grattan's  Parliament,  as 
compa^  with  the  preceding  five  years, 


there  was  a  declension  in  articles  of  pro- 
duction, in  some  cases  to  the  extent  of 
SO  and  40  per  cent.     So,  also,  with  re- 
gard to  the    tonnage    statistics,  which 
since  the  Union  have  greatly  increased. 
The  amount  of  sugar  entered  for  home 
consumption  has  also  increased  greatly, 
together  with  wine,malt,  and  whisky  ;  and 
another  notable  fact  is  that  the  National 
Debt,    which  was  only   £2,500,000  in 
1791,  increased  to  £25,000,000  by  the 
end  of  the  century  under  Grattan's  Par- 
liament.    I  would  ask  hon.  Members 
who  have  followed  me  in  these  statistics 
to  say  whether  I  am  not  justified  in 
maintaining  that  under  the  Union  the 
commercial   and  trading  prosperity  of 
the  country  has  increased  ?  The  figures 
which  I  have  ventured  to  quote  show 
that  instead  of  the  trade  and  general 
commerce  having  depreciated  under  the 
Union   they  have    been    fostered  and 
encouraged.  I  will  now  pass  on  to  other 
topics.     What  has  been  put  forward  as 
the  prominent  reason  for  the  introduction 
of  the  Bill  ?    It  is  the  fact  that  85  Na- 
tionalist Members  were  returned  from 
Ireland  demanding  Home  Hule.    I  am 
prepared  to  contend  that  although  these 
85  Members  may  represent  a  very  large 
number  of  people  in  Ireland,  they  do 
not  represent  the  majority  of  the  people ; 
still  less  do  they  represent  the  majority 
of  the  intelligent  people  of  the  country. 
I  will  venture  to  ask  how  were  these 
Members    elected  ?     What  amount  of 
priestly  tyranny  was  exercised  in  bring- 
ing  them    here  to  Parliament;    what 
amount  of  National  League  oppression 
was  brought  into  operation  in  order  to 
get  the  voters  to  the  poll;  and  what 
amount  of  actual  ignorance  was  exhibited 
by  large  numbers  of  voters  on  the  Na- 
tionalist side?    A  most  important  and 
interesting  Beturn  was  placed  upon  the 
Table  and  circulated  last  Saturday.    It 
shows  that  98,000  illiterate  voters  re- 
corded their  votes  at  the  last  General 
Election  in  Ireland.     In  other  words, 
one  in  five  of  the  entire  number  of  voters 
in  the  contested  elections  in  Ireland  were 
found  to  be  illiterate.     That  is  not  the 
whole  of  the  case.  From  the  experience 
which  I  have  had  in  my  own  county, 
and  from  inquiries  which  I  have  made 
in  adjoining  coimties,  I  know  that  hon. 
Members   may   take  it    that    of   these 
98,000  illiterate  voters  90,000  polled  for 
Nationalist  candidates.      What  is  the 
I  result  ?    Enough  voters  polled  for  Na- 
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tionalist  candidates  to  make  their  num- 
bers in  this  House  more  than  four  to 
one.  This  state  of  things  must  bear  one 
or  two  interpretations.  Either  these  men 
were  made  to  go  up,  as  I  believe  was 
generally  the  case  in  the  county  of 
Donegal,  and  declare  themselves  to  be 
illiterate  because  they  were  not  to  be 
trusted  to  poll  without  a  priest  or  a  Na- 
tional agent  being  with  them,  or  else 
these  men  were  of  such  stolid  and  dense 
ignorance  that  they  could  not  work  out 
the  simple  problem  of  polling,  though 
marked  out  for  them  on  a  printed 
paper.  Then,  taking  the  county  of 
Donegal,  in  three  out  of  its  four  oon- 
stituences  8,424  persons  in  that  single 
county  actually  went  up  and  voted 
as  illiterates  out  of  13,748  who  polled 
for  the  Nationalist  candidate  ;  in  other 
words,  nearly  two- thirds  of  the  voters 
who  sent  three  out  of  the  85  Nationalist 
Members  to  Parliament  from  the  county 
of  Donegal  were  unable  to  read  or  write. 
In  the  City  of  Derry  how  many  voters 
polled  for  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Longford  (Mr.  Justin 
McCarthy)?  Out  of  1,795  voters  for 
the  Nationalist  candidate  635  were  illi- 
terates, or  more  than  one  in  three,  and 
that  too  in  a  city  which  has  all  the  ad- 
vantages of  social  life,  business  habits, 
and  education.  More  than  one  in  three 
of  the  supporters  of  the  Nationalist  can- 
didate had  to  go  up  to  the  poll  and  vote 
as  illiterates.  Now,  is  it  to  be  wondered 
at  that  we  who  represent  the  Protestant, 
loyal,  educated,  and  intelligent  classes, 
who  have  been  always  true  to  our 
Queen  and  country,  to  the  Constitution 
and  laws  under  which  we  live,  should 
ask  the  House,  and  the  country  through 
the  House,  not  to  pay  any  regard  to  this 
mechanical  return  of  85  Members  from 
Ireland,  or  to  suppose  that  you  have  by 
that  process  obtained  any  true  represen- 
tation of  the  principles  held  by  the  ma- 
jority of  the  law-abiding  people  of  Ire- 
land ?  There  is  one  reason  which  has 
been  put  forward  by  the  Prime  Minister, 
and  it  is  one  upon  which  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  is  in  the  habit  of  re- 
lying, and  that  is  the  helpless  state  of 
government  and  law  and  order  in  Ire- 
land. That,  in  point  of  fact,  has  been 
put  forward  from  time  to  time  to  justify 
the  carrying  out  of  measures  which  are 
to  destroy  some  of  our  dearest  rights  and 
some  of  our  most  cherished  privileges. 
Sir,  we  have  been  told  about  coeroiou, 
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and  it  is  said  that  56  Acts  of  a  coeroive 
character  have  been  passed  since  the 
Union.  Well,  Sir,  it  has  struck  me, 
and  I  believe,  that  the  passing  of  so 
many  Acts  was  the  result  and  the  evi- 
dence of  misplaced  and  foolish  lenity  on 
the  part  of  Parliament ;  and,  in  my  opi- 
nion, instead  of  passing  an  Act  for  one, 
two,  or  three  years,  and  renewing  it  on 
expiry,  the  common- sense  course  would 
have  been  to  pass  a  general  Act — [/roni- 
oai  cheers']  —  yes,  and  when  its  non- 
necessity was  demonstrated  to  have  re- 
pealed it ;  and  am  satisfied  that  if  that 
had  been  done  we  should  have  been 
spared  all  this  nonsense  about  the  matter. 
Connected  with  this  subject  there  is  a 
point  to  which  I  desire  to  refer,  inas- 
much as  it  involves  a  matter  personal 
to  myself.  The  right  hon.  Qentleman 
intimated  that  one,  if  not  the  proximate, 
reason  for  the  introduction  of  the  Bill 
was  the  conduct  of  the  late  Ministry 
with  reference  to  the  Coercion  Act  last 
year.  I  say  that  no  man  in  the  country 
took  a  plainer  course  than  I  did  with 
regard  to  that  matter;  I  totally  dis- 
agreed with  the  conduct  of  the  late  Con- 
servative Qovernment  in  refusing  to  re- 
new the  Crimes  Act;  and  it  was  with 
the  greatest  pain  and  personal  distress 
that  I  separated  myself  from  their  action 
on  that  occasion.  [^A  laugh,  J  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  laughs;  but  I  think  he  has 
sometimes  taken  a  course  different  from 
that  of  his  Colleagues,  and  I  see  no 
reason  why  he  should  laugh  at  my  taking 
the  definite  line  which  I  did  take.  It  is 
well  known  that  I  expressed  my  regret 
at  the  time,  and  I  still  regret  the  course 
taken  by  right  hon.  Qentlemen  below 
me ;  but  it  does  not  lie  in  the  mouth  of 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  to  taunt  the  Con- 
servative Ministry,  for  we  had  constant 
dilly-dallying  before  their  Predecessors 
left  Office  and  bequeathed  to  them,  in 
June,  1885,  the  impossible  legacy  of 
passing  the  Crimes  Bill.  This  passage 
of  history,  however,  is  closed.  As  I 
have  said,  I  regretted,  and  still  regret, 
the  course  pursued  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment ;  but  I  am  not  now  going  to  strike 
a  blow  at  them  on  that  account,  when 
their  conduct  is  made  an  excuse  for  a 
measure  to  surrender  Ireland  to  dis- 
order and  rapine.  We  have  pre- 
cedents, of  course,  cited  in  support  of 
this  Bill,  and  among  them  there  was 
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one  whioh,  probably  owing  to  the  ab- 
Btruseness  of  the  subject  and  the  small- 
ness  of  the  Kingdoms  concerned,  did  not 
seem  to  attract  much  attention  in  the 
Houae.  I  refer  to  the  precedent  of  the 
Kingdoms  of  Sweden  and  Norway.  I 
have  received  a  letter  from  a  gentleman 
in  Sweden  who  has  held  Office  in  the 
Ministry  of  Norway,  to  the  effect  that 
there  is  no  parallel  between  the  relations 
of  Sweden  and  Norway  and  those  be- 
tween England  and  Ireland;  that  be- 
tween Sweden  and  Norway  there  is  no 
hate  of  race,  no  difference  of  religion, 
no  century  of  oppression  and  blood 
souvenirs,  and  that  in  the  attitude  of 
these  two  countries  to  each  other  there 
is  no  atom  of  resemblance  to  the  state  of 
things  in  England  and  Ireland ;  and  yet 
he  adds  that,  in  spite  of  the  apparent 
harmony  and  the  total  absence  of  con- 
flicting interests,  the  union  between 
Sweden  and  Norway  is  so  delicate  that 
it  requires  the  greatest  caution  and  care 
to  keep  the  two  nations  together.  Now, 
I  venture  to  suggest,  seeing  that  we  are 
on  the  subject  of  precedents,  that  this 
letter  opens  up  most  important  conside- 
rations against  our  blindly  following  a 
mere  precedent  which  has  the  appear- 
ance of  similarity,  but  is  essentially 
very  different  from  the  present  case. 
Now,  with  reference  to  the  changes  con- 
templated by  the  Bill.  No  matter  how 
long  Ireland  may  have  bad  a  Parlia- 
ment, she  has  never  had  a  separate 
Executive.  This  is  the  first  time  it  has 
ever  been  proposed  that  Ireland  should 
have  an  Executive  separate  from  Eng- 
land. What  does  that  mean  ?  Does  it 
mean  that  the  same  spirit,  the  same 
ends,  the  same  loyal  Constitutional  views 
will  be  the  guides  of  the  Irish  Executive, 
as  they  have  always  been  the  guides  of 
the  Imperial  Executive  ?  What  do  we 
say  will  be  the  result  in  Ulster  ?  We 
do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  education 
there  will  be  distinctly  Bomanized,  and 
that  although  Ohurch  endowment  is  not 
provided  by  this  Bill  there  is  nothing  in 
the  Bill  to  prevent  annual  endowments 
being  made  to  the  Boman  Catholic 
Church  which  we  shall  have  to  pay  for. 
A  constituent  of  mine  said  to  me  a  short 
time  ago — **  We,  the  prosperous  citizens 
of  Ulster,  will  have  to  pay  for  this" — 
Protestant  Ulster,  loyal  Ulster,  which 
already  pays  three-fourths  of  the  entire 
taxation  of  Ireland.  Another  result 
will  be  thiht  we  shall  have  new  Judges, 
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new  magistrates,  new  policem^an,  under 
the  control  of  a  Nationalist  Parliament, 
which  will  be  a  mere  reflection  of  the 
National  League.  All  the  useful  con- 
trol of  the  Local  Government  Board  in 
Ireland,  which  now  prevents  so  much 
injustice  being  done,  will  be  destroyed, 
and  the  country  will  be  placed  at  the 
feet  of  another  Local  Qovemment  Board, 
of  which  I  suppose  some  hon.  Member 
below  the  Gangway  will  be  the  well- 
paid  head.  But  under  this  new  rigime 
will  assistance  be  forthcominfi^  from  the 
police  for  the  enforcement  of  contracts ; 
does  the  House  believe  that  the  assist- 
ance of  the  police  will  be  easily  obtain- 
able for  the  purpose  of  enforcing  either 
special  duties  or  ordinary  obligations  ? 
Well,  Sir,  we  in  Ulster  believe  that 
upon  all  these  points  there  will  be  a 
desertion  of  the  Lioyalists,  and  that  they 
will  be  unable  to  obtain  even  ordinary 
justice.  I  invite  the  House  to  consider 
the  serious  risk  they  run  of  destroying 
the  prosperity  of  such  a  city  as  Derry. 
Within  the  last  40  ye^s — long  since 
the  Union — a  large  indust^ry  known  as 
the  shirt  industry  has  grown  up  there ;  it 
is  carried  on  principally  at  four  large 
establishments,  the  proprietors  of  which 
are  either  Englishmen  or  Scotchmen, 
and  the  money  which  started  this  in- 
dustry came  from  England  and  Soot- 
land.  Now,  what  do  these  proprietors 
do  for  Derry?  They  distribute  £3,500 
a-week  in  wages  amongst  the  lower 
orders,  employing,  as  they  do,  4,000 
persons,  the  majority  of  whom  are 
Koman  Oatholios,  although  the  pro* 
prietors  are  Protestants.  Is  it  probable 
that  this  industry,  which  has  made 
Derry  a  veritable  hive  of  prosperous 
activity,  will  receive  fair  play,  or  that  it 
will  be  maintained  if  this  Parliament  is 
to  be  instituted,  with  all  its  powers  of 
taxation,  which  will  be  brought  to  bear 
on  Derry  and  other  places  similarly 
prosperous  ?  What  will  happen  ?  Why, 
two  of  the  proprietors  I  have  referred 
to  have  manufactories  in  England,  and 
they  will  have  no  difficulty  whatever  in 
transferring  their  businesses  to  this 
country.  This  would  undoubtedly  be 
the  result  of  the  measure  put  forward 
by  the  right  hon.  Oentlen^an  if  it  ever 
became  law.  Again,  the  flax  and  linen 
industry  at  Belfast  has  been  the  subject 
of  the  gravest  threatenings  on  the  p^t 
of  some  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way who  would  be  Sepreaentativ^  in 
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this  new  Parliament.  I  was  yery  much 
struck  with  one  paragraph  in  the  com* 
munication  of  the  Prime  Minister,  in 
which  the  National  Press  Agency  was 
authorized  to  announce  to  an  astonished 
world  the  conversion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  Home  Eule.  It  is  cer- 
tainly not  complimentary  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway,  and  I  do  not 
think  they  were  then  quite  so  much  in 
love  with  him  as  they  are  now.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  in  the  com- 
munication to  which  I  refer — 

"  It  is  not  likely  that  the  composition  of  that 
Legislature  would  be  at  all  similar  to  the  pre- 
sent personnel  of  the  Irish  Party  in  the  House 
of  Ck)mmons." 

Do  hon.  Gentlemen  from  Ireland  think 
that  the  Prime  Minister  meant  that 
the  representation  would  be  better  or 
worse* 

"As  soon  as  that  question  is  settled— the 
question  of  an  Irish  Legislature— the  unity  will 
Tanishy  and  all  the  sectional  differences  of  the 
Irish  people  will  re-appear.  The  forces  of  in- 
telligence, the  wealth  and  interests  of  every 
class  of  the  population  will  assert  themselves, 
and  the  Members  returned  to  the  Parliament  in 
Dublin  will  be  very  different  in  all  respects  to 
those  vho  represent  Ireland  now.  What  is  it 
that  gives  the  force  of  intelligence,  the  wealth 
and  uie  interests  of  every  class  of  the  population 
which  will  assert  themselves  and  cause  the 
Members  returned  to  the  Irish  Parliament  to 
be  very  different  from  what  they  are  now  P  " 

Complimentary  or  not,  what  a  warning 
is  conveyed  in  these  words,  which  were, 
at  all  events,  suggested  by  the  Prime 
Minister.  But  what  does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  think  of  the  necessity  of  the 
change  ?  I  must  say  that  I  do  not  ad- 
mire the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  a 
prophet ;  but  this  time  he  may  be  riffht. 
He  says  that  if  he  is  enabled  to  eject 
the  GoTemment  on  this  issue  he  will 
have  a  large  majority  in  the  House  of 
Oommons  for  his  Irish  Bill ;  and  he  be- 
lieves that  the  House  of  Lords,  weighing 
the  gremty  of  the  situation,  will  not  re- 
ject it.  Well,  Sir,  I  think  the  House  of 
Lords  wUl  not  reject  the  Bill ;  I  do  not 
think  they  will  have  the  chance  of  doing 
so ;  I  think  we  in  the  House  of  Oom- 
mons are  likely  to  give  a  very  good 
account  of  it.  Then  there  was  another 
prophecy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
who  said  that  there  is  reasonable  expec- 
tation that  Lord  Hartington  and  Mr. 
GK)schen  will  come  round  to  his  view, 
and  that  Mr.  Chamberlain  and  8ir 
^Gharles  Dilke,  in  spite   of    their  pre- 
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sent  attitude,  could  not  consistently  op- 
pose it. 

Thb  SEORBTARY  to  thb  TBEA- 
8UEY  (Mr.  Hknbt  H.  Fowiot)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  Those  are  not  the 
words  of  the  Prime  Minister,  but  of  the 
Central  Press. 

Mb.  lewis  :  I  am  glad  to  be  in- 
structed by  the  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite, because  he  is  a  lawyer,  and 
knows  the  e£Pect  of  evidence  given  in 
the  presence  of  a  person  who  does  not 
dispute  it.  This  language  is  stated  as 
issuing  from  the  Prime  Minister.  I  do 
not  wonder  that  Gentlemen  opposite  do 
not  like  it.  It  is  a  very  deplorable 
thing  that  this  scheme  should  have  been 
sprung  upon  the  country  through  the 
agency  of  the  Press ;  but  I  say  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  contra- 
dicted it,  and  if  he  were  present  I  do 
not  believe  that  he  would  do  so  now. 
At  this  hour  I  am  very  anxious  to  have 
regard  to  the  time  and  to  the  conve- 
nience of  the  House ;  but  I  have  one  or 
two  more  observations  to  make.  We  have 
heard  a  good  deal  on  the  subject  of  gua- 
rantees; but  I  do  not  think  that  we 
ought  to  pay  much  regard  to  the  gua- 
rantees which  are  in  the  Bill.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  declared  to  us»  in 
words  which  I  have  heard  at  least  four 
or  five  times  applied  to  Irish  afiPairs, 
that  if  we  pass  this  measure  everything 
will  be  put  right  in  Ireland — that  we 
shall  have  peace,  goodwill,  and  amity 
between  the  two  countries.  But  how 
long  will  it  be  before  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will,  under  the  influence  of 
some  Divine  light,  come  down  ai^d  tell 
us  that  we  must  not  keep  up  these  con- 
ditions, and  that  we  must  throw  them 
away  as  the  last  rag  of  British  domina- 
tion in  Ireland  f  Why,  Sir,  we  should 
be  asked  to  do  that  probably  within 
three  or  four  years.  I  desire  to  refer  to 
another  subject  which  is  especially  ger- 
mane to  Ulster.  I  venture  to  say  Uiat 
never  did  a  statesman  of  the  first  rank 
introduce  a  Bill  of  this  importance  in  so 
reckless  a  way.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, having  said  that  three  propositions 
had  been  made  with  regard  to  Ulster, 
threw  the  whole  difficulty,  as  it  were,  on 
the  floor  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
told  us  to  pick  it  up.  I  ask  if  that  is 
the  way  to  treat  the  loyal  people  of 
Ulster?  I  say  that  we  are  insulted 
when  we,  the  minority  of  Irish  Mem- 
bers, numbering  only   16   out  of  the 
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entire  representation    of  Ireland,  are 
asked  to  formulate  a  plan  which  will 
satisfy  you  and  not  be  outvoted.   We  say 
that  ^e  Prime  Minister  must  have  felt 
that  this  was  a  matter  requiring  special 
treatment;  that  it  was  his  duty  to  formu- 
late a  plan  and  propose  it  with  the  full 
sanction  and  authority  of  his  Ministxr ; 
but  instead  of  that  the  right  hon.Qentfe- 
man  says  in  efifect — '*  I  admit  that  you 
are  in  a  bad  plight ;  I  admit  that  you 
have  little  hope  for  the  future;  but  I 
am  not  clever  enough  to  find  out  a 
remedy  by  which  you  may  be  protected." 
Now,  what  is  the  attitude  which  Ulster 
takes  up?    We  do  not  want  any  tin- 
kering, or  exceptional  legislation;  we 
do  not  want  to  be  invited  to  form  for 
ourselyes  a  separate  Parliament,   and 
desert  all  the  Protestants  to  be  found  in 
the  other  three  Provinces  of   Ireland. 
We  wcuit  to  walk  with  them  as  mem- 
bers of  the  same  community,  as  subjects 
of  the  same    Queen,  and   by  sending 
Members  to  the  same  Parliament.     We 
do  not  want  any  pretentious  schemes  for 
the  purpose  of  separating  us  from  our 
fellow-citizens    elsewhere.      We    have 
been  told  over  and  over  again  by  those 
who    advocate    this    scheme    that    the 
weakness  of  the  position  of  those  who 
oppose  it  is  that  they  have  no  alterna- 
tive.    You  might  as  well  taunt  a  soldier 
defending  a  citadel    with    having    no 
alternative,  as   taunt   us  who   are  de- 
fending the  fortress  of  our  liberty.     We 
have  no  alternative  to   propose  but   a 
United  Empire ;  there  is  no  other  alter- 
native ;  and  I  put  the  matter  in  this  way 
— ^you  want  to  break  the  Union — it  is 
our  duty  to  maintain  it;  you  want  to 
fly  before  your  enemies;  we   want   to 
defeat  them ;  you  propose  to  bribe  the 
landowners  to  leave  the  country  so  that 
they  should  not  be  despoiled ;  we  prefer 
to  remain  in   a   country  which  is  our 
own,  to  take  our  chance  there,  and  we 
say—**  You  shall  not  turn  us  out."    I 
am  not  here  to  make  empty  boasts  as  to 
what  will  be  done;  but  I  do  say  that 
you  have  not  the  right  to  trans^r  the 
allegiance  of  the  subjects  of  the  Sove- 
reign  of    these  Bealms.     We  believe 
that  this  Bill  is  only  the  first  step  in 
that  direction ;  and  believing  that  to  be 
the  case  we,  the  Eepresentatives  of  the 
loyal  people  of  Ulster,  without  boasting 
and  without  threatening,  are  here  to  say 
that  we  stand  by  the  Standard  of  Eng- 
land, and  that  we  do  not  mean  it  should 


be  taken  out  of  our  hands.  We  ask  you 
to  substitute  a  policy  of  manliness  for 
one  of  meanness,  a  policy  of  courage  for 
cowardice;  and  we  ask  you  to  forego 
the  base  and  treacherous  course  of  hand- 
ing over  the  government  of  Ireland  to 
the  avowed  enemies  of  the  Queen  and 
of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
—  (iSir  ffenry  Jama.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Thureday, 

CROFTERS    (SCOTLAND)    (No.  2)   BILL. 

{Mr,  Tr^ayn,  Ths  Lord  Advoeate^  Mr. 

Solicitor  Oontrolfor  Scotiand,) 

[bill  200.]      TBIBD  RBABINO. 

Order  for  Third  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." — {2'he  Lord  Advocate^  Mr.  J.  B, 
Balfour,) 

Mb.  MACFARLANE  (ArgyU):  Sir, 
I  wish  to  say  a  few  words  upon  this 
question.  On  the  introduction  of  the 
Bill  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
then  Secretary  for  Scotland  (Mr.  Tre- 
velyan)  I  expressed  my  disappointment 
with  its  provisions;  but  I  went  on  hoping 
against  hope  that  when  we  reached  the 
Committee  stage  some  improvement 
might  be  made  in  the  Bill,  so  that  it 
might  become  a  practical  measure  of 
some  value  to  those  people  for  whose 
benefit  it  was  supposed  to  be  introduced. 
However,  as  the  proceedings  in  Com- 
mittee went  on,  I  found  that  every 
Amendment  in  any  way  tending  to  ex- 
tend the  scope  of  the  Bill,  and  especially 
those  Amendments  moved  or  supported 
by  Members  who  represented  the  into* 
rests  of  the  people  concerned,  were  in- 
variablv  rejected.  I  found  also  that 
lines  of  action  had  been  arranged  be- 
tween the  two  Front  Benches  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  the  Bill  in  its 
original  integrity,  and  I  perceived  that 
no  Amendment  would  be  accepted  by 
the  Government  from  any  quarter,  espe- 
cially from  the  Eepresentatives  of  those 
whom  it  was  intended  to  benefit.  I 
object  to  this  Bill  on  several  grounds. 
In  the  present  and  in  the  past,  in  spite 
of  all  the  wrong  that  has  been  done, 
there  has  always  existed  a  remnant  of 
good    feeling    between    the    Highland 
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people  and  tbeir  landlords.  That  remnant 
of  good  feeling  will  be  removed  by  the 
Bill;  and  the  result  will  be  that  although 
a  few  people — a  small  percentage  — 
may  derive  some  benefit  from  the  Act, 
the  mass  of  the  population  will  become, 
unfortunately,  worse  off  than  they  were 
before.     I  say  that  every  Amendment 
which  has  been  moved,  especially  those 
put  forward  by  the  Bepresentatives  of 
the  Highland  people,  has  been  treated 
with  contempt  on  the  Treasury  Bench. 
Let  the  Prime  Minister,  when  he  con- 
siders this  matter,  look  at  the  Division 
Lists  on  the  Crofters  Bill,  and  he  will 
see  that  the  majority  of  Scottish  Mem- 
bers voted  for  all  the  Amendments  moved 
by  us,  and  that  we  were  beaten  only  by 
the  Tory  Members  and  English  sporting 
Members.     That  has    been  uniformly 
the  case.     Sir,  I  have  no  hesitation  in 
sayinff  that  one  or  two  more  Bills  con- 
ducted in  the  same  way  as  this  has  been 
will  raise  a  cry  in  Scotland  for  Home 
Bule  which  will  be  irresistible.    The  Bill 
was  introduced  in  an  insufficient  form, 
carried  by  a  league  between  the  two  Front 
Benches,  and  made  worse  than  useless. 
I  myself  have  moved  Amendments  until 
I  was  weary  of  doing  so ;  but  not  one 
oomma,  full  stop,  or  semicolon  of  them 
was  accepted  by  the  Lord  Advocate. 
Those  Amendments  were  not  of  an  im- 
reasonable  character,  for  in  most  of  the 
divisions  which  took  place  upon  them  I 
was  supported  by  100  Members.    This 
Bill  was  introduced  ostensibly  for  the 
purpose  of  promoting  the  extension  of 
the  population  in  these  districts.     But 
I  say  that  will  not  be  the  result.     With 
all  its  restrictions,  in  the  absence  of  the 
good  feeling  which  has  existed  and  in 
race  of  the  statutory  regulations  which 
exist,  I  say  that  the  result  will  be  that 
in  a  short  time  the  Highland  people 
will  be  exterminated.    The  present  Go- 
vernment is  behind  the  House  of  Com- 
mons and  the  country  in  this  matter, 
and  they  are  behind  the  views  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  introduced 
the  BilL     If  the  Bill  could  be  thrown 
out  by  my  vote  I  would  reject  it  without 
the  slightest  Iiesitation,  and  trust,  if  you 
like,  to  agitation  to  produce  a  better 
measure.    But  I  tell  those  interested  in 
sporting,  for  whose  interest  the  Bill  was 
mainly  introduced,  that  sport,  especially 
deer -stalking,   can  exist  only   by  the 
toleration  of  the  people,  whose  interests 
must  be  considered,  because  if  they  are 
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not  deer  forests  will  vanish  from  Soot- 
land.  Sir,  I  feel  so  strongly  on  this 
question  that  I  consider  it  my  duty  to 
divide  the  House  against  the  Motion 
for  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  FEASEE- mackintosh 
(Inverness-shire) :  Sir,  I  rise  to  support 
the  observations  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Argyll.  I  myself  am  aware 
of  the  inflexible  rule  laid  down  not  to 
accept  any  substantial  Amendment  to  the 
Bill.    This  measure  has  been  considered 
by  the  Highland  people  and  by  various 
Associations  in  the  Highlands,  and  in  no 
case  have  the  resolutions  passed  upon 
it  been  otherwise  than  condemnatory.    I 
have    received    commimications    from 
those  sources  asking  us  in    the  most 
peremptory  manner  to  divide  the  House 
against  the  Bill.    May  I  ask  the  atten- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Lord  Advocate  to  this  one 
fact  ?    We,  on  these  Benches,  asked  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to 
allow  crofters  holding  under  leases  to 
be  admitted  to  the  benefits  of  the  Bill. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
refused  to  do  so,  and  what  is  the  result? 
The  result  is  that  many  landlords  are 
now  insisting  on  their  tenants  taking 
leases  in  order  that  they  may  place  them- 
selves beyond  the  provisions  of  the  Bill. 
Although  those  crofters  had  no  leases 
they  have  been  compelled  to  sign  leases, 
and  this  occurred  as  late  as  Saturday- 
last  in  the  case  of  the  largest  land- 
holder in  the  county  of  Inverness.     I 
draw  the  attention  of  the  Lord  Advocate 
to  that  fact,  in  the  hope  that  if  it  is  not 
too  late  a  provision  may  be  introduced 
in  the  House  of  Lords  to  the  effect  that 
leases  entered  into  within  six  months  ojf 
the  passing  of  this  Bill  shall  not  exclude 
tenants  from  the  benefits  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
£.) :  Sir,  both  the  hon.  Members  who 
have  spoken  to  this  Motion  have  reite- 
rated the  allegation  made  in  Committee 
that  there  existed  an  agreement  between 
the  two  Front  Benches  with  reference  to 
this  Bill.  It  is  true  that  the  Government 
rejected  many  Amendments  made  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  I  must  point  out 
that  they  resisted  all  the  Amendments 
made  on  this  side  of  the  House,  some  of 
which  I  regard  as  of  ^reat,  if  not  vital, 
importance.  I  will  just  refer  to  one 
other  matter  touched  upon  in  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Argyll.     The 
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hon.  Member  said  that  the  result  of  the 
Bill  would  be  that  the  condition  of  the 
mass  of  the  population  in  the  High- 
lands would  be  worse  than  it  was  be- 
fore. And  why?  Because  the  kindly 
feeling  which  has  existed  between  the 
landlords  and  the  tenants  would  be  de- 
stroyed, and  the  distress  of  the  tenants 
thereby  greatly  aggrayated.  When  the 
hon.  Ghentleman  says  that  the  condition 
of  the  population  in  the  Highlands  will 
not  be  improved  by  this  Bill  I  largely 
agree  with  him ;  because  I  have  always 
asserted  that  it  is  not  by  any  mere  ma- 
nipulation of  the  Land  Laws  that  this 
result  is  to  be  attained.  But  when  the 
hon.  Member  says  that  this  Bill  will 
injure  the  tenants  by  destroying  the 
kindly  feeling  which  at  present  exists 
between  them  and  their  landlords,  can 
there  be  a  severer  condemnation  of  all 
the  main  proyisions  of  the  measure  ?  Is 
not  the  whole  Bill  founded  on  the  theory 
that  the  tenants  must  be  protected  from 
the  tyranny  of  the  landowners  ?  I  hope 
little  from  this  Bill  as  regards  the  ma- 
terial prosperity  of  the  oroffcers.  In  it- 
self it  is,  for  the  most  part,  useless,  or 
worse  than  useless.  But  if  it  be  the 
prelude  to  action  on  the  part  of  the 
Exeoutiye,  which  shall  put  an  end  to 
that  melancholy  state  of  social  disorder 
in  the  Highlands  which,  so  long  as  it 
lasts,  is  a  oar  to  any  improvement  in 
the  condition  of  the  people,  it  will  not 
have  been  passed  in  vain. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BAEOLAT  (Forfarshire): 
Sir,  I  rise  to  support  the  protests  of  the 
hon.  Members  for  Argyll  and  Inverness 
against  the  Bill,  which,  I  am  convinced, 
will  prove  to  be  no  settlement  whatever 
of  this  question  of  the  Highlands,  and 
will  do  little  or  nothing  to  improve  the 
social  condition  of  the  people  in  the 
Western  Highlands,  which  has  been  so 
sreat  a  cause  of  anxiety  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's (Jovemment.  When  the  Bill  was 
introduced  by  the  then  Secretary  for 
Scotland  (Mr.  Trevelyan),  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  enunciated  principles 
of  great  value,  and  which,  had  they 
been  applied,  would  have  tended  greatly 
to  improve  the  condition  of  the  people. 
But  as  the  discussion  in  Oommittee  pro- 
ceeded it  was  manifest  that  the  scope  of 
the  Bill  was  too  narrow  to  allow  those 
who  were  most  in  need  of  assistance  to 
be  benefited  by  it.  The  Bill  is  limited 
in  its  provisions  to  so  small  a  number 
of  people  that  1  say  it  is  unworthy  of 
the  time  which  the  Mouse  of  Oommons 


has  bestowed  upon  it.  It  will  not  in 
any  sense,  in  my  opinion,  effect  an  im- 
provement in  the  condition  of  the  people 
of  the  Highlands ;  and  I  think  that  hon. 
Members  who  more  particularly  repre- 
sent the  districts  concerned  will  be  per- 
fectly justified  in  taking  a  division  on 
the  Motion  for  the  third  reading,  in  order 
to  show  that  they  do  not  accept  the  Bill 
as  a  settlement  of  the  question,  and  that 
they  consider  the  Government  to  have 
failed  to  satisfy  the  just  expectationriueed 
at  the  commencement  of  this  legislation, 

Mb.  mark  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
bright) :  I  made  my  protest  when  this 
Bill  was  first  introduced  in  the  House, 
and  at  various  times  during  the  debate. 
My  suggestions  were  not  aecepted  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  Had  they 
been,  I  think  the  Bill  would  have  been 
very  much  improved,  and  it  would  have 
given  far  greater  satisfaction  to  some 
of  those  Gentlemen  who  sit  below  the 
Gangway  fhaa  it  does  at  present.  But 
I  cannot  refrain  from  saymg  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government — and,  if  I  may 
particularize,  especially  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour) — gave  great 
attention  to  the  Bill,  and  took  great 
pains  with  it.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  exhibited  the  very 
greatest  patience,  and  endeavoured  to 
meet  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gang- 
way in  a  very  fair  and  oonsoientious 
spirit.  There  is  one  point  I  wish  to  im- 
press upon  the  Government,  and  that  is 
that  in  the  event  of  this  Bill  becoming 
law — andl  have  no  doubt  that  practically 
it  will  in  a  few  moments — I  hope  they . 
will  see  it  is  properly,  carried  out.  It  is 
one  thing  to  pass  a  Bill  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  another  thing  to  see  that 
it  is  carried  out.  When  we  consider 
the  condition  of  many  parts  of  tiie 
Western  Highlands,  and  the  great  diffi- 
culty experienced  there  in  getting  rents 
and  in  satisfying  the  people,  we  must 
feel  that  when  this  House  has  spent 
many  days  and  weeks  in  maturing  a 
measure,  it  is  important  that  that  mea- 
sure should  be  justly  and  properly  ad- 
ministered. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  I  do  not 
intend  to  resume  the  debate  upon  this 
Bill,  which  has  already  been  very  be- 
longed ;  but  there  are  one  or  two  pomts 
in  regard  to  which  I  should  like  to  say  a 
word.  In  the  first  place,  it  has  been 
made  to  appear  Hi&t  in  somia  iraj  or . 
sense  this  iBill  has  been  narroweq*  oip 
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made  less  eztensiTO  than  wlien  pre- 
sented to  Parliament.  The  fact  is  quite 
the  other  way.  Although  the  Bill 
passed  the  second  reading  without  a 
division,  so  anxious  were  the  Govern- 
ment to  gather  the  opinion,  not  only  of 
the  House  generally,  but  especially  of  the 
Scottish  Members  upon  it,  that  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  late  Secretary  for  Soot- 
land  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  and  I  availed  our- 
selves of  the  advantage  of  a  meeting 
with  the  Members  from  Scotland  at 
which  the  whole  of  the  Bill  was  dis- 
cussed ;  and  every  Amendment  which 
was  put  forward  or  suggested  at  that 
meeting,  and  which  seemed  to  have  the 
prevalent  assent  of  the  Scottish  Mem- 
bers, was  put  upon  the  Paper  by  the 
Government  and  had  been  carried.  I 
need  not  enumerate  the  Amendments 
thathave  been  adopted,  but  only  say  that 
all  of  them  have  been  in  the  direction  of 
widening  the  scope  of  the  Bill ;  some  of 
them  did  so  in  a  very  important  manner. 
It  is  quite  a  mistime  to  suppose  there 
has  been  anything  done  to  narrow  the 
Bill.  The  Bill  was  introduced  with  a 
particular  territorial  scope.  Its  objects 
have  not  been  limited,  but  its  benefits 
have  been  widened  by  a  number  of 
very  important  Amendments  which  were 
agreed  to  as  the  Bill  passed  through 
Committee.  I  can  only  assure  the  House 
that  there  has  been  every  intention  and 
desire  on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
give  the  fullest  consideration  to  any 
Amendment  that  came  from  any  quarter 
of  the  House,  because  their  sin^e  en- 
deavour has  been  to  make  the  Bill  as 
efficient  as  possible. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  219;  Noes 
52 :  Majority  167.— (Div.  List,  No.  90.) 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

CUSTOMS  AND  INLAND  REVENUE  BILL. 

(Mr.  Courtney f  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 

Mr.  Bcnry  S.  Fowler.) 

[bill   190.]       OOlfMlTTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Glauses  1  to  6,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  7  (Assessment  of  income  tax 
under  schedules  (A.)  and  (B)  and  of  the 
inhabited  house  duties  for  the  year 
1886-7.     82  &  83  Yict.  c.  67). 

Ma.  BABTLEY  (IsHngton,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  move,  in  page  8,  line  82,  to  leave 

l%e  Lord  Advocate 


out  the  words  "  poundage  of  three-half- 
pence," and  insert  the  word  "salary." 
The  two  Amendments  which  I  have  put 
upon  the  Paper  on  this  subject,  Sir, 
simply  apply  to  the  abolition  of  the  sys- 
tem of  payment  by  poundage  to  Income 
Tax  collectors.  I  think  there  is  a  gene- 
ral sentiment  throughout  the  country 
on  this  matter  which  is  favourable  to 
this  proposal ;  but  in  order  that  there 
shall  be  no  hardship  on  the  existing  col- 
lectors, I  propose,  in  my  second  Amend- 
ment, that  the  salaries  paid  to  them  in 
the  future  shall  be  equal  to  the  pound- 
age which  they  received  last  year  when 
the  Income  Tax  was  as  high  as  it  is  ever 
likely  to  be  in  ordinary  times.  It  is  felt 
that  those  who  have  to  make  the  assess- 
ments should  not  receive  payment  by 
results ;  and  I  therefore  urge  that  instead 
of  poundage  the  Qovemment  will  con- 
sent to  allow  salaries  to  be  paid  equal 
to  the  poundage  paid  in  the  year  ending 
the  6th  of  April,  1 886.  Then,  in  the  last 
line,  I  wish  to  insert  these  words — 

"  Provided,  That  no  person  be  required  to 
pay  on  a  larger  som  than  he  aotnallj  receives 
as  rent  or  otherwise." 

I  wish  to  add  this  Proviso,  because,  as 
the  Committee  is  no  doubt  aware,  there 
are  a  great  number  of  houses  which  are 
assessed  at  a  figure  far  beyond  their 
letting  value.  In  some  cases,  ware- 
houses and  other  premises  which  are 
only  partially  let  are  assessed,  and  the 
rates  are  demanded  upon  their  total 
rating.  I  think  there  are  very  strong 
arguments  indeed  in  favour  of  the 
Amendments  which  I  have  suggested ; 
and,  therefore,  I  beg  to  move  the  altera- 
tions to  Clause  7  which  are  down  in 
my  name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  line  32,  to  leave  oat  the  words 
**  poundage  of  three-half  pence,"  and  insert  the 
word  **  salary.'*— (ifr.  Bartley.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
'three-half  pence'  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

TheCHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (SirWiLLiAM  HAR00XJBT)(Derby): 
The  hon.  Member's  Amendments  apply 
to  two  entirely  different  matters— one  is 
the  question  of  the  payment  of  collectors 
by  poundage,  and  the  other  refers  to  the 
basis  on  which  the  Income  Tax  should 
be  levied.  With  regard  to  the  question 
of  poimdage,  certainly  the  Government 
are  not  enamoured  of  the  system  of 
paying    collectors    by  poundage;    but 
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I  would  point  out  that  the  late  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  (li/t.  Childers) 
on  one  occasion  made  a  proposal  by 
which  the  Income  Tax  was  to  be  col- 
lected by  G-ovemment  officials,  who 
should  be  paid  by  salaries ;  and  what 
was  the  result  ?  Well,  the  result  of  it 
was  that  an  hon.  Gentleman  sitting  on 
this  side  of  the  House  (Mr.  Slagg),  who 
at  that  time  represented  Manchester, 
attacked  that  proposition  on  behalf  of 
Manchester,  and  he  was  joined  by  the 
whole  forces  of  the  borough  Members 
aotine  on  behalf  of  the  local  collectors, 
and  mey  succeeded  in  defeating  the  Go- 
Temment.  Since  that  time  a  great  num- 
ber of  the  larger  towns  of  England,  in- 
cluding the  largest  town  in  England, 
then  represented  by  Mr.  Slagg,  have 
adopted  the  system  of  paying  the  col- 
lectors bv  salary.  In  point  of  fact,  in 
most  of  the  principal  places  in  the  coun- 
try the  payment  of  the  collectors  is  at 
present  by  salary;  and,  therefore,  we 
We  not  thought  it  necessary  to  renew 
the  proposal  to  make  the  system  com- 
pulsory ;  because  by  experience  of  the 
system  it  is  found  to  be  approved 
of,  and  is  practically  coming  into 
operation  in  a  natural  way.  They 
are  disoovering,  in  all  the  principal 
districts,  that  it  is  an  advantageous  sys- 
tem, and  it  is  being  generally  adopted. 
Therefore  we  do  not  think  it  is  necessary 
to  make  it  compulsory.  At  any  rate, 
however,  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber woiild  not  work  satisfactorily,  be- 
cause he  proposes  to  retain  the  services 
of  the  local  collectors,  and  pay  them  a 
salary.  You  might  have  a  local  officer 
and  pay  him  a  sedary  from  the  locality, 
or  you  can  have  a  public  officer  paid  by 
the  State;  but  I  do  not  see  how  the 
Government  could  keep  the  local  col- 
lectors and  pay  them  by  salary.  No 
doubt,  the  system  of  payment  by  salary 
is  the  better  of  the  two,  and  I  hope  that 
it  will  soon  become  the  imiversal  system 
in  England ;  and,  although  I  am  not  at 
issue  with  the  hon.  Member  as  to  the 
general  principle,  I  cannot  accept  his 
proposal  for  the  reasons  which  1  have 
given.  I  do  not  think  that  we  shall 
gain  anything  by  trying  to  force  this 
matter  too  much,  and  I  trust,  therefore, 
that  the  hon.  Member  will  not  press  his 
Amendment.  As  to  the  second  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member,  I  am  sorry  to 
say  that  I  cannot  accept  it,  because  it  is 
altogether  contrary  to  the  principle  on 
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which  the  Income  Tax  is  assessed.  The 
Income  Tax  is  assessed  on  the  value,  not 
on  the  actual  rental,  of  a  building,  which 
may  or  may  not  represent  the  true  value. 
Let  me  give  the  Uommittee  an  instance. 
Suppose  I  have  a  house  which  is  worth 
£200  a-year,  and  I  have  a  friend  who  is 
not  rich,  and  I  say  to  him — ''You  shall 
have  this  house  for  £100."  Well,  it 
would  obviously  not  be  fair  to  lower  the 
assessment  to  £  IOC  a-year.  I  will  give 
the  Committee  another  illustration.  Sup- 
pose a  house  was  let  on  lease  for  £50 
a-year,  and  in  consequence  of  the  in- 
crease of  trade  or  of  any  other  reason 
it  became  worth  £100  a-year,  then, 
surely,  it  is  fair  that  the  tax  should  be 
paid  at  the  true  annual  value.  If  the 
true  annual  value  is  less  than  is  actually 
being  paid,  then  the  taxpayer  will  get 
the  benefit ;  but  the  only  plan  on  which 
we  can  assess  property  is  by  finding  out 
what  is  the  true  annual  letting  value  of 
the  house.  We  cannot  adopt  any  other 
principle  than  the  true  annual  value,  and 
therefore  I  cannot  accept  the  Proviso 
which  the  hon.  Member  proposes  to 
move.  I  hope  the  hon.  Member  will 
think  these  explanations  are  satisfactory, 
and  will  not  press  his  Amendment  to  a 
division. 

Mb.  HICKMAN  (Wolverhampton, 
W.) :  I  am  glad  to  hear  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  that  he  does  not  approve  of 
the  principle  of  poundage  in  regard  to 
the  collection  of  the  Income  Tax.  I  think, 
however,  that  the  objection  applies  more 
to  the  assessors  than  to  the  collectors ; 
because  I  take  it  that  the  collector  is 
furnished  with  a  statement  showing  the 
amount  to  be  collected,  and  has  no  option 
whatever  as  to  the  amount  which  he  is 
to  collect.  But  it  is  very  important  in- 
deed that  the  persons  who  have  the 
assessment  of  the  Income  Tax  imder 
their  control  should  do  it  with  perfect 
impartiality;  and  it  is  felt  to  be  a  very 
great  grievance  indeed  that  such  persons 
should  be  paid  by  poundage.  I  shall 
be  glad  to  nave  an  assurance  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  such  persons 
shall  be  paid  by  salary  and  not  by 
poundage. 

The  SECRETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henby  H.  Fowlbe)  Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  I  quite  agree  with  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  who  has  just 
sat  down;  but  I  would  point  out  that 
the  case  which  he  puts  is  met  by  the  re- 
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marks  which  fell  from  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Bxchequer, 
hut  with  this  difference— that  my  right 
hon.  Friend's  obserrations  apply  with 
greater  force  in  regai^  to  assessors,  be- 
cause there  are  a  great  many  more  of 
them  who  are  at  the  present  time  paid 
by  poundage.  I  should  like  to  explain 
to  the  Committee,  in  reference  to  poimd- 
age,  that  the  collectors  do  not  gain 
anything  by  the  increase  or  decrease  of 
the  rate  of  Income  Tax,  because  the 
poundage  yaries  according  to  the  way  in 
which  the  Income  Tax  goes  up  or  goes 
down.  I  Will  give  the  Committee  an 
illustration  in  regard  to  last  year.  A 
little  time  ago,  when  the  Income  Tax 
was  low,  the  poundage  was  ^\d. ;  whereas 
last  year,  in  consequence  of  the  increase 
which  had  taken  place  in  the  tax,  the 
poundage  was  only  l^i.,  so  that  the 
amount  of  poundage  received  by  the 
collectors  is  practically  uniform.  The 
whole  matter  has  been  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  Inland  Eevenue  Depart- 
ment to  consider,  and  I  hope  the  hon. 
Member  will  not  think  it  necessary  to 
press  his  Amendment. 

Me.  BEUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich)  hoped  that  the  principle  of  levying 
Income  Tax  on  the  letting  value  of  a 
house  would  be  given  up  before  long, 
and  for  this  reason — that  some  houses 
had  no  letting  value  at  all,  by  reason  of 
their  being  too  large  and  too  expensive. 

Questidn  put. 

The  Conunittee  divided: — ^Ayes  149; 
Noes  19  :  Majority  130.— (Div.  list, 
No.  91.) 

Thb  chairman  :  The  next  Amend- 
ment is  also  in  the  name  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Islington  (Mr.  Bart- 
ley);  but  as  it  is  dependent  upon  the 
Amendment  which  has  just  been  rejected 
it  cannot  be  put.  Does  the  hon.  Member 
propose  to  move  the  third  Amendment  ? 

Mr.  BARTLEY:  No,  Sir;  I  do  not 
propose  to  press  it. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Remaining  Clauses  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Thwrsday. 

BURGH  POLICE  AND  HEALTH  (SOOT- 
LAND)  BILL  [Xor<fo].— [Bill  194.] 
( The  Lord  Advocate.) 
SECOND  BBADIKO. 

CMer  fbr  Second  Beading  read. 
Mr.  Eenry  H,  Fowler 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (7]^  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour.) 

Me.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) : 
I  am  somewhat  surprised  that,  notwith- 
standing the  request  which  was  made  to 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  early 
in  the  evening,  he  proposes  to  ask  the 
House  to  go  on  with  the  second  reading 
of  this  Bill  at  2  o'clock  in  the  morning. 
I  think  that  it  needs  no  argument  to 
persuade  the  House  not  to  go  on  now 
with  a  measure  containing  more  than 
500  clauses,  independently  of  numerous 
Schedules,  and  which  was  only  issued  to 
hon.  Members  this  morning.  Those  who 
are  interested  in  the  measure  have  not 
yet  had  an  opportunity  of  seeing  a  copy 
of  the  Bill. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  I  had  no 
reason  whatever  to  expect  that  there 
would  be  any  opposition  to  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill.  The  measure  has 
now  been  before  the  country  for  two 
years,  and  during  two  Sessions  it  has 
passed  through  the  House  of  Lords.  It 
has  also  been  submitted  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, and  its  provisions  examined  with 
great  care.  It  has  now  come  down  to 
this  House  with  the  Amendments  which 
have  been  introduced  into  it  by  the 
Select  Committee  and  the  House  of 
Lords.  If,  however,  it  is  desired  to  have 
further  time,  I  have  no  objection  to  post- 
pone the  second  reading  until  Monday. 

Mb.  DALEYMPLE  (Ipswich):  I 
think  the  protest  which  has  been  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  Buchanan)  is  a  very  un- 
necessary one.  I  am  satisfied  that  if 
the  text  of  the  Bill  had  been  in  the  hands 
of  hon.  Members  for  a  month  they 
would  not  have  looked  at  it  more  than 
they  have  done  now.  It  is  a  matter 
which  has  already  been  before  the  House 
more  than  once,  and  the  whole  question 
has  been  thoroughly  discussed  in  a  Select 
Committee  in  1884;  and  I  know  of  no 
one  whose  objections,  and  even  preju- 
dices, were  more  laboriously  considered 
by  the  Select  Committee  than  those  of 
the  hon.  Member.  The  truth  is  that 
this  is  not  a  Bill  which  could  possibly 
be  discussed  on  the  second  reading.  It  is 
entirelv  a  Bill  of  details,  and  of  details 
which  have  been  threshed  out  both  in  this 
and  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament. 
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Mb.  J.  WILSON  (Edinburgh,  Cen- 
tral): The  BiU  was  only  issued  this 
morning,  and  cannot  reach  Edinburgh 
until  to-morrow.  It  is,  therefore,  most 
unreasonable  to  take  it  at  this  hour  of 
the  morning ;  and  I  feel  bound  to  join 
in  the  protest  which  my  hon.  Colleague 
(Mr.  Buchanan)  has  made. 

Me.  BUCHANAN:  I  understood  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Adrocateto 
put  off  the  second  reading  until  Mon- 
day. 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  moved  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUEE  (Sir  William  Habooubt)  (Derby): 
It  is  for  the  House  to  decide  what  course 
it  is  prepared  to  take.  The  Government 
have  no  desire  to  press  the  second  read- 
ing against  the  strong  feeling  of  the 
House.  I  have  known  something  of  the 
Bill  in  former  days,  and  I  know  that  it 
is  entirely  a  Bill  of  details.  My  hon. 
Friend  behind  me  (Mr.  J.  Wilson)  seems 
to  think  that  it  is  a  case  of  hasty  legis- 
lation, or  what  was  once  described  by 
Mr.  Wyndham  as  a  coup  de  main  on  the 
part  of  the  Government.  It  would, 
however,  be  just  as  fair  to  talk  of  a 
coup  de  main  in  the  case  of  a  Chancery 
suit.  It  is  impossible  to  effect  a  coup 
de  main  upon  a  Bill  of  500  dauses.  At 
the  same  time,  it  is  most  desirable  to 
have  the  Bill  read  a  second  time,  so  that 
we  may  be  able  to  come  to  a  considera- 
tion of  the  details  in  Committee.  At 
the  present  moment  there  are  a  con- 
siderable number  of  Scotch  Members  in 
the  House,  and  I  imagine  that  they  are 
in  favour  of  going  on  with  the  Bill.  It 
is  for  them  to  say  whether  they  desire 
to  do  so  or  not. 

Db.  CAMEEON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
I  hope  the  Gbvernment  will  not  press 
the  seoond  reading  of  the  Bill.  It  is  a 
very  important  Bill,  and  has  excited  in 
bygone  years  a  considerable  amount  of 
controversy.  It  contains  a  variety  of 
principles,  and  when  it  was  last  before 
the  House  it  was  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee,  and  the  manner  in  whieh  it 
was  gone  into  by  that  Committee  cer- 
tainly excited  much  controversy  in  Scot- 
land. A  majority  of  the  Members  of 
that  Committee  are  not  now  Members  of 
this  House.  A  new  House  has  sprung 
into  existence,  and  I  certainly  do  not 
think  the  Lord  Advocate  would  lose 
mucii  by  acceding  to  the  request  of  my 
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hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Edinburgh 
(Mr.  Buchanan)  that  the  Bill  shall  be 
postponed  until,  at  all  events,  our  con- 
stituents shall  have  had  an  opportunity 
of  making  themselves  acquainted  with 
the  nature  of  its  provisions.  I  think 
the  debate  ought  to  be  adjourned. 

Mb.  SPEAXEE  :  Does  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber move  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate? 

Db.  CAMERON:  Yes;  I  wiU  move 
that  the  debate  be  now  adjourned. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned.'* 
— (2V.  Cameron,) 

The  secretary  to  thb  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  Hbnby  H.  Fowleb)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  :  The  Government  have 
no  objection. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adfourned  till  Monday  next. 

TERMS  OF  REMOVAL  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

(The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  Solicitor  General  for 

Scotland,) 

[bill    187.]      COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfotjb)  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  I  do 
not  propose,  Sir,  to  do  anything  more 
now  than  to  move  that  you  leave  the 
Chair.  The  Bill  has  been  brought  in  in 
compliance  with  an  universal  desire ;  and 
if  you  now  leave  the  Chair  I  intend  to 
put  off  the  Committee  stage  for  a  week 
or  a  fortnight,  or  until  sum  time  as  may 
be  considered  most  convenient. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Ghair,'' --{The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  J.  B. 
Balfour,) 

Mb.  mark  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
bright): I  hope  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  will  allow  a  little 
time  for  the  consideration  of  the  matter. 
It  involves  questions  of  very  great  im- 
portance to  Scotland ;  and  if  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  will  give 
some  assurance  that  there  will  be  several 
weeks'  delay  before  proceeding  with 
Committee,  I  think  there  will  be  no  ob- 
jection to  getting  the  Speaker  out  of  the 
Chair. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE:  The  Bill  was 
before  the  county  meetings  on  the  80th 
of  April,  and  was  fully  considered  then. 
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Mb.  FRASER. mackintosh 
(Invemess-sbire) :  Will  the  Lord  Adyo- 
cate  be  good  enough  to  say  whether  this 
Bill  appUes  to  counties  ? 

Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUR :  It  certainly 
does ;  that  is  one  of  the  main  objects  of 
the  Bill. 

Me.  J.  H.  A.  MAODONALD  (Edin- 
burgh and  St.  Andrew's  Universities) : 
Sir,  I  respectfully  suggest  to  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  that  he  should 
not  go  into  Oommittee  on  this  Bill  now. 
It  is  not  like  the  Police  Bill,  about 
which  no  representations  were  made; 
very  serious  representations  have  been 
made  against  it ;  and  I  must  certainly 
oppose  tne  Motion  for  your  leaving  the 
Oludr. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  113;  Noes 
28 :  Majority  85.— (Div.  List,  No.  92.) 

Bill  eoneidered  in  Oommittee. 

Oommittee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  24th  May. 


8UPPLY   [3ed  May].— report. 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [6th  May],  **  That 
this  House  doth  agree  with  the  Com- 
mittee in  the  said  Resolution  : " — 

(26.)  '*That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £58,921, 
be  gpranted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  March  1887,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Courts  of  Law  and  Justice 
in  Scotland,  and  other  Legal  Charges/' 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mb.    FEASER-MACKINTOSH 

Snverness-shire) :  Sir,  as  it  was  on  my 
otion  that  this  Resolution  was  for- 
merly adjourned,  my  objection  being 
to  its  having  come  on  at  so  early  an 
hour,  I  wish  to  say  that  I  shall  offer  no 
further  opposition  to  it,  and  that  it  is 
my  intention  to  bring  up  the  subjeot  in 
another  form. 

Db.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
As  my  hon.  Friend  has  withdrawn  his 
opposition  to  this  Resolution  I  do  the 
same ;  but  I  trust  that  he  will  fulfil  his 
intention  of  bringing  up  the  matter  in 
another  form.  As  we  have  not  spot  the 
Report  which  has  been  published  of 
Sheriff  Ivory,  I  hope  we  shall  have  an 
opportunity  of  considering  it  in  a  con- 
venient shape. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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TRAMWAYS    PROVISIONAL  ORDERS 
(no.  2)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Charles  Acland,  Bill  to 
confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders  made  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  under  "The  Tramways  Act, 
1870,"  relating  to  Bradford  Corporation  Tram- 
wavs,  Burnley  and  District  Tramways,  Drypool 
and  Marfleet  Steam  Tramways,  City  of  Oxford 
and  District  Tramways,  and  Stratford,  Ilford, 
and  Romford  Tramways,  wdtred  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Charles  Aoland  and  Mr.  Mundella. 

BUlpreientsd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  208.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after 
Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LOEDS^ 
Tuesday,  llth  May,    1886. 


MINUTES.]— Public  BiLUB^Fint  Reading— 
Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2)  ♦  (96). 

Second  Reading — Sale  of  Intoxicating  liquon 
on  Sunday  (Durham)   (59). 

Committee — iJejpor^— Metropolitan  Police  Sta- 
tions •  (87). 

Withdrawn  —  Salmon  Fisheries  Amendment 
(Scotland)  (30). 

Provisional  Ordbr  Bills  —  Firet  Reading  — 
£]ementary  Education  Confirmation  (Bir- 
mingham) •  (96)  ;  Elementary  Education 
Confirmation  (London)  •  (97). 

Committee  —  Report  —  Mfetropolitan  Commons  * 
(71). 

SALMON    FISHERIES    AMENDMENT 

(SCOTLAND)  BILL.— (No.  80.) 

{The  Marquess  ofHuntly.) 

(no.  30.)    second  readino. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Eead- 
ing  read. 

The  Masquess  of  HUNTLY,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said,  that  when  he  pre- 
sented it  to  their  Lordships'  House  prior 
to  the  Easter  Beoess  he  stated  that  if  it 
were  their  Lordships'  pleasure  to  give  it 
a  second  reading  he  should  then  ask 
them  to  refer  it  to  a  Select  Oommittee. 
He  felt  the  great  responsibility  devolving 
upon  a  private  Member  in  bringing 
forward  any  measure  connected  with 
this  very  lar^e  and  intricate  subjeot— a 
subject  involving  a  great  amount  of 
public  interest,  and  upon  which  he  re- 
gretted to  say  there  was  a  needless  dif- 
ference of  opinion.    The  great  interest 


Digitized  by 


Googl( 


693  Salmon  Fishsries  Amefuhnrnt  {May  II,  1886} 


{SeoiUmi)  Bill.  694 


that  was  felt  in  the  matter  was  testified 
to  by  the  fact  that  he  had  that  day  had 
the  honour  of  presenting  to  their  Lord- 
ships Petitions  from  the  representatives 
of  11  of  the  largest  salmon  river  dis- 
tricts having  Fishery  Boards  in  Scotland, 
all  praying  that  their  Lordships  would 
take  the  course  he  proposed ;  and  he  had 
also  presented  a  Petition  from  the  two 
Associations  in  Scotland,  formed  for  the 
purpose  of  improving  the  fisheries,  pray- 
ing that  the  Bill  might  be  ^owed  to 
be  sent  to  a  Select  Ooomiittee,  and  they 
agreed  with  the  general  lines  of  the 
legislation  proposed  by  him.  He  had 
not  sent  to  the  public  prints  any  of  the 
Petitions  in  favour  of  his  Bill ;  but  he 
had  noticed  that  the  Memorials  presented 
against  it  were  always  printed  in  the 
local  papers,  so  that  he  had  the  advan- 
tage of  seeing  what  tiiose  opposed  to  him 
said.  He  saw  that  the  principal  charge 
brought  against  him  was  that  his  Bill 
was  conceived  entirely  in  the  interests 
of  sport,  and  in  the  interest  of  the  fish- 
ing rod.  He  was  not  altogether  insen- 
sible to  the  interests  of  sport,  and  was, 
indeed,  a  student  of  the  gentle  art ;  but 
his  Bill  was  not  framed  with  the  selfish 
object  attributed  to  it.  He  disclaimed 
the  impeachment,  and  assured  their 
Lordships  that  his  desire,  and  the  desire 
of  all  those  who  acted  with  him  in  this 
matter,  was  entirely  in  the  public  in- 
terest. He  would  explain,  as  briefly  as 
possible,  his  case,  and  he  hoped  to  show 
to  their  Lordships  that  he  rested  his 
case  entirely  on  public  grounds,  and  he 
should  avoid  any  allusion  to  those  rather 
regrettable  contests  which  had  raged 
between  the  different  proprietors — ^those 
situated  on  the  coast  along  the  mouth  of 
a  river,  in  the  tidal  waters  of  a  river, 
in  the  middle  parts,  and  in  the  upper 
waters.  He  held  that  all  these  interests 
were  really  identical,  but  wiUi  this 
qualification — ^that  they  were  subservient 
to  the  great  public  interest  of  securing 
the  largest  and  best  supply  of  salmon. 
He  would  point  out  that  that  was  a 
matter  of  which  there  was  plenty  of 
data  upon  which  their  Lordships  could 
form  an  opinion.  After  inquiries  by  a 
speoial  Committee  of  their  Lordships' 
House  in  1860,  and  by  a  Committee  of 
the  other  House  in  1861,  an  Act  was 
passed  in  1862,  which  was  extended  by 
an  Act  in  1868.  These  two  Acts  regu- 
lated the  salmon  fisheries  in  Scotland, 
except  those  of  the  Tweed  and  the  riven 


flowing  into  the  Solway,  for  which  there 
were  special  Acts.    After  some  agitation 
in  1870,  special  Commissioners  were  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  working  of 
these  Acts,  and  the  late  Mr.  Buckland 
and  Mr.  Archibald  Young    were    ap- 
pointed as  such.     They  reported  to  Par- 
liament on  23  points  in  which  these  Acts 
should,  in  their  opinion,  be  amended — 
one  being  with  respect  to  close  time, 
both  yearly  and  weekly ;  another  with 
respect  to  restrictions  as  to  stake-nets 
and  fixed  engines  in  the  sea  and  at  the 
mouths  of  rivers ;  and  a  third  as  to  the 
removal  of  natural  and  artificial  obstruc- 
tions in  rivers.    Those  recommendations 
were  made  in   1871,  and  people  who 
were  interested  in  salmon  fishing  hoped 
every  day  that  something  would  be  done 
to  carry  them  out.    It  had,  he  believed, 
been  promised  and  shadowed  forth  on 
severed  occasions  that  there  should  be 
legislation  on  the  subject ;  but  nothing, 
however,  had  been  done,  and  it  was  not 
until  1882  that  a  step  was  taken  in  a 
certain  direction.    At  the  end  of  the 
Session  of  that  year  his  noble  Friend 
the  present  Foreign  Secretary  (the  Earl 
of  Itosebery)  brought  forwsurd  a  mea- 
sure to  create  the  present  Fishery  Board 
for  Scotland,  and  to  place  the  salmon 
fisheries  of  Scotland  under  the  superin- 
tendence of  that  Board.     He  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Huntly)  cheerfully  bore  testi- 
mony to  the  very  excellent  work  con- 
nected with  the    fisheries  in  Scotland 
which  the  Fishery  Board  had  performed. 
Under  the  provisions  of   the  Fishery 
Board  Act,   the  Board  appointed  Mr. 
Young  as  Inspector  of  Salmon  Fisheries, 
and  instructed  him  to  go  round  every 
salmon  river  in  Scotland  and  to  make  a 
special  Beport  upon  it ;  and  he  thought 
every  Scotsman  would  agree  with  him 
that  the  excellence  of  these  Eeports,  and 
the  care,  the  assiduity,  and  the  attention 
which  Mr.  Young  had  paid  to  the  matter, 
were  deserving  of  the  greatest  credit. 
Further,  the  map  that  was  presented  with 
the  Beport,  showing  the  extent  of  the 
fisheries  in  Scotland,  was  one  of  the  most 
valuable  ever  presented  to  Parliament. 
Mr.  Young,  in  his  Beports,  took  up  the 
thread  of  the  Beport  of  the  Commis- 
sioners of  1871.     He  had  gone  round 
each  river  in  Scotland,  and  he  confirmed 
almost   exactly,  in   all  particulars,  the 
representations  of   the   Commission  of 
1871.    Strictly  upon  these  Beports  the 
Bill  he  now  brought  forward  was  framed. 
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He  (the  Marquess  of  Huntly)  had  been 
told  that  he  ought  to  have  brought  in  a 
Bill  of  his  own;  but  he  preferred  to 
oover,  as  far  as  he  could,  all  the  im- 
portant recommendations  of  the  Oom- 
missioners  of  1871,  as  confirmed  by  Mr. 
Young's  Beports.  In  the  first  place,  the 
Bill  rested  upon  an  enlarged  constitu- 
tion and  extended  powers  of  the  District 
Boards,  and  this  was  provided  for  in 
Glauses  8  to  16.  The  object  was  to 
make  these  Boards  fairly  representative 
of  all  the  interests  within  their  respective 
districts.  The  Bill  proceeded  on  the 
same  lines  as  the  English  and  Irish 
Salmon  Acts.  Having  enlarged  the  con- 
stitution and  representation  of  these 
Boards,  he  proposed  to  give  them  larger 
powers,  which  included  powers  to  rent, 
lease,  or  purchase  cruives  and  nets ;  to 
establish  and  maintain  hatcheries;  to 
rent,  lease,  or  purchase  lands;  to 
make  regulations  as  to  the  use  of 
gaffs;  to  issue  annual  licences  for  the 
use  of  cruives,  nets,  and  rods  on  pay- 
ment of  duties,  &c.,  as  fixed  by  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland;  and  to  levy 
assessments  for  debts  contracted  by 
the  District  Boards.  He  had  seen  the 
provision  as  to  the  issue  of  licences 
criticized;  but  in  England  that  was  a 
source  of  great  profit  and  emolument  to 
the  Fishery  Boards,  and  he  could  not  see 
any  objection  to  the  proposal.  He  then 
proposed  to  give  the  District  Boards  the 
same  powers  to  deal  with  the  abatement 
of  pollution  as  riparian  owners  had,  and 
also  a  right  to  sue  for  the  removal  of 
obstructions  to  the  passage  of  salmon  in 
rivers  and  estuaries,  ^at  the  right 
ought  to  be  possessed  by  District  Boards 
was  evident  to  anyone  who  had  studied 
the  Beport  of  Mr.  Young,  who  computed 
the  extent  of  water  at  present  barred 
to  the  ascent  of  salmon  at  between  500 
and  600  miles.  For  the  purpose  of 
enabling  the  District  Boards  to  defray 
the  expenses  which  they  would  incur  in 
carrying  into  execution  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill,  power  was  given  them  to  levy 
assessments.  He  now  came  to  a  point 
of  the  Bill  as  to  which  he  believed  there 
was  strong  objection.  Section  6  pro- 
posed to  alter  the  weekly  close  time  from 
36  hours  to  48,  and  also  gave  power  to 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  to  vary  the 
commencement  of  the  close  time  in  any 
district  after  inquiry.  He  had  been  told 
such  an  alteration  would  be  the  ruin  of 
the  coast  proprietors ;  but  he  would  re- 
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mind  their  Lordships  that  England  and 
Ireland  had  pret^  much  the  same 
arrangement  as  he  proposed .  In  England 
the  weekly  close  time  was  42  hours,  ex- 
tendable to  48,  and  in  Ireland  it  was 
fixed  at  48.  It  would  be  absurd  were 
he  to  propose  legislation  contrary  to  the 
Commissioners'  Eeports,  in  which  it 
would  be  found  that  the  unanimous  re- 
commendation was  48  hours.  Some 
people,  however,  thought  that  time  too 
long;  and  in  the  Select  Oommittee,  to 
which  he  trusted  the  House  would  con- 
sent to  refer  the  Bill,  their  objections 
might  be  considered  with  a  view  to  a 
definitive  settlement  of  the  question. 
There  was  also  a  proposal  to  provide  an 
annual  close  time  for  trout  and  char. 
Another  proposal  which  had  excited 
opposition  was  that  contained  in  Olause 
19,  which  abolished  the  stake  or  bag-nets 
near  the  river  mouth ;  and  by  Clause  20 
it  was  proposed  to  give  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  power  to  issue  regulations  for 
the  purpose  of  limiting  the  number  of 
nets  which  might  be  placed  at  the 
mouths  of  rivers.  The  latter  provision 
was  rendered  necessary  by  the  enormous 
increase  in  recent  years  in  the  number 
of  nets  set  up  in  the  sea ;  it  was  a  ques- 
tion which  had  hitherto  been  really 
slurred  over,  and  he  thought  it  should 
be  faced  and  finally  settled.  It  was  not 
his  desire  in  any  way  to  injure  the  pro- 
perty or  rights  of  anyone ;  but,  looking 
at  tiie  questions  involved  as  affecting 
the  general  body  of  the  community,  he 
thought  Parliament  should  step  in  to 
prevent  any  injurious  action  being  taken 
by  one  proprietor  against  another.  He 
would  be  told,  no  doubt,  that  the  present 
law  was  sufficient  to  deal  with  all  the 
cases  that  might  arise ;  but  he  thought  it 
would  be  easy  of  conclusive  proof  that  it 
was  not  sufficient.  He  had  read  several 
characteristic  letters  from  upper  and 
other  proprietors  on  the  subject;  and, 
having  regard  to  all  the  circumstances, 
it  was  clear  that  some  further  legislation 
was  necessary.  He  would  repeat  his 
regret  that  the  matter  had  not  been 
taken  up  by  the  Government;  but  he 
believed  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
would  be  sufficiently  impressed  with 
the  necessity  for  further  action,  and  that 
he  would  be  disposed  to  agree  to  the 
Bill  being  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, where  he  hoped  they  would  be 
able  satisfactorily  to  arrange  the  matter. 
The  Bill  aimed  at  securing  tiie  public 
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interest,  and  though  he  had  heard  that 
a  Party  Whip  haabeen  iesned  be  could 
not  see  how  it  could  in  any  tense  be 
regarded  as  a  Party  question.  He 
begged  to  move  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2V" 
--{The  Marquess  of  Huntly.) 

Lord  BALFOUE,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day  six 
months,  said,  he  would  ask  their  Lord- 
ships not  to  give  the  Bill  a  second  read- 
ing, in  spite  of  the  suggestion  of  the 
noble     Marquess     (the    Marquess    of 
Huntly)    that    the    Bill    should  after- 
wards  be  referred  to  a  Select  Commit- 
tee.    In  sayine  that  he  (Lord  Balfour) 
did  not  say  tnat  he  was  against    all 
amendment  of  the  present  law  ;  but  he 
believed  he  should  be  able  to  show  that 
there  were  in  the  Bill  provisions  that  it 
would  be  most  unwise  for  the  House  to 
appear  to  sanction,  as  they  would  do  by 
reading  it  a  second  time.     The  noble 
Marquess  disclaimed  any  idea  or  sup- 
position that  he  was  desirous  to  legislate 
m  favour  of  one  class  of  proprietors 
more  than  another.     He  (Lord  Balfour) 
could    not    but    think    that  the  noble 
Marquess,  in  making  that   disclaimer, 
admitted  that  there  was  some  ground 
for  suspicion.    AU  he  could  say  was, 
he  thought  it  would   puzzle  the  noble 
Marquess  to   point    to   one    provision 
in  the  Bill  wMoh  was  not  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  upper  proprietors,   and 
to    some   extent    hostile    to    the    pro- 
prietors  in  other  parts  of  the  rivers. 
All  previous  legislation  in  regard  to  the 
taking  and  catching  of  salmon  had  been 
framed  with  the  view  of  reconciling  the 
conflict  of   interests  between  difiPerent 
classes.    On  all  rivers  there  was  a  con- 
flict of   interests  between  upper    and 
lower  proprietors ;  and  in  the  case  of  the 
Tay  and  Tweed  this  was  complicated  by 
a  conflict  of  interests  with  what  were 
called  the  middle  proprietors,  whose  in- 
terests were  different  from,  and  to  some 
extent  hostile  to,  those  of  other  proprie- 
tors.   The  ruling  Acts  in  ScoUand  in 
regard  to  salmon  fisheries  were  the  Acts 
of  1862  and  1868 ;  and  his  position  was 
this — he  maintained  that  if  any  altera- 
tion was  to  be  made  in  the  provisions  of 
these  Acts  it  should  only  be  done  on  the 
initiatiTe  of  the  Government,  and  after 
a  careful  and  exhaustive  inquiry  con- 
ducted by  an  impartial  tribund,  and 
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having  regard  to  the  different  interests 
concerned.      There    was    considerable 
agitation  and  conflict  between  the  dif- 
ferent classes  of  proprietors  and  various 
interests  before  the   Act  of   1862   was 
passed.     An   exhaustive    inquiry    was 
undertaken,  and,  after  all,  the  settle- 
ment then  arrived  at  was  in  the  nature 
of  a  compromise.   Like  many  other  com- 
promises, he  did  not  suppose  it  altogether 
satisfied  all  parties ;  but  they  had  been 
living  under  it  for  nearly  25  years,  and 
a  settlement    like  that  should  not  be 
lightly  disturbed,  or,  at  all  events,  ought 
not  to  be  disturbed  in  the  interests  of 
one  class  of  proprietors  more  than  an- 
other. He  was  not  prepared  to  say  that, 
after  this  lapse  of  time,  there  were  not 
points  in  which  that  settlement  might 
not  with  advantage  be  re-opened;  but 
his  position  was  that  that  should  not  be 
done  at  the  instance  of  a  private  Mem- 
ber of  either  House  of  Parliament,  and 
that  it  was  not  sufficient  to  introduce 
such  a  Bill,  and  ask  for  a  second  read- 
ing on  a  promise  to  move  that  it  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  0)mmittee.    A  matter 
of  that  importance  could  only  be  deidt 
with  adequately  by  the  Qt>Yemment  of 
the  day,  on  the  recommendation  of  the 
Fishery  Board  of  Scotland,  which  was 
brought  into  existence  a  few  years  ago. 
He  considered  the  Bill  an  entirely  one- 
sided one  in  its  character,  and  that  its 
provisions  were  in  fiagrant  disregard  of 
the  interests  of  all,  except  those  who 
were  purely  upper  proprietors,  and,  if 
he  might  so  call  it,  the  rod-fishing  in- 
terest.   He  was  not  prepared    to  say 
there  were  not  clauses  in  the  Bill  which 
might  be  useful  and  might  be  accepted ; 
but  he  would  like  to  show  their  Ix)rd- 
ships  how  some  interests  were  proposed 
to    be  dealt  with.      The    interests    of 
riparian  proprietors  and  the  public  were 
altogether  neglected,  as  were  also  those 
of  the  lessees  of  the  lower  river  and 
sea  fisheries.     The   Bill  handed  over 
natural  obstructions  in  a  river  to  the 
mercies  of  the    District  Board,   while 
the  proprietor  was  to  have  no  right  at 
all  m  the  matter.     These  natural  ob- 
structions, which,  in  most  cases,  were 
natural  beauties  of  the  scenery,  were  to 
be  dealt  with  for  the   construction   of 
salmon  ladders.    There  were  some  cases 
in  which  it  was  impossible   to    make 
salmon  ladders  without  wholly  destroy- 
ing the  natural  beauty  of  the  place.  He 
would  dte  one  instance  in  which  a  Dis- 


lOO 


S 


le 


699     Salmon  Fisherm  Amendment     {LOBDS} 


(Scotland)  Bill. 


700 


trict  Board  proposed  to  deal  with  a  well- 
known  bit  of  scenery.  The  Tay  District 
Board,  in  whose  jurisdiction  the  Falls 
of  Tummel  lay,  had  told  them  exactly 
what  they  wished  to  do  with  regard  to 
these  Falls.  In  a  Beport  of  two  years 
ago  they  had  suggested  the  building  of 
a  rough  wall  rising  above  the  line  of 
high  water.  That  meant  the  line  of 
winter  flood,  whereas  most  people  went 
to  see  the  Falls  in  the  summer,  when  the 
water  was  at  its  lowest  level.  Not  con- 
tent with  this  the  District  Board  still  fur- 
ther piled  up  their  horrors,  because  they 
promised  to  make  the  wall  an  imitation 
of  the  natural  rock.  He  presumed  that 
that  meant  an  erection  of  cement  and 
stucco,  with,  perhaps,  imitation  ferns 
stuck  on  it.  He  did  not  know  whether 
any  of  their  Lordships  had  seen  the  Falls 
of  Tummel ;  but  if  they  had,  he  did  not 
think  they  would  readily  hand  over  the 
Falls  of  Tummel  to  a  District  Board,  to 
be  destroyed  for  the  mere  purpose  of 
making  a  salmon  ladder.  He  ventured 
to  say  that  a  Bill  which  handed  over  the 
natural  beauties  of  the  country  to  the 
tender  mercies  of  District  Boards  would 
require  a  good  deal  more  argument  than 
had  been  devoted  to  it  by  the  noble  Mar- 
quess before  their  Lordships  could  be  in- 
duced to  assent  to  the  second  reading.  He 
did  not  say  that  no  amendment  of  the 
existing  law  was  required ;  but  they  had  a 
Fishery  Board  in  Scotland,  and  he  was 
credibly  informed  that  at  the  present  time 
the  Fishery  Board  was  engaged  upon  an 
inquiry  with  the  object  of  producing  a  Bill 
for  the  amendment  of  the  present  law. 
He,  therefore,  hoped  their"  Lordships 
would  agree  with  him  in  thinking  that 
a  matter  of  this  importance  was  better 
left  to  be  dealt  with,  in  the  first  instance, 
on  the  authority  of  a  responsible  Go- 
vernment, guided  by  the  Fishery  Board ; 
and  he  should  be  prepared  to  give  a 
careful  and  impartial  consideration  to 
any  proposal  which  might  be  made  by 
the  Government.  In  the  meantime,  he 
begged  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  that  day  six  months. 

Amendment     moved,     to    leave    out 

i'^now")  and  add  at  the  end  of   the 
lotion  (**  this  day  six  months.'*)— (7%tf 
Lord  Balfour,) 

The  SEORETAEY  fob  SCOTLAND 
(The  Earl  of  Dalhousie)  said,  the  Go- 
vernment were  greatly  indebted  to  the 
noble  Marquess  for  the  great  pains  he 
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had  taken  with  reference  to  this  ques- 
tion, and  for  the  trouble  he  had  taken 
in  drawing  up  and  introducing  into 
their  Lordships'  House  a  Bill  dealing 
with  this  difficult  subject.  He  was  only 
sorry  that  the  Gt>vemment  had  no  better 
way  of  showing  their  gratitude  to  the 
noble  Marquess  than  by  asking  their 
Lordships  not  to  read  the  Bill  a  second 
time.  It  was  an  extremely  difficult  and 
complicated  subject ;  and  the  noble  Mar- 
quess, with  every  good  intention,  had 
passed  over  some  of  the  difficulties  in  a 
somewhat  light  manner.  The  noble 
Marquess  had  said  that  the  interests  of 
the  upper  and  lower  proprietors  were 
identical  in  the  matter ;  but  he  (the  Earl 
of  Dalhousie)  doubted  whether  the  Har- 
bour Commissioners  or  Town  Council  of 
Aberdeen  would  ag^ee  to  that,  consider- 
ing that  the  Bill  represented  to  them  a 
loss  of  some  £30,000.  It  was  to  be  re- 
membered that  there  were  certain  statu- 
tory as  well  as  other  rights  that  had  to 
be  considered.  In  pursuance  of  the  Act 
of  1862,  the  estuaries  of  rivers  had  been 
defined  by  Commissioners,  and  large 
sums  had  been  invested  both  by  j^rivate 
individuals  and  Public  Bodies  m  the 
improvement  of  fisheries ;  and  if  the  Bill 
of  the  noble  Marquess  were  to  pass 
these  rights  would  be  swept  away 
without  any  compensation  whatsoever. 
Another  objection  he  took  to  the  Bill 
was  this — he  readily  admitted  that  some 
legislation  dealing  with  the  salmon 
fisheries  of  Scotland  was  desirable ;  but 
he  did  not  think  it  was  desirable  to  deal 
with  the  subject  in  this  piecemeal  and 
amending  fashion.  There  were  a  great 
many  Salmon  Acts,  and  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  desirous  that  any  re- 
form should  have  a  general  and  consoli- 
dating character.  On  these  two  grounds 
he  hoped  their  Lordships  would  not  read 
the  Bill  a  second  time.  The  subject 
was  one  which  for  several  weeks  past 
had  occupied  the  attention  of  the  Gx>- 
vemment.  He  had  been  in  communica- 
tion for  some  time  past  with  the  Fishery 
Board  of  Scotland,  who  had  been  con- 
sidering the  matter ;  and  he  could  assure 
the  noble  Marquess  that  it  was  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  at  the  earliest 
moment  to  introduce  a  Bill  dealing  with 
the  whole  subject. 

The  Duke  of  EICHMOND  and 
GK)EDON  said,  that  this  was  a  question 
in  which  he  was  largely  interested,  and 
it  was  on  account  of  that  interest  that  he 
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took  pari  in  this  debate.  It  was  also  a 
subject  to  whioh  be  bad  devoted  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  attention ;  and  be 
thought  that  be  bad  some  practical 
knowledge  of  the  working  of  the  Acts 
now  in  existence.  He  considered  that 
the  Bill  of  the  noble  Marquees  was  one 
of  the  most  unnecessary  and  arbi- 
trary interferences  with  the  rights  of 
private  property  that  bad  ever  been  pro- 
posed in  that  House.  He  said  that  ad- 
visedly. In  1862  an  Act  was  passed  ap- 
pointing a  Fishery  Board,  whose  special 
duty  it  was  to  look  after  the  salmon 
fisheries  in  Scotland.  His  objection  to 
the  measure  before  the  House  was  very 
much  the  same  as  that  of  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Balfour).  They  had  a 
Fishery  Board  whose  duty  it  was  to 
attend  to  the  salmon  fisheries  in  Scot- 
land; and  be  submitted  that  the  pro- 
posed legislation,  if  it  was  necessary, 
ought  to  come  from  the  Gbvemment  of 
the  dav,  advised  by  the  Fishery  Board 
of  Scotland.  When  they  ignored  alto  • 
gether  the  existence  of  the  Fishery 
Board,  it  seemed  to  him  that  there  was 
no  use  for  the  Act  of  1862,  and  that  they 
had  better  repeal  it  at  once ;  bat  as  long 
as  the  Act  existed  they  had  a  responsible 
Body  whose  duty  it  was  to  deal  with 
these  sabnon  fisheries,  and  to  whom  they 
could  apply.  He  preferred  that  class  of 
legislation  to  a  measure  brought  in  by 
one  who  was  so  distinctly  identified  with 
the  x^per  proprietors,  and  who  was 
(^lairman  of  the  Association  of  the 
Upper  Proprietors  of  Scotland.  The 
noble  Marquess  must  feel,  to  a  certain 
extent  at  all  events,  prejudiced  in  favour 
of  the  upper  propnetors.  In  his  Bill 
the  noble  Marquess  took  credit  for  en- 
larging the  powers  of  the  District 
Boards ;  but  he  actually  altered  the  con- 
stitution of  the  District  Boards.  He 
proposed  to  reduce  the  qualification  of 
tiie  upper  proprietors  from  £20  a-year 
to  £10,  and  he  further  proposed  to  re- 
duce the  frontage  from  hal^a-mile  to  a 
quarter  of  a  mile.  Therefore,  they 
might  have  persons  on  the  District 
Board  possessmg  the  smallest  possible 
amount  of  property ;  and  it  might  happen 
that  a  man  who  bad  only  a  quarter  of  a 
mile  of  frontage  and  was  only  assessed 
at  £10  a-year  might  be  Chairman  of  the 
District  Board,  and  have  the  casting  vote 
over  others  who  might  be  interested  in  the 
river  to  the  amount  of  many  thousands 
of  pounds.    It  would  be  an  injustioe  to 


those  who  bad  a  laree  stake  in  the  river. 
Another  objection  he  bad  to  the  Bill 
was  on  account  of  the  enormous  power 
it  gave  to  the  Secretary  for  Scotland. 
By  one  stroke  of  the  pen  from  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  a  person  might  be 
deprived  of  bis  property,  without  the 
power  of  appeal  and  without  getting  any 
compensation,  such  property  probably 
having  been  in  the  possession  of  him- 
self and  his  ancestors  for  hundreds  of 
years,  and  granted  by  Eoyal  Charter. 
That  was  a  power  that  no  man  ought  to 
have.  He  hoped  their  Lordships  would 
refuse  to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time. 

LoED  OOLVILLE  op  OULROSS,  in 
opposing  the  BiU,  said,  he  hoped  it 
would  be  withdrawn. 

The  Eabl  of  OEAWFORD  and 
BALOAEEES  suggested  that  the  whole 
question  of  the  working  of  the  Salmon 
Acts  should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. This  would  satisfy  the  pro- 
moters, and  if  it  was  granted  he  hoped 
that  the  noble  Marquess  would  with- 
draw the  Bill. 

The  Eabl  op  KTNTORE  said,  be 
agreed  with  those  noble  Lords  who 
held  the  view  that  the  Bill  ought  not  to 
be  read  a  second  time.  The  Bill  would 
fall  by  its  own  weight ;  and,  moreover, 
if  the  matter  was  to  be  dealt  with  at  all, 
it  ought  to  be  done  by  a  Government 
Bill.  In  supplement  of  what  had  been 
said  by  preceding  speakers,  be  men- 
tioned that  he  was  himself  acquainted 
with  many  instances  in  which  the  exist- 
ing regulations  were  constantly  violated, 
to  the  immense  loss  of  the  upper  pro- 
prietors, who  were  entitled  to  protection. 
On  those  grounds  he  was  glad  to  think 
that  the  rumour  was  true  that  the  Se- 
cretary for  Scotland  was  about  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill ;  and  he  was  sure  all  their 
Lordships  desired  that  it  should  be  fair 
in  the  interests  of  all  parties. 

The  Eael  op  GALLOWAY  said,  he 
bad  insuperable  objections  to  the  Bill, 
although  he  considered  that,  in  any 
legislation  upon  the  question,  considera- 
tion and  sympathy  should  be  shown  to 
the  upper  proprietors,  for  the  reason 
that  the  take  of  fish  in  the  lower  waters 
was  entirely  dependent  upon  the  spawn- 
ing grounds  in  the  upper  water.  He 
could  not,  however,  support  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill.  As  in  the  Bill 
before  the  other  House,  the  Eailway 
and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  he  objected  to 
putting  all  such  legislation  in  the  hands 
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of  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
so  he  opposed  the  present  Bill  as  vesting 
too  great  powers  in  the  Seoretaiy  for 
Scotland,  whoever  he  might  be. 

The  Eabl  op  DALHOUSIB,  with 
reference  to  the  proposal  to  refer  the 
question  to  a  Select  Oommittee  for  in- 
quiry, said,  he  hardly  thought,  in  the 
circumstances,  it  was  at  all  necessary. 
They  had  a  Fishery  Board  in  Scotland 
which  had  been  considering  this  matter 
for  some  years,  and  they  had  on  more 
than  one  occasion  made  large  and  ample 
proposals  for  thp  amendment  of  the  law 
to  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment.  The 
GK>yemment  had,  upon  those  proposals, 
within  the  past  week  drafted  a  Bill 
which  was  now  under  consideration 
both  by  the  Fishery  Board  and  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  He  thought, 
under  those  circumstances,  the  idea  of 
appointing  a  Select  Oommittee  was  one 
which  his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of 
Crawford  and  Balcarres)  would  hardly 
adhere  to. 

The  Mabqtjkss  of  HUNTLY  said, 
that  he  had  stated  that,  in  his  opinion, 
this  was  a  question  for  the  Government ; 
and,  of  course,  after  the  statement  of 
the  noble  Earl,  he  should  withdraw  his 
Bill. 

Amendment,  Original  Motion,  and 
Bill  (by  leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn, 

SALE  OP  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  ON 

SUNDAY  (DURHAM)  BILL. 

{The  Lord  Buhop  of  Durham,) 

(no.  59.)      SECOND  EBADINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

The  Bishop  of  DUEHAM  r  Dr.  Light- 
foot),  in  moving  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time,  said:  My  Lords,  the  Bill 
that  I  beg  to  propose  for  second  reading 
is  one  of  a  very  simple  character,  and  it 
will  not  require  many  words  from  me. 
Its  object  is  to  close  the  public-houses 
in  the  county  of  Durham  all  day  on 
Sunday  to  all,  except  our  very  old  and 
very  troublesome  friend,  the  bond  fide  tra- 
veller. This  measure  has  not  been  pre- 
viously before  your  Lordships'  House ; 
but  it  comes  recommended  now  by  a 
preponderating  majority  of  the  other 
House — a  majority  of  two  to  one — and 
I  feel  confident  that  it  will  receive  the 
careful  consideration  of  your  Lordships. 
It  involves  no  new  principle,  and  it  in- 
volves  no   new    experiment.     Sunday 
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Closing  Acts  are  familiar  to  the  Legis- 
latures of  other  countries,  as  well  as  of 
our  Colonies;  and  we  have  had  expe- 
rience of  them  far  nearer  home.  Sa>t- 
land  has,  for  many  years,  reaped  the 
advantage  of  such  a  measure;  and, 
still  more  recently,  Acts  have  been 
passed  affecting  Ireland  and  Wales. 
When  I  said  that  I  asked  your  Lordships 
to  affirm  no  new  principle,  I  especially 
had  the  last-mentioned  locality,  Wales, 
in  view ;  for,  whatever  may  be  said  of 
Scotland  or  Ireland,  in  all  such  matters 
Wales  is  as  much  a  part  of  England  as 
the  county  of  Durham.  Nor  indeed  is 
the  number  of  persons  affected  by  the 
Bill  so  very  different.  The  population 
of  Durham  at  the  last  Oensus  amounted 
to  two-thirds  of  the  population  of  the 
whole  Principality  of  Wales,  and  pro- 
bably it  is  increasing  at  a  greater 
ratio.  Well,  my  Lords,  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  risk  in  asking  you  to  extend 
this  measure  to  the  county  of  Durham. 
Wherever  it  has  been  tried  hitherto  the 
results  have  been  good.  I  am  quite 
aware  that  adverse  critics  have  referred 
to  certain  statistics  with  a  view  of  dis- 
paraging the  measure;  but  the  broad 
fact  remains  that  no  community  which 
has  once  had  the  benefit  of  such  a  mea- 
sure has  felt  disposed  to  hark  back  or 
undo  what  it  has  done.  In  Scotland, 
where  the  measure  has  had  the  longest 
and  the  fairest  trial,  the  results  luive 
been  most  beneficent.  If  any  Member 
of  vour  Lordships'  House  has  any  hesi- 
tation on  this  point,  I  would  venture  to 
recommend  the  perusal  of  an  account, 
with  statistic  tables,  given  last  year  by  Mr. 
Linton,  for  many  years  head  of  the  police 
of  Edinburgh,  and  the  Public  Prose- 
cutor. Again,  to  those  who  are  scep- 
tical about  the  effect  of  legislation  m 
this  direction,  I  would  say  look  at  Nor- 
way. A  generation  ago  travellers  re- 
ported of  Norway  as  a  people  of  in- 
ebriates ;  but  you  may  now  travel  there 
for  weeks  together  without  seeing  the 
slightest  sign  of  intoxication.  This  re- 
sult has  been  effected,  I  will  not  say 
entirely,  but  very  largely,  by  legislation ; 
and  in  this  legislation  is  included  not 
only  a  Sunday  Closing  measure,  but  a 
festival  dosing  measure  —  a  measure 
which  forbids  the  sale  of  spirits  on  Sun- 
days and  festivale,  and  on  the  eves  of 
those  days.  The  result  produced  in 
Norway  has  been  surprising.  But 
your  LordshifNi  will  require  to  be  as- 
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^ured  that  this  particular  measure  is 
approved  ia  the  localities  and  by  the 
class  whom  it  will  chiefly  afiPect,  as  it  is 
not  wise  for  the  Legislature  in  such 
matters  to  be  in  advance  of  public  opi- 
nion,  and  I  trust  I  shall  be  able  to  give 
your  Lordships  the  assurance  which  you 
will  demand.  This  evening  I  have 
presented  no  fewer  than  98  Peti- 
tions from  divers  bodies  —  some  official, 
others  representative  of  different  reli- 
gious communities,  others  advocates  of 
the  temperance  movement  in  its  different 
branches,  others  emanating  from  public 
meetings  in  the  great  towns  and  in  the 
villages  of  the  county.  But  these,  after 
all,  are  only  the  efflorescence  of  the 
moYement  which  was  initiated  three  years 
ago.  At  that  time  the  measure  was  flrst 
brought  before  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  it  passed  the  second  reading  by  an 
enormous  majority ;  but  somehow  it  got 
entangled  in  the  quickset  of  obstruction 
and  never  emerged.  Public  meetings 
were  then  held  in  133  towns  or  parishes 
throughout  the  county,  and  those  meet- 
ings were  reported  to  be  practically 
unanimous  on  the  subject.  These  towns 
and  parishes  comprised  nearly  the  whole 
of  the  county  which  had  not  been 
canvassed  in  some  other  way.  Then, 
again,  a  house  canvass  was  under- 
taken in  25  different  centres  throughout 
the  diocese,  and  of  the  voting  papers  re- 
turned 60,000  were  in  favour  of  Sunday 
closing,  only  2,440  against  it,  and  2,144 
neutral.  Again,  there  were  Petitions  ^m 
every  Board  of  Guardians  throughout 
the  county,  and  from  every  Corporation 
but  one  in  its  favour.  There  was  also  an- 
other test.  When  the  Motion  the  other 
day  was  before  the  Commons,  it  was 
approved  by  not  less  than  15  of  the  16 
Itepresentatives  ^m  the  county.  The 
remaining  one,  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  city  of  Durham  (Mr.  Milvain),  has 
since  found  himself  in  conflict  with  some 
of  his  strongest  and  most  influential 
supporters  on  this  very  ground.  These 
are  very  striking  facts,  and,  so  far 
as  my  own  observation  goes,  no  one 
measure  since  I  have  been  connected 
with  the  county  of  Durham  has  drawn 
to  itself  in  the  same  degree  per- 
sons of  all  opinions.  It  unites  all 
religious  Churches  and  sects — Church- 
men, Boman  Catholics,  Nonconform- 
ists, Sabbatarians  and  non-Sabbata- 
rians. It  enlist  both  political  Parties — 
Liberal  sad  C(»8ervative;  it  combines  all 
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promoters  of  the  temperance  movement , 
the  advocates  and  opponents  of  Local 
Option  alike,  abstainers  and  non*  ab- 
stainers equally.  But  there  is  one  re- 
markable fact ;  it  is  essentially  a  working 
man's  measure.  The  tide  of  opinion  is 
strongest  in  its  favour  just  in  those  neigh- 
bourhoods which  are  inhabited  chiefly 
by  the  working  and  poorer  classes.  In 
the  city  of  Durham,  for  instance,  in  the 
household  canvass,  the  proportion  in 
favour  of  the  Bill  throughout  the  city  was, 
if  I  remember  rightly,  as  seven  to  one ; 
but  in  some  of  the  worst  parishes  where 
the  poorest  people  dwell  it  was  in  one  as 
14  to  one,  and  in  another  as  16  to  one. 
I  have  presented  this  evening  a  Petition 
from  a  pit  district  in  my  diocese,  a  parish 
with  a  population  of  about  5,600  per- 
sons. It  is  signed  by  1,646  men  and 
women  above  the  age  of  18.  My  in- 
formant adds  that  it  was  got  up  in 
four  evenings,  and  that  only  4  per  cent 
of  those  asked  to  sig^  had  refused.  In 
fact,  the  canvass  of  which  I  have  spoken 
was  chiefly  conducted  by  working  men 
themselves  in  their  leisure  hours.  Some- 
times an  appeal  is  made  by  opponents 
to  our  feelings  of  generosity.  We  are 
told  that  it  is  an  ungracious  thing  for 
persons  who  have  their  well- stocked 
cellars  or  their  clubs  to  put  these  re- 
strictions on  their  poorer  and  less 
favoured  neighbours.  However  credit- 
able these  sentiments  are  to  the  hearts 
of  those  who  use  them,  they  entirely  lose 
sight  of  the  practical  issue — the  working 
man's  view  of  the  question.  The  work- 
ing man  looks  at  the  question  from  a 
wholly  different  point  of  view.  The 
climate  of  Durham,  his  arduous  employ- 
ment, the  atmosphere  of  the  mine,  the 
heat  of  the  iron  foundry,  all  predispose 
him  to  thtj  use  of  stimulants.  The  Sun- 
day comes ;  he  has  his  time  on  his  hands 
to  go  where  he  wishes ;  he  has  money  in 
his  pocket,  for  he  has  been  paid  his 
wages  the  evening  before.  The  public- 
house  door  is  open  to  him,  and  it  is 
the  only  door  open  to  him.  Are  we 
surprised  if  he  yields  to  the  temptation  ? 
The  working  man  looks  upon  legisla- 
tion such  as  this  as  a  helping  hand 
stretched  out  to  him  when  he  is 
struggling  in  the  seat  of  temptation ; 
and  it  would  be  a  sorry  comfort  to  him 
to  be  told  that  we  are  actuated  by 
sentiments  of  generosity  in  not  stretching 
out  that  helping  hand,  and  leaving  him 
to  be  plunged  into  the  abyss  below. 
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This  Bill,  as  affecting  only  a  partionlar 
locality,  is  condemned  by  some  as 
piecemeal  legislation.  Your  Lordships 
have  already  embarked,  as  I  have  shown, 
upon  piecemeal  legislation,  and  the  fur- 
ther we  go  in  tUs  direction  the  less 
piecemeal  our  work  will  be.  I  should 
yery  much  sooner  a  Bill  were  introduced 
dealing  with  the  whole  of  the  United 
Kingdom;  but  we  have  been  waiting 
year  after  year,  until  we  have  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  half  a  loaf  is  better 
than  no  bread.  The  vision  of  a  hope  of  a 
whole  loaf  in  the  distant  future,  dangled 
before  the  eyes,  is  poor  comfort  for  a 
hungry  stomach.  The  value  of  the 
opinion  of  the  Durham  miners  on  any 
great  Imperial  question  of  wide  and  far- 
reaching  issues  may  be  differently  esti- 
mated; but  surely  they  are  the  best 
judges  of  what  concerns  the  health  and 
comfort  of  their  own  homes.  No  doubt, 
there  is  the  question  of  the  frontier, 
which  presents  great  difficulties,  and 
these  we  cannot  altogether  remove.  But 
I  feel  sure  that  if  you  pass  this  Bill, 
the  counties  of  Northumberland  and 
Yorkshire  will  follow  quickly  in  the 
wake  of  Durham.  Movements  have  al- 
ready begun  in  those  counties  in  this 
same  direction  and  your  Lordships 
would  stimulate  them  by  passing  this 
Bill.  Then  it  is  said  that  the  in- 
tention of  such  a  measure  would  be 
evaded  through  the  clause  which  ex- 
cepts the  hond'fide  traveller,  and  that  it 
would  encourage  private  drinking.  I 
do  not  contend  that  this  Bill  or  any 
other  Bill  would  reclaim  the  inebriate. 
What  I  do  claim  for  it  is  that  it 
will  keep  the  waverers  straight,  and 
will  remove  the  initial  temptation  from 
many  besides.  It  requires  a  deliberate 
act  to  store  up  drink  on  Saturday  night 
for  consumption  on  Sunday.  It  demands 
a  certain  effort  to  walk  three  miles  in 
order  to  gratify  a  propensity  for  drink. 
I  thank  your  Lordships  very  sincerely 
for  the  kind  and  patient  hearing  you 
have  given  me.  I  advocate  the  measure 
in  all  confidence,  because  I  feel  sure  that 
I  have  at  my  back  the  very  strong  and 
enthusiastic  approval  of  the  mass  of  the 
working  men  of  Durham.  I  advocate 
it  in  all  earnestness,  because  I  be- 
lieve that  it  will  confer  a  substantial 
boon  on  large  classes  whom,  during  a 
residence  of  seven  years  in  Durham,  I 
have  learned  to  appreciate  increasingly 
for  their  very  sterling  qualities.    I  can- 
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not  expect  that  your  Lordships  will  feel 
the  same  interest  in  the  matter  that  I 
do ;  but  I  entreat  you  to  hold  out  a 
helping  hand  to  members  of  the  com- 
munity to  whom  you  yourselves,  directly 
or  indirectly,  are  largely  indebted  for 
the  comforts  and  necessaries  of  life— 
the  miners  and  ironworkers,  the  artizans, 
and  the  shipwrights  of  Durham.  I  be^ 
to  move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
— ( 7^6  Lord  Bishop  of  Durham,) 

LoM)  BRAMWELL,  on  rising  to 
move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  that  day  six  months,  said:  In 
asking  your  Lordships  to  read  this  Bill  a 
second  time  this  day  six  months,  I  do  so 
reluctantly  from  my  respect  for  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  who  brings  it  forward.  But 
this  Bill  seems  so  wrong,  so  objectionable, 
and  such  an  unwarrantable  interference 
with  the  rights  of  persons,  and  so  im- 
likely  to  bring  about  that  for  which  it  is 
intended — that  is,  more  sobriety — that  I 
feel  bound  to  object  to  it.  I  am  not  in- 
sensible to  the  mischiefs  of  drink.  I 
have  had  the  opportunity  of  seeing  some 
of  the  mischief  which  it  brings  about  in 
my  official  capacity,  and  I  have  not  lived 
to  my  present  age  without  knowing 
privately  the  mischief  that  it  has  done. 
Whether  £135,000,000  is  the  sum  spent 
annually  on  drink  in  this  country  or 
not,  I  do  not  know;  but  even  if  a 
very  large  deduction  has  to  be  made 
from  that  amount,  yet  a  very  great  deal 
too  much  drink  is  consumed,  to  the 
injury  of  health,  thrift,  and  economy. 
I  quite  agree  that  the  money  spent  on 
drink  is  far  too  much  to  be  laid  out 
upon  it  by  the  people  who  spend  it; 
and  I  do  not  believe  that  they  get  in  this 
way  the  greatest  amount  of  enjoyment 
for  their  money.  I  do  not  seek  in  the 
least  to  disguise  all  this;  but  I  must 
say  that  there  is  a  very  great  deal  of 
exaggeration.  I  will  give  your  Lord- 
ships an  illustration.  We  hear  con- 
stantly of  the  number  of  people  driven 
mad  by  drink ;  but  it  has  been  proved 
that  in  a  very  great  many  of  these  cases 
neither  effect  is  the  cause  of  the  other, 
but  that  the  same  mental  constitution 
alone  is  the  cause  of  both  drunkenness 
and  madness.  Therefore,  it  is  an  entire 
mistake  to  attribute  insanity  to  excessive 
drinking  in  all  the  cases  where  they  co- 
exist.   I  attribute  this  exaggeration  to 
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over-zeal  on  the  part  of  people  who  are 
trying  to  make  the  world  better  than  it  is. 
A  great  many  people  believe  that  drink 
is  of  great  utility  if  used  in  moderation  ; 
and  Sir  James  Paget  has  given  it  as 
his  opinion  that,  for  intellectual  work, 
alcoholio  stimulants  are  required.  I 
would  ask  your  Lordships  whether  those 
who  support  this  kind  of  legislation  are 
doing  an  altogether  reasonable  thing  in 
asserting  the  evil  of  drinking  without 
any  consideration,  on  the  other  hand, 
of  the  enjoyment  it  gives  ?  If  not  an 
invidious  question,  I  should  like  to 
know  how  many  of  your  Lordships  en- 
tirely abstain'from  alcoholic  beverages  ? 
We  do  not  treat  drink  fairly.  This  Bill 
is  to  prevent  the  sale  of  **  intoxicating  " 
drinks  in  the  county  of  Durham  on  Sun- 
days. Wine,  spirits,  and  beer  are  indeed 
intoxicating  liquors  if  taken  in  sufficient 
quantities ;  but  why  is  one  particular 
property  to  be  singled  out?  Why  is 
no  mention  made  of  their  pleasant  and 
agreeable  qualities  ?  Would  your  Lord- 
ships speak  of  water  as  a  drowning 
liquor  ?  Yet  it  most  certainly  is.  In- 
toxicating liquors  give  a  great  deal 
of  enjoyment  when  taken  in  modera- 
tion and  with  reason,  and  it  is  a  most 
unreasonable  thing  to  treat  it  as  an 
article  so  pernicious  that  it  should  be 
altogether  done  away  with.  There  ought 
to  be  some  little  discernment  in  the 
matter,  particularly  when  we  consider 
that  the  objectionable  quality  of  the 
article  consists  only  in  its  being  taken  in 
excess.  I  ask  your  Lordships,  there- 
fore, to  treat  drink,  and  wine  and  spirits, 
fairly,  and  not  to  look  at  them  unfairly. 
They  are  capable  of  considerable  enjoy- 
ment by  those  who  indulge  in  them 
reasonably  and  rationally.  The  right 
rev.  Prelate  has  said  that  Durham  is 
very  much  in  favour  of  the  Bill ;  but 
the  matter  to  which  I  shall  now  have  to 
call  your  Lordships'  attention  almost 
makes  me  think  that  there  must  be  two 
Durhams,  The  right  rev.  Prelate  has 
presented  a  variety  of  Petitions,  and  I 
have  one  which  has  been  signed  by 
over  60,000  people  living  in  the  county 
of  Durham,  and  there  are  two  or  three 
other  Petitions  also  from  other  bodies. 
Those  Petitions  were  not  sent  to  me  in 
time  to  present  to  your  Lordships  earlier 
in  the  Sitting ;  but  I  will  now  present 
them.  [The  Petitions  were  brought  in.] 
Those  are  the  Petitions.  Your  Lord- 
ships will  sqarely  think,  therefore,  that 


the  recital  in  the  Preamble  of  this  Bill 
is  correct  when  it  speaks  of  the  people 
of  Durham.  Seventy  thousand  persons 
in  the  county  of  Durham,  at  all  events, 
do  not  desire  the  extension  of  a  measure 
of  this  kind  to  the  county.  One  of  the 
Petitions  presented  in  favour  of  the  Bill 
states  that  there  is  a  strong  necessity  for 
the  measure  in  the  county  of  Durham,  as 
drunkenness  exists  there  among  the  rural 
population  to  a  very  large  extent.  If 
that  is  so,  it  is  a  very  remarkable  thing 
that  such  an  enormous  number  of  per- 
sons should  have  signed  the  Petitions 
presented  by  the  right  rev.  Prelate. 
Then  it  is  said  that  the  Petitions  are  also 
signed  by  many  publicans  who  desire  to 
have  Sunday  as  a  day  of  rest.  What  is 
to  prevent  their  shutting  up  their  shops 
every  Sunday  if  they  wish  to  do  so? 
They  might  do  it,  and  would,  if  the 
people  were  as  much  in  earnest  as  they 
professed  to  be,  because  there  would  be 
no  customers  on  Sunday.  I  have  al- 
ways the  greatest  possible  distrust  about 
these  Petitions.  It  is  so  much  easier  to 
say  **Yes,"  than  '^No;"  and  by  sign- 
ing a  Petition  the  signer  hopes  that 
the  whole  thing  is  done  with,  and  that 
he  will  hear  no  more  about  the  matter. 
Your  Lordships  know,  however  divided 
opinion  may  be,  what  influence  a  few 
persons  with  strong  opinions  have  in 
turning  the  scale  one  way  or  the  other. 
I  admit  in  this  matter  that  possibly 
there  may  be  a  majority  of  people  in 
Durham  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  and  I 
agree  that  where  there  must  be  action 
the  majority  should  bind  the  minority ; 
but  in  this  matter  I  must  protest  against 
the  majority  binding  the  minority.  I 
protest  against  the  right  of  99  men 
out  of  100  to  insist  upon  the  100th 
man  not  drinking  if  he  wishes,  or  pre- 
scribing what  colour  or  cut  of  coat  he 
should  wear.  Where  there  is  a  necessity 
for  action  then  the  majority  must  pre- 
vail; where  there  is  no  necessity  it  is 
simply  tyranny  on  the  part  of  the  ma- 
jority to  enforce  their  views  upon  the 
minority.  Now,  I  ask  your  Lordships 
what  this  Bill  is  to  do  when  it  passes. 
Is  it  for  the  sake  of  those  who  drink  too 
much,  or  for  the  sake  of  pleasing  a  very 
amiable  class  of  persons,  very  earnest 
and  very  zealous,  who  would  make  the 
world  better  than  it  is  at  present  ?  I 
must  ask  your  Lordships  to  allow  me 
to  use  an  argument  that  I  used  when 
a  similar  Bill  was  before  this  House, 
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only  Cornwall  was  then  the  place  to  be 
experimented  upon.      Your  Lordships' 
rejected  that  Bill.    I  ask,  what  would 
your  Lordships'  think  if  a  man  were  to 
come  on  a  Saturday  night  and  demand 
the  key   of   your  cellar,    promising  it 
should  be  returned  to  you  on  Monday 
morning;  and  when  you  said — **Have 
you  any  reason  to  fear  I  shall  take  too 
much  ?  "  he  replied — **  Oh,  no;  but  there 
is  a  man  half-a-dozen  doors  below  who 
does?"     What  difference  is  there  be- 
tween that  case  and  the  present  one  ?    I 
do  urge  upon  your  Lordships  that  it  is 
an    unreasonable    and    unwarrantable 
thing  to  depriye  persons  of  fermented 
liquors  who  take  them  in   moderation 
because  there  iu:e  other  persons  who 
take  them  in  excess.    But  I  have  said, 
and  I  repeat,  that  I  believe  this  is  a 
measure  which,  if  passed,  will  not  pro- 
mote sobriety.     I  haye  several  times 
said  in  this  House  that  it  is  in  vain  to 
pass  a  law  with  which  the  public  con- 
science does  not  go.     I  mean  by  that 
that  it  is  not  well  to  pass  a  law  that 
right-minded  and  well-conducted  men 
do  not  find  so  far  in  conformity  with 
their  conscience  that  they  are  willing  to 
obey.    If  you  do  so,  that  law  will  be 
broken  and  evaded.      There  are  two 
ways  in  which  this  law  can  be  evaded. 
Provision  will  be  made  overnight,  the 
drink  will  be  consumed  in  private — no 
one  seeing  his  discreditable  condition  if 
the  man  gets  drank — and  not  in  the 
house  of  the  publican,  who  is  respon- 
sible for  those  he  supplies.  But,  besides 
that,  there  is  that  troublesome  person 
the  hond'fide  traveller,  and  travel  he  wiU 
in  search  of  drink.     I  will  give  your 
Lordships  a  case.     Wales  has  the  for- 
tune— I  do  not  think  good  fortune,  and 
as  I  show  presently — to  have  a  Sunday 
Closing  Act.     From  the  town  of  Swan- 
sea to  the  Mumbles  there  is  a  tramway, 
and  this  tramway  is  provided  with  bond- 
fide  travellers  on  a  Sunday,  because  ifc  is 
beyond  three  miles  from  Swansea,  and 
extra  trams  are  also  put  on.     They  go 
there  for  drinking  purposes  only,  and 
some  of  them  become  so  drunk  that  they 
cannot  find  their  way  back  to  Swansea. 
Now  that  is  one  instance  of  the  bond  fide 
traveller.    Another,  and  in  my  opinion 
a  shocking  case,  is   this.      C^ubs  are 
instituted,    a   room    is    set  apart,   but 
it  is  perfectly  weU  understood  that  no 
member  of  the  club  is  to  go  there  ex- 
cept on  a  Sunday.     On  &at  day  the 
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members  of  the  blub  assemble  to  drink 
at  the  house,  and  you  cannot  interfere 
with  their  doing  it.  I  have  here  a  paper 
in  which  it  is  stated  that  there  are  up- 
wards of  60  of  these  clubs  in  Cardiff, 
which  are  contrivances  for  evading  the 
law.    That  is  another  way  in  which  it 
is  done.     You  have,  therefore,  the  bond- 
fide  traveller  and    these   bogus  dubs. 
It  is  certain  that  as  long  as  a  man  has 
got  the  money  to  command  something 
that  he  wants,   and  there    is  another 
person  who  is  desirous  of  supplying  him, 
you  may  make  what  laws  you  like,  but 
in  some  way  or  other  they  will  be  evaded 
and  avoided.     And  that  is  why  I  believe 
that  this  is  not  a  measure  which  is  cal- 
culated to  promote  sobriety.     The  right 
rev.    Prelate    has    said     that    this    is 
indeed   piecemeal  legislation,  but  that 
there  is  precedent  for  it.     But  there 
is  no   reason  why,  because  you  have 
done    one  thing  out  of  rule,   or    one 
thing  that  is  quite  abnormal,  that  you 
should  do  another.     Why  not  bring  the 
question  forward  at  once  ?   What  objec- 
tion can  there  be  to  its  being  enforced 
all    over    England    if    it    is    right    in 
Durham  ?    None.     There  is  this  to  be 
said  about  Durham.     Your  Lordships 
probably   know    Newcastle.    It  has,  I 
think,  about  140,000  inhabitants  in  the 
county  of  Northumberland.    Gateshead, 
which  is  the  other  side  of  the  river,  has 
about  60,000  inhabitants.     Well,  what 
will  be  the  consequences  of  this  Bill  ?  If 
it  cannot  be  evaded  in  any  other  way,  as 
far  as  the  Gateshead  people  are  con- 
cerned, they  will  just  cross  the  Tyne  and 
drink  their  fill  in  the  county  of  North- 
umberland.    This  Bill  will,  therefore, 
turn  out  to  be  a  Bill  for  the  encourage- 
ment   of   Newcastle    publicans.      The 
people  of  Darlington  will  likewise  make 
an    incursion    into    Yorkshire.      They 
may  be   the  most   mala-fide  travellers 
that  ever  travelled,  but  they  have  only 
to  cross  into  the  neighbouring  county  to 
get  drink.     Another  remark  I  wish  to 
make  is  this.    Why  shut  up  houses  on 
Sunday?    Why,  if  it  is  not  wrong  to 
drink  a  glass  of  beer  on  Saturday  should 
it  be  wrong  to  do  so  on  Sunday  ?    Now, 
in  my  opinion,  Sunday  is  the  last  day  on 
which  you  ought  to  close  a  public-house, 
because  on  Sundav  people  recreate  them- 
selves with  a  walK  into  the  country,  and 
why  should  they  be  debarred  from  taking 
a  glass  of  beer  if  they  wish  to  do  so  ? 
But  the  public-house  is  to  be  diut  up 
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altogether,  and  a  man  cannot  get  a  cap 
of  tea  or  a  glass  of  soda  water.  You 
will  haye  that  in  Durham  which  exists 
now  to  a  certain  extent  in  other  counties; 
you  will  haye  the  publican  selling  beer 
on  the  sly,  and  there  will  be  the  usual 
penury  oases,  several  of  which  I  have 
nad  before  me.  It  is  certain  that  the 
law  imposing  closing  hours  has  given 
rise  to  a  great  deal  of  perjury.  The 
right  rev.  Prelate  said  that  wherever  the 
experiment  had  been  tried  there  was  no 
desure  to  hark  back.  I  know  nothing  of 
Norway,  but  I  believe  it  is  absolutely 
certain  that  the  Sunday  Closing  Act  in 
Wales  has  been  a  failure.  Now,  another 
thing  I  wish  to  say  is  this.  When  the 
Cornwall  Sunday  Closing  Bill  was  under 
discussion  before  your  Lordships,  Lord 
Aberdare  stated  that  all  the  Bill  pro- 
posed to  do  was  to  put  the  pubUcan 
upon  the  level  of  other  traders,  who 
were  prohibited  from  carrying  on  their 
trade  on  Sunday.  With  great  sub- 
mission, that  is  not  so.  In  the  £rst 
place,  the  Act  against  Sunday  trading  is 
really  obsolete.  It  is  obsolete  for  this 
reason,  that  the  construction  put  upon  it 
by  the  Courts  was,  that  the  offence  could 
only  be  committed  once  in  the  day ;  and 
if  there  were  20  different  acts  of  trading 
on  the  Sunday,  still  it  was  only  one 
Sunday  trading,  and  the  penalty  was 
scarcely  more  than  nominal.  It  is  a 
totally  different  penalty  to  that  which 
attaches  to  a  publican.  The  latter  is 
subject  to  a  penalty  of  £10,  and,  more- 
over, he  is  subject  to  the  forfeiture  of 
his  licence.  These  are  the  considera- 
tions on  which  I  ask  your  Lordships  not 
to  pass  this  Bill.  I  have  shown  that  it 
is,  in  the  first  place,  an  unwarrantable 
interference  with  the  liberty  of  indivi- 
duals to  say  that  they  shall  not  enjoy 
themselves  with  a  rational  quantity  of 
drink,  which  is  a  source  of  great  pleasure 
and  enjoyment.  I  say  also  that  it  will 
not  produce  sobriety,  and  will  be  at- 
tended with  mischief  that  I  have  en- 
deavoured to  point  out — that  is  to  say, 
there  will  be  evasions  and  breaches  of 
the  law  which  it  is  very  undesirable 
should  take  place. 

Amendment  moced,  to  leave  out 
("now,")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
Motion  (•*  this  day  six  months.")— (Ti^^ 
Urd  Bramwdl.) 

LosD  NOBTON  said,  that  he  should 
vote  against  the  second  reading  of  the 


Bill,  because  he  believed  closing  public- 
houses,  instead  of  converting  them,  was 
wrong  in  principle,  and  would  not  meet 
the  object  which  the  promoters  had  in 
view.  It  was  an  attempt  to  put  down 
abuse  by  legislating  against  use.  Pub- 
lic-houses had  their  legitimate  and  ne- 
cessary uses  for  refreshment  and  rest, 
and  it  was  wrone  to  say  that  those  per- 
sons who  wished  to  use  them  properly 
should  be  debarred  from  doing  so  be- 
cause other  persons  abused  them.  To 
treat  public-houses  as  necessarily  places 
of  drunkenness  was  the  way  to  make 
them  so.  Whenever  such  legislation 
had  been  attempted  it  always  excepted 
the  hond'fide  traveller  from  its  operation  ; 
there  was,  therefore,  only  evasion  under 
that  character  needed  to  keep  up  as 
much  drunkenness  as  ever.  The  right 
legislation  would  be  against  drunken- 
ness; and  to  make  its  permission  on 
any  premises  forfeit  the  abused  license 
to  sell  drink. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  (Lord 
Hersohell)  said,  that,  having  repre- 
sented the  city  of  Durham  in  the  other 
House,  he  thought  that  he  ought  to  tell 
their  Lordships  what  he  had  been  able 
to  ascertain  about  the  sentiments  and 
views  of  the  county  of  Durham  with  re- 
gard to  this  question.  He  had  had  con- 
siderable means  of  informing  himself 
upon  the  subject,  even  more  than  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  who  had  moved  the 
rejection  of  this  Bill  (Lord  Bramwell). 
He  did  not  intend  to  deal  exhaustively 
at  that  hour  with  the  whole  of  this  sub- 
ject, because  the  arguments  which  had 
been  addressed  to  their  Lordships  against 
the  Bill  were  very  much  those  which 
had  been  used  with  regard  to  previous 
Bills ;  and,  if  he  might  say  so  without 
disrespect  to  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  were  the  stock  arguments  of  that 
Society  which  was  good  enough  to  in- 
struct them  from  time  to  time  as  to  how 
they  were  to  vote,  and  of  which  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  was  a  distin- 
guished member.  He  would  confine 
himself  to  the  necessities  of  the  case, 
and  especially  to  what  concerned  this 
particular  Bill.  He  quite  admitted  that 
for  a  long  time  after  he  had  gone  to  the 
city  of  Durham  he  had  been  indisposed 
to  vote  for  any  such  legislation  as  this, 
as  he  had  always  felt  that  it  was  not  a 
matter  which  affected  himself  or  those 
who  were  able  to  live  in  the  same  way 
and  provide  themselves  with  refrecdi- 
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ments,  and  that  it  would  be  a  monstrous 
thing  from  one's  own  views  of  comfort 
or  morality  to  vote  against  the  wishes 
of  the  class  of  the  community  that  prac- 
tically was  affected  and  inconvenienced. 
But  he  could  say,  without  hesitation, 
that  these  were  the  very  people  who 
were  most  eager  for  this  Bill,  and  he 
could  assure  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
that  if  he  had  mixed  with  the  working 
men  and  talked  with  them  as  he  had 
himself  he  would  not  have  used  some  of 
the  arguments  which  he  had  used  to- 
night. It  was  true  that  there  was  in 
the  county  of  Durham  a  g^eat  amount 
of  drunkenness ;  but  this  was  regretted 
not  merely  by  the  Temperance  Societies, 
but  by  the  people  themselves,  and  those 
who  had  most  impressed  on  him  the  ex- 
pediency of  this  Bill  had  been  men  not 
particularly  of  the  religious  class  or  the 
tremely  respectable  class,  but  men  of 
the  working  class  who  felt  the  strength 
of  the  temptation  and  the  difficulty  of 
resisting  it,  and  who  knew  that  when 
public-house  after  public-house  was 
open  in  the  street  on  Sunday  they  went 
in  and  drank  in  a  way  in  which  they 
never  would  have  done  if  they  had  had 
to  provide  themselves  with  drink  on 
Saturday  night.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  had  spoken  of  Swansea  and  the 
Mumbles.  No  doubt,  a  certain  number 
of  people  travelled  by  the  tramway  from 
Swansea  to  the  Mumbles  on  the  Sunday: 
but  how  many  more  would  have  been 
drinking  in  the  public -houses  of  Swan- 
sea if  they  had  been  open  ?  He  had  seen 
tramcars  running  to  the  Mumbles  on 
Sunday  afternoon,  and  could  vouch  that 
there  was  nothing  like  the  male  popula- 
tion of  Swansea  at  the  Mumbles,  al- 
though some  of  the  cars  were  well-filled ; 
but  it  did  not  follow  because  certain 
persons  went  to  the  Mumbles  for  the 
purpose  of  drink  that  there  should  not 
bo  Sunday  closing.  He  thought  that  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord's  argument  went 
too  far.  It  was  really  an  argument  against 
having  any  restriction  at  all  in  the  hours 
during  which  drink  was  to  be  sold.  It 
was  practically  saying  that  any  man  had 
a  right  not  to  have  his  liberty  interfered 
with  in  the  matter  of  getting  drink 
when  he  wished.  He  was  afraid,  how- 
ever, that  all  political  Parties  in  this 
country  were  committed  to  the  view  that 
it  was  the  legitimate  function  of  Parlia- 
ment to  limit  the  hours  in  which  intoxi- 
cating liquors  might  be  sold.  It  was  im- 

The  Lord  Chancellor 


possible  nowadays  to  argue  that  it  was 
not  so.  It  was  thought  to  be  in  the 
general  interests  that  certain  restrictions 
should  be  put  upon  the  sale  of  liquor. 
There  was  no  new  principle  in  a  Bill  of 
this  kind;  it  merely  extended  the  prin- 
ciple which  did  exist  before  to  certain 
other  hours,  and  this  principle  which 
was  here  extended  was  one  which  had 
long  been  recognized.  An  important 
question  was  what  public  opinion  was 
on  this  subject  in  the  county  of  Durham 
and  how  it  was  to  be  ascertained.  The 
first,  and  a  most  reasonable  mode,  was 
to  ascertain  the  views  of  those  elected  to 
represent  the  constituency.  But  it  might 
be  said  that  Parties  were  so  evenly 
balanced  that  some  crotchet  would  turn 
the  scale.  Nothing  of  the  sort  was  the 
case  in  the  county  of  Durham,  and  mere 
crotcheteers  had  no  chance  of  turning 
the  scale.  He  maintained  that  it  would 
be  rather  dangerous  for  that  House  to 
disregard  the  views  of  the  elected  Mem- 
bers of  a  constituency  as  expressed  in  the 
House  of  Commons  and  to  say  that  they 
would  go  behind  those  views  because  they 
knew  better.  As  against  those  views, 
what  did  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
say  ?  He  said  that  he  had  presented 
to-night  a  very  extensive  Petition.  For 
his  own  part,  he  thought  that  it  was 
perhaps  fortunate  that  the  Petition  had 
arrived  so  late,  and  that  there  had  not 
been  any  possibility  of  investigation 
earlier,  because  a  great  many  Petitions 
which  were  presented  as  having  a  large 
number  of  signatures  turned  out  upon 
investigation  to  be  far  less  numerously 
signed.  He  must  respectfully  submit 
to  their  Lordships  that  no  Petition 
should  be  considered  as  of  importance 
against  the  evidence  afforded  by  tbo 
views  of  every  Member  for  the  consti- 
tuency except  one,  and,  with  one  ex- 
ception, of  every  Corporation.  Then  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  said  that 
this  was  piecemeal  legislation.  He  con- 
fessed that,  for  his  own  part,  he  had 
not  the  same  objection  to  piecemeal 
legislation  as  that  held  by  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend.  He  thought  that 
there  might  be  great  advantage  in  such 
legislation,  because  it  enabled  them  to 
try  experiments  which  if  unsuccessful 
did  no  mischief.  They  could  not  go  far 
beyond  public  opinion  in  this  matter; 
but  in  Durham  public  opinion  went  as 
far  as  this  Bill,  although  that  was  not 
the  case  in  every  part  of  England.    It 
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was  not,  therefore,  expedient  to  pass 
such  a  Bill  for  the  whole  of  England ; 
but  he  hoped  that  the  House  would 
agree  to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
which  was  now  before  them. 

The  Mabqubss  of  SALISBTJItY :  I 
have  listened  with  some  interest  to  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  laying  down  a 
doctrine  which  has  found  considerable 
favour  **  elsewhere,"  that  the  opinions  of 
the  Members  for  a  particular  district 
are  to  be  taken  as  the  opinions  of  the 
people  therein.  I  am  surprised  that  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord,  connected  as 
he  has  been  with  the  county  of  Durham, 
should  not  have  detected  the  principal 
flaw  in  the  argument  which  be  used. 
The  county  of  Durham,  outside  the  city 
of  Durham,  has,  undoubtedly,  through 
its  Representatives,  pronounced  in  favour 
of  this  Bill ;  but  the  city  of  Durham, 
through  its  Eepresentative,  has  pro- 
nounced equally  emphatically  against 
the  Bill.  Why  is  the  city  of  Durham 
to  be  compulsorily  sober  because  there 
are  no  cakes  and  ale  in  the  county  of 
Durham  ?  The  city  of  Durham  has  just 
as  much  right  to  be  excepted  from  the 
county  of  Durham  for  this  purpose  as 
Ulster  has  the  right  to  be  excepted  from 
the  rest  of  Ireland  for  another.  That 
is  a  small  matter ;  and  what  I  desire  to 
explain  is  why,  if  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  goes  to  a  division,  I  shall  follow 
him  into  the  Lobby.  My  Lords,  it  is 
interesting,    no    doubt,   to    watch    the 

Cwth  of  this  particular  feeling,  which 
acted  so  much  upon  the  recent  legis- 
lation of  the  country,  and  it  is  impos- 
sible to  ignore  its  existence ;  but  I  must 
say  that  it  does  not  inspire  me  with 
00  much  admiration  as  it  inspires  many 
other  people.  I  do  not  know  why  a 
number  of  people  who  never  go  into 
a  public-house  should  close  them  to  the 
people  who  do.  There  is  a  Nemesis  in 
store  for  those  who  are  so  ready  to  use 
the  terrors  of  the  law  in  order  to  make 
their  fellow- subjects  more  virtuous.  The 
effect  of  this  legislation  has  been  to 
multiply  to  an  enormous  extent  clubs  in 
various  parts  of  the  country,  and  these 
clubs  are  becoming  more  and  more  a 
nuisance,  more  and  more  demoralizing 
and  injurious ;  and  the  complaints  which 
come  from  the  police,  and  from  minis- 
ters of  religion,  are  very  imperious  in 
their  tone.  I  fully  look  forward  to  the 
neceasity  for  Parliament  dealing  with 
the  workmen's  dubs;  and  when  they 


deal  with  the  workmen's  clubs  will  they 
not  have  to  deal  with  the  rich  man's 
clubs  also  ?  I  shall  look  with  consider- 
able interest  to  see  if  there  is  the  same 
unanimity  of  opinion  as  to  dosing  the 
rich  man's  clubs  on  the  Sunday.  I  can- 
not take  my  stand  on  the  high  platform 
of  theory  which  is  maintained  with  so 
much  ability  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord ;  but  tf  I  were  to  theorize  on  the 
matter  I  should  agree  with  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  in  arguing  what  is 
consistent  or  inconsistent  with  sound 
principle.  But  I  have  found  that  sound 
principle  never  has  the  slightest  effect 
with  either  House  of  the  Legidature. 
When  questions  of  this  kind  come  be- 
fore them,  all  that  is  considered  is  what 
is  the  force  of  public  opinion  which  will 
have  to  be  followed  and  observed ;  and, 
undoubtedly,  public  opinion  on  this  sub- 
ject is  so  powerful  that  there  is  not  sufB.- 
cient  force  in  either  House  to  resist  it 
very  long.  My  own  opinion  is  that,  to 
save  a  part,  we  must  give  up  all  hope  of 
saving  the  whole,  for  the  hope  of  saving 
the  whole  has  gone  long  ago.  Scotland, 
Ireland,  and  Wales  have  already  been 
subjected  to  this  exceptional  legislation ; 
and  I  believe  if  we  are  to  prevent  a  gene- 
ral Sunday  Closing  Bill  for  the  whole 
country  from  being  passed  —  a  result 
which  I  should  regard  with  anything 
but  satisfaction— our  best  hope  of  doing 
so  must  be  to  provide  some  arrange- 
ment by  which,  where  there  is  an  over- 
whelming majority  of  opinion  in  a  par- 
ticular district,  they  may  try  this  scheme 
and  see  how  it  will  succeed.  Perhaps 
noble  Lords  will  say  then,  Why  do  you 
not  vote  for  this  Bill  ?  My  answer  is  that 
this  Bill  does  not  allow  for  a  trial  of 
the  experiment,  it  allows  no  locua  pmni- 
tentia,  and  that  when  it  has  been  found 
that  this  repression  leads  to  numberless 
joumies  to  secret  clubs,  they  will  not  be 
able  to  go  back  to  the  state  of  things 
which  now  exists.  I  have  before  ven-« 
tured  to  express  an  opinion  that  the 
proper  way  of  dealing  with  this  ques- 
tion is  to  hand  it  over  to  the  Local  Au- 
thorities, and  to  allow  them  to  decide 
for  their  particular  locality  whether  this 
measure  shall  be  carried  out  or  not, 
and  to  give  them  the  power  of  going 
back  when  they  find  the  experiment 
does  not  answer.  I  believe  that  that  is 
especially  necessary,  because  I  have  no 
faith  in  the  permanence  of  this  most 
unfortunate   and   unreasonable  move- 
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outlook  in  political  affairs 
was  not  particularly  calm,  and  it  was 
somewhat  hard  that  these  particular 
localities  like  Durham  should  have  to 
wait  until  this  great  principle  was 
adopted  before  they  could  give  effect  to 
their  desires.  He  would  suggest,  as  a 
perfectly  easy  way  to  meet  the  difficultj 
of  the  noble  Marquess,  that  they  should 
pass  the  second  reading,  and  limit  the 
operation  of  the  Bill  to  three  years. 

On  Question,  That  ("now")  stand 
part  of  the  Motion?  Their  Lordships 
divided  .-—Contents  47 ;  Not-Contents  41: 
Majority  6. 
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ment.  I  believe  it  is  merely  a  temporary 
craze,  which  will  pass  away,  as  similar 
crazes  have  passed  before.  It  was  in 
the  nature  of  man  to  try  to  use  the 
authority  of  Parliament  to  force  others 
to  become  moral  or  theological  accord- 
ing to  their  own  standard.  Two  or 
three  centuries  ago  such  a  measure  as 
this  would  have  taken  the  form  of  forcing 
people  to  go  to  church,  or  to  assent 
to  some  particular  article  of  religion,  and 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  would  have  used 
such  means  of  compulsion  as  were  in  his 
power  to  give  it  Parliamentary  force. 
But  now  he  wants  to  force  them  to  adopt 
that  particular  mode  of  ethics  which  he 
himself  believes  in,  in  order  to  force 
them  to  abstain  from  drunkenness  or 
intoxicating  liquors.  Such  persons  as 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  will  always  exist 
among  the  earnest  teachers  of  religion, 
and  his  is  a  weakness  to  which  the 
teachers  of  religion  have  always  been 
exposed ;  but  that  is  not  a  view  which 
they  will  be  able,  for  any  length  of 
time,  to  impress  upon  their  lay  brethren. 
Though  for  a  time,  in  view  of  some  great 
scandal,  they  might  carry  the  community 
with  them,  the  public,  in  the  long  run, 
would  cease  to  follow  them.  I  look  for 
a  revulsion  of  feeling  on  this  question, 
and  I  believe  that,  in  the  long  run,  we 
shall  leave  men  to  determine  what  they 
shall  eat  and  what  they  shall  drink, 
and  that  this  paroxysm  of  paternal  legis- 
lation will  pass  by.  While,  therefore, 
I  recognize  the  necessity  for  giving  effect 
to  a  certain  section  of  dominant  public 
opinion  on  this  matter,  I  am  anxious 
that  the  way  shall  be  left  open  for 
retreat.  I  believe  that  this  subject  can 
best  be  dealt  with  in  a  general  Local 
Government  Bill,  in  which  the  Local 
Authority  shall  have  power  to  do  what 
it  thinks  fit ;  and  it  is  because  I  believe 
that  to  be  the  only  sound  solution  of  the 
question  that  I  shall  follow  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  who  has  moved  the 
rejection  of  this  Bill. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
INDlA(The  Earl  of  Kimberlbt)  said,he 
was  not  going  to  trouble  the  House  at 
any  length ;  but  he  wished  to  make  one 
observation  on  the  particular  part  of  the 
noble  Marquess's  remarks  as  to  leaving 
it  to  the  Local  Authorities  to  make  regu- 
lations. That  was  what  they  wished 
to  enact  under  the  Local  Government 
Bill;  but  their  great  Local  Govern- 
ment  Bills  never   passed.    Now,   the 

27te  Marquess  of  SaUshury 


Canterbury,  L.  Archp. 

Herschell,  L.  (£.  Chan- 
cellor,) 

Spencer,  E.  {L.  Preei- 
dent,) 

Westminster,  D. 

Northampton,  M. 
Ripon,  M. 

Oamperdown,  E. 

[TeUer,-] 
Feversham,  E. 
Kimberley,  E. 
Morley,  K 
Onslow,  E. 
Saint  Germans,  E. 
Selbome,  E. 
Tankerville,  E. 

Halifax,  V. 

Bangor,  L.  Bp. 
Chichester,  L.  Bp. 
Durham,  L.  Bp. 
Hereford,  L.  Bp. 
London,  L.  Bp. 
Oxford,  L.  Bp. 
St.  Albans,  L.  Bp. 
St.  Asaph,  L.  Bp. 


Truro,  L.  Bp. 

Aberdare,  L.  [TeiUr.] 
Brodrick,L.(r.lfirffo- 

ton.) 
Cliflford  of  Chudleigh, 

L. 
Cloncuny,  L. 
Coleridge,  L. 
Cottesloe,  L. 
Crofton,  L. 
Elgin,  L.  {E,  Elfin  ttnd 

Kincardine,) 
Herrios,  L. 
Houghton,  L. 
Howth,  L.  (E,  ffowth.) 
Kensington,  L. 
Kinnaiid,  L. 
Lin  gen,  L. 
Monson,  L. 
Northboume,  L. 
Ramsay,   L.   (E  D^l- 

houtie.) 
Rosebery,  L.  (^.  Ew 

bery.) 
Sandhurst.  L. 
Sudeley,  L. 
Thurlow,  L. 
Winmarleigh,  L. 
Wolyerton,  L. 
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Buckingham  and  Chan- 

dos,  D. 
Grafton,  D. 
Richmond,  D. 

Bristol,  M. 
Salisbury,  M. 


Ashbumham,  E. 
Fortescue,  E. 
Iddeslei^,  E. 
Innes,    E.    (2>. 

burghe.) 
Lovelace,  E. 
Manvers,  E. 
Mar,  E. 
Milltown,  E. 
Northesk,  E. 
Bavensworth,  £. 


Eox- 


Hawarden,  V. 
Poweiscourt,  V. 
Sidmouth,  V. 

Bramwell,  L.  [TWfor.] 

Colchester,  L. 

Dinevor,  L. 

Egerton,  L. 

EUenborough,  L. 

Elphinstone,  L. 

FitzQerald,  L. 

Foxford,  L;  {E.  Lime- 
rick.) 

Halsbuiy,  L. 

Harris,  L. 

Kintore,  L.  (-B.  JKii- 
tore,) 

Leigh,  L.    iTelkr.] 

LovatyL. 
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LyT^den,  L.  Tredegar,  L. 

Norton,  L.  Wemyss,  L.  (E. 

Poltimore,  L.  Wemyss.) 

Sinclair,  L.  Wigan,  L.    (J7.  Craw- 
Somerton,  L.  {E.  Not'       ford  and  Balearres.) 

manton,)  Windsor,  L. 
Teynham,  L. 

Booked  in  the  affirmative. 

Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  committed 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
Tkursday  next. 

ELBICENTARY       EDUCATION       PROVISIONAL 
OBDEB      CONFIIIMATION      (BIRMINGHAM) 
BILL   [h.L.]    (no.    96). 
A  Bill  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order  made 
by  the  EdacatioD  Department  under  the  Ele- 
mentary Education  Act,   1870,   to  enable  the 
School  Board  for  Birmingham  to  put  in  force 
the  Jjands  Clauses  Consolidation  Act,  1846,  and 
the  Acts  amending  the  same ;  And 

KT.BMENTABY    EDUCATION    PBOVISIONAL 
OBDEB  OONFIBMATION   (LONDON)  BILL 

[h.L.]  (no.  97). 
A  Bill  to  confirm  a  Frovisional  Order  made 
by  the  Education  Department  under  the  Ele- 
mentary Education  Act,  1870,  to  enable  the 
School  Board  for  London  to  put  in  force  the 
Lands  Clauses  Consolidation  Act,  1845,  and 
the  Acts  amending  the  same  ; 
Were  presented  by  The  Lord  President;  read  1»; 
and  re/erred  to  the  Examiners. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Eight  o'clock,  to  Thursday  next, 

a  quarter  past  Ten  o'dook. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  llth  May,  1886. 


PRIVATE  BUSINESS, 


MINUTES.]— PoBLic  BiiAA— Ordered  —  First 
Reading  —  Losses  by  Eiot  (Compensation) 
[209] ;  Charities,  &c.  (Exemption  from  Local 
Bates)*  [210];  Parliamentary  Elections 
(Returning  Officers)  Act  (1875)  Amendment* 
[211]. 

Second  Beeuling  —  Land  Transfer  (Scotland) 
[144],  negatived. 

Third  J2«k«»^  —  National  Debt*  [191],  and 
pasted, 

Pbot»ional  Orbbr  BissL&^Seeond  Reading — 
Oommons  Regulation  (Hayling)  [165],  put 
of;  Oas  (No.  1)  *  [196];  Pier  and  Harbour.* 


FELIXSTOWE,    IPSWICH.     AND     MID- 
LANDS    RAILWAY,    PETITION    FOR 
BILL.— RESOLUTION . 
Mb.    EVERETT    (Suffolk,    Wood- 

bridge),  in  moving — 

•*That  the  Resolution  of  the  Standing  Orders 
Committee  of  the  19th  day  of  February  last, 
with  respect  to  the  Felixstowe,  Ipswich,  and 
Midlands  Railway  Petition,  together  with  the 
said  Petition,  and  the  Bill  annexed  thereto,  be 
referred  back  to  the  said  Committee,  and  that 
they  have  power  to  inquire  whether  there  are 
any  special  circumstances  which  render  it  just 
and  expedient  that  the  Standing  Orders  should 
be  dispensed  with  in  respect  of  the  said  Peti- 
tion,** 

said :  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  asking 
the  House  to  pass  this  Besolution  as  a 
favour,  and  not  as  a  matter  of  justice. 
It  has  reference  to  a  Bill  called  the 
Felixstowe  and  Midleuids  Bailway  Ex- 
tension Bill.  Felixstowe  forms  part  of 
the  constituency  which  I  have  the  honour 
to  represent.  It  is  a  watering  place ; 
and,  although  not  very  large,  is  one  of 
the  most  pleasant  watering  places  on 
the  Suffolk  Coast.  It  is  situated  at  the 
mouth  of  the  Eiver  Orwell,  opposite  to 
Harwich,  and  only  separated  from 
Harwich  by  the  mouth  of  that  river, 
which,  I  may  say  in  passing,  is  the  most 
picturesque  waterway  on  the  East  Coast 
of  England.  Distant  about  1 2  miles  at 
the  head  of  this  river  stands  the  enter- 
prizing  town  of  Ipswich.  At  Felixstowe 
there  has  just  been  constructed  a  dock 
capable  of  accommodating  vessels  of  the 
largest  draught  of  water  at  any  state  of 
the  tide,  and  the  dock  is  connected  with 
a  railway  which  now  terminates  at  the 
town  of  Ipswich,  or  rather  in  the  parish 
of  Westerfield,  just  adjoining  the  town  of 
Ipswich.  There  are  about  13  miles  of 
railway  now  connected  with  the  Felix- 
stowe Dock ;  and  in  the  scheme  I  have 
now  to  ask  the  House  to  sanction  the 
proposal  is  to  connect  with  it  some  50 
miles  more  of  railway,  in  order  to  bring 
Felixstowe  Dock  and  Eailway  into 
connection  with  the  town  of  Cam- 
bridge, and  there  to  unite  it  with  the 
Midland,  London  and  North- Western, 
and  Great  Eastern  Bailway  systems. 
I  need  hardly  say  that  the  scheme 
would  be  of  great  benefit  to  the  district 
through  which  it  is  proposed  that  the 
railway  should  pass.  It  would  pass 
through  a  part  ol  Suffolk  which  is  singu- 
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larly  destitute  of  railway  accommoda- 
tion, and  which  greatly  needs  it;   and 
the  dock  at  Felixstowe  would  be  opened 
out  for  the  development  of  Continental 
traffic  between    the   Midland  Counties 
and  the  North  of  England  and  the  sea. 
It  would  thus  be  of  advantage  to  a  large 
number  of  people,  and  when  completed 
the  country  would  be  richer  by  one  more 
railway,  giving  facilities  for  travel  and 
for  conducting  of  all  kinds  of  business. 
The  plans  relating  to  this  line  were  at 
an  early  period  of  the  Session  duly  de- 
posited and  went  before  the  Standing 
Orders  Committee,  but  were  thrown  out 
by  them.     Now,  I  have  no  fault  what- 
ever to  find  with  the  Standing  Orders 
Committee  for  throwing  out  thid  plans. 
There  were  inaccuracies  of  detail  in  the 
plans  deposited  by  the  engineers — inac- 
curacies in  no  way  germane  to  the  feasi- 
bility of  carrying  out  the  plan,  but  still 
inaccuracies  quite  sufficient  to  justify  the 
Standing  Orders  Committee  in  the  course 
they  took,  in  throwing  out  the  Bill  on 
the  ground  of  its  failing  to  comply  with 
the  Standing  Orders  of  the  House.    The 
Petition  I  now  present  to  the  House 
asks  the  House  to  allow  the  Bill  to  be 
sent  back  again  to  the  Standing  Orders 
Committee,  and  I  will  explain  in  a  few 
words  the  grounds  upon  which  I  venture 
to  ask  for  this  indulgence.    I  do  not  ask 
it  in  the  least  degree  on  behalf  of  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill.     I  feel  that  the  pro- 
moters suffered  from  their  own  fault,  and 
that  they  have  only  their  own  engineer 
and  themselves  to  blame  for  the  position 
in  which  the  Bill  was  placed  before  the 
Standing  Orders  Committee.      But    it 
appears  to  me  that  there  are   special 
circumstances  at  the  present  time  which 
make  it  desirable  that,  if  possible,  the 
great  works  connected  with  this  proposed 
railway  should  be  carried  out.    There  is 
a  singular  dearth  of  works  of  this  kind 
before  the  country  at  the  present  moment, 
and  there  is  a  large  amount  of  labour 
anxiously,  and,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  in 
vain,    seeking   for    employment.      The 
works  connected  with  the  construction 
of  this  railway  are  estimated    to    re- 
quire an  expenditure  of  something  like 
£1,000,000,  and  that  money,  I  am  posi- 
tively assured,  is  ready  to  be  advanced 
at  once,  so  soon  as  the  necessary  formali- 
ties authorizing  the  construction  of  the 
railway  shall  have  been  gone  through. 
Therefore,  if  the  House  will  give  its  per- 
mission to  the  request  I  make  there  will 

Mr,  Hverett 


be  employment  provided  for  a  large 
amount  of  labour.  What  I  ask  the 
House  is  that  it  will,  by  allowing  the  Bill 
— the  plans  in  connection  with  which 
are  now,  it  is  believed,  perfectly  correct 
— to  go  back  to  the  Standing  Orders 
Committee,  thus  opening  the  way  for 
employment  to  a  very  large  number  of 
persons.  It  is  quite  within  the  power 
of  the  House  to  do  this,  although  I 
am  aware  that  it  is  a  very  unusual 
course  for  the  House  to  take.  It  is 
not,  however,  a  course  without  prece- 
dent. I  hold  in  my  hand  particu- 
lars of  a  precedent  which  occurred 
in  1875  in  reference  to  the  Edinburgh 
Street  Tramways  Bill,  when  the  House 
granted  a  similar  indulgence  to  the 
promoters  of  that  measure.  Now,  it 
seems  to  me  that  in  the  present  state  of 
the  labour  market,  and  of  trade  gene- 
rally, it  would  be  a  very  great  pity  in*- 
deed  if  the  House  should  refuse  this  in- 
dulgence. I  am  informed  that  all  the 
money  is  ready  to  be  spent,  and  that  it  is 
kept  from  the  men  who  are  desirous  of 
getting  employment  only  in  consequence 
of  the  position  in  which,  through  cer- 
tain technical  but  really  unimportant  in- 
accuracies in  its  accompanying  plans, 
the  Bill  has  been  placed.  If  ever  there 
was  an  occasion  when  it  was  fitting  that 
the  House  should  do  what,  I  admit,  is 
an  unusual  act,  this  is  one  of  those  occa- 
sions, and  I  earnestly  hope  that  the 
House  in  its  kindness  will  allow  the  Bill 
to  go  back  to  the  Standing  Orders  Com- 
mittee. I  would  not  ask  this  indulgence 
if  I  had  not  first  availed  myself  of 
the  opportunity  of  mentioning  the  mat- 
ter to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Oxford  (Sir 
John  R.  Mowbray),  who  is  Chairman  of 
the  Standing  Orders  Committee,  and 
who  so  ably  presides  over  the  proceed- 
ings of  that  Committee.  I  think  I  am 
not  misrepresenting  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet when  I  say  that  if  it  is  the  wish  of 
the  House  that  the  Bill  should  go  back, 
looking  at  the  special  circumstances  of 
the  case,  he  will  not  be  prepared  to  op- 
pose it.  I  have  been  waited  on  by  two 
or  three  deputations  of  working  men, 
and  by  a  gentleman  representing  the 
Mansion  House  Belief  Committee,  and 
by  another  gentleman  from  a  Trades 
Organization  in  London,  representing 
something  like  27,000  men.  Both  of 
these  Bodies  and  these  deputations  have 
earnestly  requested  me  to  take  up  this 
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matter  and  to  lay  it  before  the  House. 
I  therefore  ask  the  House,  in  these 
unusual  circumstances,  considering  the 
great  depression  of  trade,  to  grant  the 
favour  which  I  have  now  the  honour  to 
solicit  at  its  hands.  The  money  is  ready, 
and,  if  the  Bill  is  allowed  to  pass,  by  Sep- 
tember next  the  works  will  actually  be 
commenced,  and  some  hundreds  of  work- 
ing men  will  be  very  grateful  to  the 
House  for  the  facilities  given  to  them  to 
obtain  employment.  I  beg  to  move  the 
Motion  which  stands  in  my  name. 

Mb.  QUILTER  (Suffolk,  South):  I 
rise  for  the  purpose  of  most  heartily 
seconding  the  Motion  which  has  been 
.made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Wood- 
bridge  Division.  The  line  traverses  a 
district  which  I  have  the  honour  to  re- 
present, and  if  it  is  made  it  will  be  a 
source  of  great  convenience  to  the  agri- 
cultural and  manufacturiug  classes  in 
that  division.  There  are  many  farmers 
there  now  who  have  to  send  their  pro- 
duce 13  or  14  miles  to  a  railway  station 
who  will  be  very  much  benefited  by  the 
construction  of  this  line.  I  should  not 
myself  have  ventured  to  make  the  ap- 
peal which  my  hon.  Friend  has  so  elo- 
quently made,  although  I  feel  as  much, 
or  even  more,  interested  in  the  success 
of  the  Bill  than  he  is;  for  I  feel 
that  the  patience  of  the  Standing 
Orders  Committee  has  been  sorely 
tried  by  this  Bill  having  failed  to 
comply  with  those  proper  conditions 
which  are  laid  down  by  the  House  in 
reference  to  Private  Bill  legislation. 
But  the  circumstances  with  regard  to 
the  industrial  population  in  my  division 
are  so  very  peculiar,  and  so  very  press- 
ing, owing  to  the  low  rate  of  wages  the 
agricultural  labourers  are  receiving  at 
the  present  moment — ^in  some  instances 
as  low  as  9*.  a-week— in  addition  to 
which  it  is  the  fact  that  a  great  many 
of  them  are  unable  to  obtain  work, 
while  not  only  they,  but  many  mat 
weavers,  have  been  on  short  time 
during  the  whole  of  the  winter,  and 
that  this  railway,  if  proceeded  with, 
will  afford  employment  for  hundreds, 
and  perhaps  thousands,  of  deserving 
men,  and  will  give  a  stimulus  to 
trades  which  are  at  present  but  lan- 
guidly carried  on  in  the  division. 
These  are  the  reasons  which  induce 
me  to  join  in  the  appeal  which  my 
hon.  Friend  has  made.  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  if  the  House 


is  disposed  to  grant  this  boon  it  will 
prove  to  be  a  very  great  benefit  and  a 
very  great  blessing  to  hundreds  and 
thousands  of  deserving  labouring  men 
who  have  recently  had  the  privilege  of 
the  franchise  given  to  them  by  this 
House.  I  believe  that,  in  every  way, 
they  are  worthy  of  that  privilege,  and 
also  of  any  measure  for  their  assistance 
which  may  be  brought  forward.  There 
is  one  special  circumstance  connected 
with  this  case  to  which  I  think  I  am 
entitled  to  allude.  There  are,  I  am 
informed,  1,600  men  who  will  shortly 
be  thrown  out  of  employment  by  the 
suspension  of  the  operations  at  the 
Felixstowe  Dock,  with  which  the  pro- 
posed railway  will  be  connected  in 
some  measure ;  and  owing  to  the  ces- 
sation of  the  large  relief  works,  which 
were  started  some  time  ago  at  Ipswich, 
for  the  simple  purpose  of  giving  em- 
ployment to  those  in  want  of  work,  there 
will  be  a  large  number  of  men  thrown 
idle  upon  the  locality.  The  construction 
of  this  railway  will  find  them  the  means 
of  subsistence,  and,  therefore,  I  beg 
most  heartily  to  second  the  appeal  which 
has  been  made  by  my  hon.  Friend. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  Resolution  of  the  Standing  Orders 
Committee  of  the  19th  day  of  February  last, 
with  respect  to  the  Felixstowe,  Ipswich,  and 
Midlands  Railway  Petition,  together  with  the 
said  Petition,  and  the  Bill  annexed  thereto,  be 
referred  back  to  the  said  Committee,  and  that 
they  have  power  to  inquire  whether  there  are 
any  special  circumstances  which  render  it  just 
and  expedient  that  the  Standing  Orders  should 
be  dispensed  with  in  respect  to  the  said  Peti- 
tion."--^ifr.  Everett,) 

Colonel  MAKINS  (Essex,  S.E.):  It 
may  appear  a  somewhat  ungracious 
position  to  occupy  when  I  rise  to  oppose 
the  Petition  which  the  two  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  have  made  to  the  House, 
and  which  they  have  said  they  make, 
not  as  a  matter  of  justice,  but  as  a 
matter  of  grace.  I  should  like,  how- 
ever, to  draw  the  recollection  of  the 
House  to  the  hi8toi7  of  the  Bill.  I  do 
not  dispute  a  single  word  that  has  been 
stated  Dy  the  hon.  Member  who  intro- 
duced this  Motion  in  regard  to  the 
necessity  of  this  railway,  or  in  regard  to 
any  of  the  facts  he  has  brought  forward 
in  reference  to  it.  But  that  is  not  the 
question  for  this  House  at  the  present 
stage.  It  is  rather  a  question  to  be  con- 
sidered when  the  Bill  comes  before  a 
Committee  of  this  House,  and  it  has  to 
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be  proved  in  proper  form  before  that 
Committee.  What  is  the  history  of  this 
Bill?  In  1885  the  same  Bailway  Bill 
was  brought  before  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  it  was  then  thrown  out  by 
the  Standing  Orders  Committee  because 
it  was  so  full  of  blunders  that  it  could 
not  possibly  be  passed.  The  Standing 
Orders  were  suspended  in  order  that  the 
promoters  might  have  another  chance  ; 
but  the  result  was  that  the  Bill  was  not 
proceeded  with.  Surely  if  the  pro- 
moters of  this  Bill  were  so  anxious 
about  their  scheme  after  it  had  once 
failed  to  pass  the  Standing  Orders 
Committee,  and  they  got  leave  to  bring 
it  in  again  in  an  amended  form,  they 
would  have  availed  themselves  of  the 
opportunity?  I  suppose,  presumedly, 
it  was  for  want  of  funds.  The  hon. 
Member  now  informs  the  House  that 
there  is  £1,000,000  at  the  disposal  of 
the  promoters;  but  he  did  not  tell  us 
who  has  it  ready,  or  where  it  is. 
If  anybody  is  prepared  to  advance 
£1,000,000  for  a  purpose  of  this  sort, 
he  will  probably  look  to  get  it  back 
from  the  subscribers  who  will  support 
the  undertaking  hereafter.  As  I  have 
said,  the  Bill  was  not  proceeded  with  in 
1885,  and  now,  in  1886,  the  same  Bill 
has  been  brought  forward  again.  It 
has  failed  before  the  Standing  Orders 
Committee  on  precisely  the  same  points 
upon  which  it  failed  in  1885.  The  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill,  who  are  so  anxious 
to  get  this  railway  constructed,  did  not 
take  the  trouble  to  remedy  the  blunders 
they  committed  in  1885.  Every  single 
error  was  repeated,  and  the  Bill  was 
thrown  out  by  the  Standing  Orders  Com- 
mittee on  precisely  the  same  grounds. 
The  hon.  Member  now  comes  forward 
and  asks  us  to  reinstate  the  Bill.  I 
listened  with  great  attention  to  his  re- 
marks to  see  if  I  could  find  any  special 
grounds  to  justify  the  course  we  are 
asked  to  take.  The  only  groxmd  I  could 
£nd  was,  I  admit,  a  strong  one ;  but  it 
is  simply  a  sentimental  ground — namely, 
that  in  order  to  provide  work  for  the 
unemployed,  this  £1,000,000  will  be  set 
loose  if  the  Bill  be  allowed  to  go  before 
a  Standing  Orders  Committee.  Now,  I 
wish  to  point  out  to  the  hon.  Member 
that  the  people  he  wishes  to  benefit 
would  not  be  oenefited  even  if  this  rail- 
way is  started,  because  railways  are  not 
constructed  by  agricultural  labourers, 
but  by  navvies  who  are  brought  from 

Colonel  Mahins 


various  parts  of  the  country,  and  whose 
regular  business  it  is  to  go  from  place 
to  place  constructing  railways.  The 
only  people  who  would  be  benefited  by 
the  construction  of  this  railway  besides 
these  navvies  would  be  those  whose 
food  they  would  eat  and  whose  beer 
they  would  drink.  There  is  another 
objection,  but  it  is  one  which  will  be 
better  dealt  with  by  the  authorities  of 
the  House  than  by  myself — namely, 
that  if  this  Petition  is  granted  now,  and 
the  Bill  is  sent  upstairs,  it  will  be  almost 
impossible  for  it  to  reach  the  House  of 
Lords  before  the  day  after  which  no 
Bill  can  be  read  a  second  time  in  that 
House.  Therefore,  those  who  oppose 
the  Bill — and  I  need  not  remind  hon. 
Members  that  there  are  generally  two 
sides  to  every  question — the  opponents, 
as  well  as  the  promoters  of  uie  Bill, 
will  be  put  to  the  expense  of  contesting 
the  matter  again  before  the  Standing 
Orders  Committee,  and  they  will  suffer, 
as  they  have  already  suffered,  in  their 
purse  through  having  to  oppose  a  mea- 
sure which  I  venture  to  think  cannot  be 
very  seriously  intended.  I  think  that 
this  Bill  is  one  of  those  financial  under- 
takings which  have  been  introduced 
into  Parliament  in  recent  years,  but 
which  have  always  been  regarded  as 
objectionable.  It  is  quite  possible  that 
if  the  Bill  is  passed,  and  the  capital  is 
raised,  and  the  railway  commenced,  that 
we  shall  have  a  repetition  of  what  oc- 
curred in  the  case  of  the  Hull  and 
Barnsley  Eailway  last  year,  and  that 
preference  debentures  will  have  to  be 
created  in  order  to  enable  the  promoters 
to  carry  out  the  undertaking.  If  on  a 
question  like  this  the  Standing  Orders 
of  this  House  are  to  be  ignored,  I  think 
we  may  as  well  do  away  with  our  Stand- 
ing Orders  altogether.  They  exist  for 
certain  purposes,  for  the  protection  of 
opponents  as  well  as  promoters;  and 
when  a  Company  has  shown  so  little 
attention,  and  has  on  more  than  one 
occasion  refrained  from  complying  with 
the  Standing  Orders  in  the  past,  I  do 
not  think  they  come  here  with  a  very 
good  grace  to  ask  the  House  to  suspend 
its  Standing  Orders  in  order  that  they 
may  proceed  with  their  Bill.  I  trust 
that  the  House  will  not  give  its  consent 
to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member. 

SiE  JOHN  E.  MOWBEAT  (Oxford 
University) :  Perhaj^s  it  may  save  the 
time  of  the  House  if  I  interpose  thus 
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early  in  the  debate,  and  state  shortly,  as 
Chairman  of  the  Standing  Orders  Oom- 
mittee,  the  views  which  we  take.  The 
hon.  Members  who  have  moved  and 
seconded  the  Resolution  have  slated 
explicitly  that  they  do  not  appear  on 
behalf  of  the  promoters  of  the  Bill.  Had 
anyone  appeared  here  on  behalf  of  the 
promoters  I  must  have  called  atten- 
tion myself  very  strongly  to  the  circum- 
stances which  have  been  brought  before 
the  House  by  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Member  for  Essex  (Colonel  Makins). 
It  is  quite  true  that  the  promoters  came 
before  Parliament  last  year  with  a  Bill 
identical  with  the  present,  and  we  sus- 
pended the  Standing  Orders  then  in 
order  to  enable  new  plans  to  be  de- 
posited. Those  plans  were  not  deposited, 
and  the  Bill  was  withdrawn.  The  pro- 
moters came  this  year  with  the  old  Bill, 
and  have  deposited  the  old  plans  with 
the  same  identical  errors  which  we 
pointed  out  last  year,  and  the  pro- 
moters certainly  are  not  entitled  to  any 
favour  or  indulgence  from  anybody.  As 
to  the  appeal  which  has  been  made  to 
me  as  Chairman  of  the  Standing  Orders 
Committee,  I  have  nothing  to  do  with  it 
in  that  capacity ;  but  it  is  for  the  House 
to  consider  whether,  owing  to  the  great 
want  of  employment  which  exists,  they 
will  be  induced  to  take  a  liberal  view 
of  the  matter.  I  have  received  deputa- 
tions from  working  men  in  London  with 
regard  to  this  Bill,  and  also  representa- 
tions from  Lord  Charles  Bruce  on  the 
part  of  the  Mansion  House  Fund,  de- 
siring that  the  work  may  be  allowed  to 
proceed  in  the  interest  of  the  unem- 
ployed, having  regard  to  the  depression 
of  trade  and  the  large  number  of  the 
labouring  classes  who  are  now  out  of 
employment.  That  is  a  matter  of  policy 
for  the  House  to  consider.  If  the  appeal 
were  made  on  behalf  of  the  promoters  I 
would  certainly  ask  the  House  not  to 
grant  any  indulgence  to  them ;  but  I 
understand  that  it  is  made  in  the  inte- 
rests of  the  unemployed,  with  a  view 
of  promoting  the  construction  of  new 
works.  I  understand  that  the  money  is 
ready,  and  that  new  plans  are  ready  to 
be  submitted.  Therefore,  if  the  House 
is  inclined  to  g^ant  the  indulgence  asked 
for,  I  shall  have  nothing  to  say  in  op- 
position to  the  Motion. 

Me.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
I  would  venture  to  join  in  the  appeal 
which  has  been  made  to  the  House.    I 


have  received  a  large  number  of  depu- 
tations myself  from  persons  who  believe, 
whether  rightly  or  wrongly  I  am  unable 
to  say,  they  can  get  employment  in  con- 
nection with  this  railway  if  the  Bill 
receives  the  sanction  of  the  House.  It  is 
only  on  their  behalf  that  this  favour  is 
asked  at  the  hands  of  the  House.  I 
quite  feel  how  excessively  difficult  it  is, 
if  we  are  to  have  Standing  Orders  at 
all,  that  we  should  sanction  their  viola- 
tion. This,  however,  seems  to  be  a  very 
special  case ;  and  I  think  that  the  men 
who  may  be  able  to  get  employment  if 
these  works  are  commenced,  ought  not 
to  suffer  because  of  the  negligence  of 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill. 

SiE  JULIAN  GOLDSMID  (St.  Pan- 
eras,  S.) :  I  think,  before  we  allow  a 
Bill  like  this  to  go  back  to  the  Standing 
Orders  Committee,  we  ought  to  have  a 
little  more  information  with  regard  to 
the  capital  which  is  alleged  to  be  ready 
to  pay  the  expense  of  constructing  this 
railway.  As  I  understand  the  matter, 
the  promoters  of  this  Bill  have  already 
failed  on  two  or  three  occasions  to  com- 
ply with  the  Standing  Orders,  in  conse- 
quence of  their  inability  to  obtain  the 
capital.  It  seems  very  strange  that 
within  two  months  of  the  time  when,  as 
I  understand,  railway  enterprize  has 
been  in  a  position  of  more  difficulty 
than  it  was  ever  in  before,  the  pro- 
moters should  suddenly  be  able  to 
command  £1,000,000  if  they  receive  this 
favour  from  the  House.  Unless  we 
have  more  information  on  the  matter 
than  the  bare  allegation  that  the  money 
will  be  forthcoming,  I  think  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  House  to  vote  against  the 
Bill,  because  it  will  only  lead  to  false 
hopes  being  raised  which  will  never  be 
realized.  

Sm  HENRY  TYLER  (Great  Yar- 
mouth) :  I  may  say  at  once,  in  rising  to 
oppose  the  Motion,  that  I  am  a  Director 
of  the  Great  Eastern  Railway.  I  think 
the  House  will  be  prepared  to  admit  that 
the  promoters  have  placed  themselves 
entirely  out  of  court.  In  this  Session 
they  have  made  no  attempt  to  rectify 
the  errors  which  they  committed  in 
a  former  Session;  and  I  am  informed 
that  the  errors  contained  in  the  Bill 
this  year  even  go  beyond  those  of  the 
measure  of  last  yecir.  No  doubt,  an 
appeal  to  the  House,  with  a  view  to  find 
employment  for  a  number  of  labouring 
men,  is  a  different  matter.  I  understand 
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that  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  have  been 
for  some  time  acting  as  if  they  were 
without  any  money  at  their  back. 
A  very  surprising  statement  is,  how- 
ever, now  made  to  the  House — namely, 
that  there  is  £1,000,000  at  somebody's 
bankers  ready  to  be  utilized  in  connec- 
tion with  this  undertaking.  But  we 
have  no  evidence  that  if  this  railway  is 
sanctioned  the  £1,000,000  will  be  forth- 
coming ;  and  we  all  know  that,  in  these 
days  of  depression,  so  large  a  sum  of 
money  is  not  very  easily  found.  There- 
fore, until  we  have  some  evidence  that 
this  £1,000,000  is  ready,  I  would  ask 
the  House  not  to  believe  that  it  is  lying 
at  a  banker's  ready  to  be  expended  in  the 
making  of  this  railway.  If  it  were  really 
there,  I  admit  that  it  would  be  quite  a 
different  thing  ;  but  even  if  it  were  avail- 
able, and  the  Bill  should  be  passed  by  the 
Standing  Orders  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Lords,  it  is  quite  impossible  that  it 
could  get  through  by  the  30th  of  June 
next.  Fresh  surveys  would  have  to 
be  made ;  fresh  contracts  to  be  entered 
into ;  and  it  is  quite  certain  that  the 
railway  could  not  be  commenced  in  the 
course  of  the  present  year.  Therefore, 
the  construction  of  this  line  in  that  case, 
even  if  £  1 ,000,000  is  forthcoming,  would 
not  afford  the  means  of  relieving  the 
present  depression,  or  of  providing  work 
within  any  reasonable  period  for  auy 
now  unemployed. 

Sib  ROBEET  PEEL  (Blackburn)  : 
I  am  anxious  to  say  a  word  before  the 
House  divides.  After  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down  I 
think  the  House  ought  to  be  very  sus- 
picious of  the  remarks  made  by  Direc- 
tors of  Railways.  Where  it  is  evident 
that  their  own  interests  are  concerned, 
they  are  not  very  likely  to  study  the  in- 
terests of  the  general  public  against 
their  own.  The  hon.  Member  wants  to 
know  where  the  money  is  for  the  making 
of  this  railway.  Now,  it  is  well  known 
that  so  much  per  cent  has  already  been 
deposited  for  the  construction  of  the 
line,  and  the  line  itself  is  to  be  made 
for  the  purpose  of  benefiting  the  pro- 
perty of  a  great  landed  proprietor,  who 
is  prepared,  I  understand,  to  advance 
the  funds  necessary  for  the  construction 
of  the  railway.  After  the  appeal  which 
has  been  made  by  two  hon.  Members 
who  represent  that  part  of  the  county  of 
Suffolk  through  which  the  railway  will 
run,  and  looking  at  all  the  circumstances, 
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and  the  speech  we  have  just  heard,  I 
think  the  House  may  well  reconsider  tJie 
position  in  which  it  stands  in  reference 
to  the  Bill,  and  allow  it  to  proceed.  The 
Chairman  of  the  Standing  Orders  Com- 
mittee has  told  the  House  that  no  doubt 
the  promoters  have  no  locui  standi  before 
the  House.  But  the  appeal  is  made  on 
another  ground— namely,  that  there  are 
great  works  to  be  executed,  and  that  re- 
presentations have  been  made  urging 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Oxford  (Sir  John  R. 
Mowbray)  to  allow  the  Bill  to  proceed, 
in  order  that  employment  may  be  given 
to  a  large  number  of  deserving  men  who 
are  now  unhappily  thrown  out  of  em- 
ployment. I  must  say  that,  looking  at 
the  whole  facts  of  the  case,  I  trust  the 
House  will  be  prepared  to  assent  to  the 
request  which  has  been  made  to  them 
in  favour  of  the  Bill,  and  that  they  will 
allow  it  to  be  proceeded  with  in  the  way 
suggested. 

Mb.  arch  (Norfolk,  N.W.):  I  have 
some  knowledge  of  the  district  through 
which  it  is  proposed  to  carry  this  rail- 
way, and  I  know  that  there  is  a  very 
strong  desire  on  the  part  of  the  trading 
population,  as  well  as  on  the  part  of  the 
working  classes  of  the  district  affected 
by  the  measure,  that  the  works  should 
be  executed  if  possible.  I  have  no  in- 
terest in  the  railway  myself;  but  the 
reason  I  have  risen  to  support  the  Mo- 
tion of  my  hon.  Friend  is  that  represent- 
ing as  I  do  the  class  that  will  suffer  most 
from  the  railway  not  being  constructed, 
I  would  humbly  ask  the  House  to  accede 
to  the  wish  of  my  hon.  Friend,  and  to 
allow  the  Bill  to  proceed,  so  that  thou- 
sands of  hungry  men  and  women  may 
be  fed. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Orderedf  That  the  Resolution  of  the  Stand- 
ing Orders  Committee  of  the  19th  day  of  Feb- 
ruary last,  with  respect  to  the  Felixstowe,  Ips- 
wich, and  Midlands  Bailwav  Petition,  together 
with  the  said  Petition,  and  the  Bill  annexed 
thereto,  be  referred  back  to  the  said  Committee, 
and  that  they  have  power  to  inquire  whether 
there  are  any  special  circumstances  which  ren- 
der it  just  and  expedient  that  the  Standing 
Orders  should  be  dispensed  with  in  respect  of 
the  said  Petition. — {Mr,  Everett.) 
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that  my  want  of  experience  of  the 
Forms  of  the  Houee  should  have  led 
me  into  error;  but  if  I  am  not  able 
to  read  the  actual  words  of  the  Peti- 
tion, I  believe  it  will  not  be  irregular 
to  state  that  the  Memorial  urges  in 
the  strongest  language  that  this  scheme 
is  designed  only  In  the  interest  of  one  or 
two  individuals,  and  that  nobody  will 
benefit  by  it  but  those  individuals.  That 
Petition  was  carried  in  a  public  meet- 
ing, at  which  I  believe  113  voted  for 
the  Petition,  and  only  89  were  induced 
to  vote  against  it,  even  after  the  strongest 
pressure  had  been  brought  to  bear  by 
those  who  are  personally  interested  in 
the  scheme.  Then,  again,  although  this 
scheme  was  brought  before  a  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  was 
passed  by  that  Body,  yet  I  would  urge 
that  that  Committee  was  anything  but 
unanimous  in  the  matter.  It  was  carried 
by  the  casting  vote  of  the  Chairman,  the 
Committee,  as  a  whole,  being  equally 
divided.  I  should  be  very  sorry  to  say 
anything  against  the  Land  Commis- 
sioners, who  have  sanctioned  the  scheme. 
They  are  public  servants,  and  I  am  quite 
sure  they  are  actuated  by  the  strongest 
desire  to  do  that  which  is  for  the  benefit 
of  the  public.  I  disagree  with  them  in 
the  proposal ;  but  I  would  be  the  last 
person  to  say  anything  against  public 
servants  who  have  not  an  opportunity  of 
replying  in  this  House.  But,  notwith- 
standing this,  and  speaking  not  only  of 
this  scheme,  but  of  other  schemes  which 
I  have  seen  and  examined,  I  think  they 
are  a  little  too  much  inclined  to  over- 
rate the  rights  of  the  wealthy  land- 
owners, and  to  underrate  the  rights  of 
the  commoners.  I  also  think  that  they 
are  a  little  too  much  permeated  with  the 
traditions — the  unfortunate  traditions  as 
I  look  upon  them— of  the  Inclosure 
Commissioners,  which  still,  to  some  ex- 
tent, seem  to  govern  their  proposals. 
Those  traditions  as  to  the  importance 
and  desirableness  of  inclosing  as  much 
land  as  possible,  no  doubt,  had  their 
justification  some  40  or  60  years  ago, 
when  it  was  of  importance  to  cultivate 
as  much  land  as  possible  in  order  to  pro- 
duce as  much  food  as  possible ;  but  cir- 
cumstances have  altered,  and  now  it  is, 
in  many  oases,  more  expensive  to  grow 
food  than  to  import  it.  Another  argu- 
ment, which  is  of  more  importance  now 
than  formerly,  is  the  necessity  of  keep- 
ing open  the  lun^  of  the  ^eat  towns  by 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {The  Under  8eer$tary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department^  Mr,  Broadhunt.) 

Me.  E.  N.  BUXTON  (Essex,  Wal- 
thamstow):  In  rising  to  move,  as  an 
Amendment,  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  this  day  six  months, 
I  may  say  that  I  was  not  aware  that  my 
hon.  Friend  who  has  moved  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  intended  simply  to 
make  that  Motion  formally  and  without 
comment.  I  am  told  that  it  is  a  some- 
what unusual  proceeding  to  move  the 
rejection  of  a  Bill  of  this  kind  which  has 
received  the  approval  of  one  of  the  De- 
partments of  the  State.  I,  therefore, 
apologize  to  the  House  for  the  course 
which  I  feel  myself  compelled  to  take. 
But  there  are  exceptional  circumstances 
in  this  case  whicn  justify  a  departure 
from  the  usual  course  in  dealing  with 
Bills  of  this  nature.  In  the  first  place, 
it  s^ems  to  me  that  this  Bill  proposes, 
under  the  guise  of  a  law,  and  a  very 
useful  law,  to  inflict  a  great  injustice  on 
the  inhabitants  of  this  district  and  on 
those  of  the  neighbouring  town  of  Ports- 
mouth. The  inhabitants  of  the  district 
are  very  strongly  opposed  to  this  scheme. 
As  an  illustration  of  the  feeling  against 
the  proposal,  perhaps  I  may  read  an 
extract  from  a  letter  which  I  have  re- 
ceived from  the  Vicar  of  the  parish,  who 
has  constituted  himself  the  champion  of 
the  cause  of  his  poorer  neighbours.  He 
says — 

**  In  fact,  it  18  not  too  much  to  say  that  there 
ia  not  one  single  inhabitant  in  ita  fayoor,  apart 
from  those  persons  who  are  either  persontdly 
interested  or  who  are  under  the  influence,  di- 
reot  or  indirect,  of  the  promoters.  There  are  a 
large  number  of  parishioners  who  are  afraid  of 
offending  somebody  if  they  take  an  active  part ; 
bat  nevertheless  they  are  sincere  in  their  oppo- 
sition to  the  measure,  which  threatens  to  rob 
them  of  that  free,  unrestricted  use  of  a  common 
which  has  been  their  undisputed  right  for  cen- 
times.'' 

The  inhabitants  of  the  parish  have  sent 
a  Petition  to  this  House,  passed  by  a 
large  majority  at  a  public  meeting,  in 
which  they  say — I  will  not  read  the 
whole  of  the  Petition,  but  merely  a  few 
words — 

<*  It  is  not  desirable,  in  the  interests  of  the 
commoners  and  of  the  public  generally" 

[  Cries  of  *'  Order ! "]  I  was  not  aware 
that  I  was  not  in  Order  in  quoting  the 
words   pf  the    Petition.     I  am  sorry 
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means  of  these  open  spaces.  It  was  only 
the  other  day  that  the  House  rejected, 
and  justly  rejected,  another  scheme — a 
scheme  of  the  Governors  of  the  Charter- 
house. It  related  to  an  ancient  his- 
torical building;  the  present  scheme 
relates  to  an  ancient  common.  There  is 
this  difference  between  the  two  schemes 
— that  whereas  the  promoters  of  the 
Charterhouse  scheme  were  actuated  only 
by  the  purest  of  public  motives,  al- 
though many  of  us  thought  them  wrongs, 
in  this  instance  the  Bill  is  promoted  only 
by  those  who  would  get  a  certain  per- 
sonal and  selfish  advantage  from  it.  I 
think,  therefore,  the  House  ought  to 
reject  it  by  even  a  larger  majority  than 
they  did  in  the  previous  case.  Now, 
this  common  is  a  most  beautiful  one, 
facing  the  sea,  on  Hayling  Island,  op- 
posite the  Isle  of  Wight.  It  extends 
over  the  whole  length  of  the  southern 
side  of  the  Island.  Colonel  Sandeman, 
the  chief  promoter  of  the  scheme,  in  his 
evidence,  said  with  regard  to  one  part  of 
the  common  which  it  is  proposed  to  en- 
close, that — **  It  was  proposed  to  do  so 
mainly  because  no  other  use  can  be  made 
of  it,"  and  that  it  was  "uneven  with 
nothing  but  shingle  and  gorse  upon  it." 
I  cannot  agree  with  the  opinion  that 
common  land  is  of  no  use  because  it  has 
nothing  but  shingle  and  gorse  upon  it, 
and  is  uneven.  In  my  belief  the  com- 
mon is  a  most  picturesque  one,  facing  as 
it  does  the  sea— a  most  beautiful  sea — 
and  it  is  seen  to  the  highest  advantage 
at  the  present  time.      If  I  could  only 

ficture  it  to  hon.  Members  as  it  is  now, 
am  satisfied  that  I  should  insure  the 
success  of  my  Motion.  This  gorse,  if  of 
no  use,  is,  at  this  moment,  an  object  of 
the  greatest  beauty ;  and  I  venture  to 
think  it  is  a  great  mistake — and  a  view 
too  commonly  held — ^that  these  wastes, 
as  they  are  called,  are  of  no  use.  Then 
there  is  this  other  point  in  regard  to  the 
proposal.  I  have  examined  very  care- 
fully the  deposited  plans  of  this  pro- 
posal, and  I  have  visited  the  district  in 
order  to  look  at  all  the  surrounding  cir- 
cumstances. I  find,  to  my  great  sur- 
prise, a  circumstance  which  was  not 
before  the  Committee  of  which  I  was  a 
Member— namely,  that  the  deposited 
plans  excluded  from  the  common,  as 
they  did  not  form  part  of  it,  certain  re- 
cent illegal  inclosures.  I  certainly  do 
not  blame  the  Commissioners  for  this. 
One  of  them  told  me  they  had  no  option 
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in  the  matter,  and  that  they  could  only 
deal  with  that  part  of  the  common  for 
which  they  had  a  requisition  from 
those  who  applied  to  them;  and,  of 
course,  in  this  case,  the  promoters 
did  not  include  these  illegal  inclosures 
which  they  have  themselves  illegally 
made.  At  the  same  time,  however,  I 
think  the  House  should  be  very  cautious 
in  sanctioning  and  stereotyping  such 
illegal  inclosures,  which  would  greatly 
strengthen  the  hands  of  those  guilty  of 
such  illegalities  and  weaken  the  power 
of  their  poorer  neighbours  in  the  dis- 
trict. It  is  proposed  to  take  out  of  the 
common,  in  addition  to  the  illegal  in- 
closures to  which  I  have  referreid,  one 
acre,  four  and  a-half  acres,  and  10  acres. 
I  have  not  very  much  to  say  against  the 
proposal  to  take  the  one  acre.  It  is  pro- 
posed to  reserve  it  for  the  purpose  of 
paying  the  cost  of  the  maintenance  of 
the  common.  I  do  not  think  that  the 
price  even  of  one  acre  is  really  required 
for  that  purpose.  I  do  not  think,  using 
the  words  of  the  promoters  of  the  scheme, 
that  it  is  necessary  to  improve  the  com- 
mon at  all ;  all  that  is  required  is  to 
leave  the  common  as  it  is.  I  do  not 
believe  that  the  promoters  can  improve 
the  common  which  is  already  sufficiently 
beautiful  by  constructing  a  Marine  Es- 
planade. Then  it  is  proposed  to  take 
four  and  a-half  acres  for  the  purpose  of 
payingthe  costs  of  obtaining  this  scheme. 
Now,  I  do  think  that  those  who  are 
to  benefit  by  it  should  themselves  pay 
the  cost  of  getting  it ;  and  I  cannot  see 
why  so  large  a  piece  as  four  and  a-half 
acres  shoiud  be  taken  from  the  common 
for  that  purpose.  Why  take  four 
and  a-half  acres?  These  four  and 
a-half  acres  are  a  beautiful  hollow 
in  the  common  which  happens  to  lie 
in  front  of  the  residence  of  the  8an- 
demans,  who  are  the  chief  promoters 
of  the  scheme ;  and  if  this  pomon  is  in- 
closed it  would  project  in  a  most  offen- 
sive way  into  the  common.  Anyone  com- 
ing along  in  future  upon  the  landward ' 
side  of  the  common  would  have  to  make 
a  considerable  detour  in  order  to  get 
round  these  four  and  a-half  acres.  But 
why  should  it  be  proposed  that  these 
four  and  a-half  acres,  if  they  are  neces- 
sary to  be  sold  for  the  purposes  of  this 
scheme,  should  be  sold  to  the  promoters 
and  to  no  one  else?  If  it  is  really 
desired  to  get  the  greatest  amount  of 
money  for  the  purpose  mentioned,  surely 
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the  land  ougbt  to  be  sold  by  public 
auction.  Then  itie  proposed  to  take  10 
acres  of  the  common  ia  exchange  for 
allotments  for  the  poor.  This  pro> 
posal  has  a  captivating  sound  about  it, 
and  it  mighfbe  thought,  without  exa- 
mination, to  be  beneficial  to  the  poor ; 
but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  no  allotments 
are  required  in  this  district.  There  was 
evidence  before  the  Committee  that  there 
were  very  few  cottage  gardens  or  field 
gardens.  Now,  I  have  caused  a  very 
careful  inquiry  to  be  made,  and  I  find 
that  almost  the  whole  of  the  cottages 
which  are  without  gardens,  that  are 
actually  on  the  common,  are  used  by 
lodging-house  keepers,  and  are  let  to 
visitors  in  the  summer.  They  are  mostly 
kept  by  widows  who  could  not  keep  up 
a  garden  if  they  had  one.  A  considerable 
portion  of  the  cottages  which  have 
gardens  are  unlet,  and  it  is  therefore 
clear  that  there  is  no  necessity  for  the 
proposed  allotments.  But  the  question 
is,  is  it  a  fair  exchange  ?  It  is  proposed 
to  give,  in  the  neighbourhood  of  good 
agricultural  land,  10  acres  in  exchange 
for  a  similar  acreage  taken  from  the 
common,  and  to  turn  the  latter  into  build- 
ing land  with  a  frontage  to  the  sea.  In 
the  first  place,  it  is  not  only  proposed 
to  take  10  acres  from  the  common,  but 
it  is  also  specially  provided  by  the  Bill 
tliat  the  10  acres  that  are  necessary  for 
the  development  of  building  are  to  be 
taken  out  of  the  common.  That  shows 
the  spirit  in  which  the  scheme  is  pro- 
moted. It  does  not  mean  10  acres,  hut 
a  great  deal  more,  that  the  commoners 
wUl  have  to  give  up.  Again,  the  la- 
bourers are  expected  to  pay  rent  to  the 
lord  of  the  manor  for  their  allotments ; 
but  the  lord  of  the  manor  is  not  asked 
to  pay  rent — he  is  to  have  the  land  for 
nothing.  I  endeavoured,  but  found  it 
difficult,  to  get  from  the  witnesses  exa- 
mined before  the  Committee  any  evi- 
dence as  to  the  actual  value  of  land 
fronting  the  sea.  I  failed  to  get  any 
satisfactory  answer ;  but  the  chief  pro- 
moter of  the  scheme  said  that  it  had 
only  a  prospective  value.  The  solicitor 
to  the  lord  of  the  manor  said  that  it  was 
only  worth  10«.  an  acre  to  let  except  for 
its  prospective  value.  Now,  will  the 
House  beUeve  that  at  that  very  time 
when  this  evidence  was  given  on  oath 
before  the  Committee  the  lord  of  the 
maaor,  whose  solicitor  swore  to  this  fact, 
anticipating  the  decision  of  the  House 
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,  of  Commons,  had  agreed  to  sell  a  portion 
of  these  10  acres  to  the  chief  promoter 
I  of  the  Bill  at  the  rate  of  £400  per  acre  ? 
I  am  perfectly  aware  that  it  is  what  is 
called  an  accommodation  price,  and  that 
it  is  only  about  half-an-acre  that  the  lord 
i  of  the  manor  has  agreed  to  sell  in  this 
way ;  but  what  value  can  you  attach  to 
the  evidence  of  the  man  who  spoke  of 
the  land  as  being  worth  £50  per  acre 
when  he  had  only  sold  one-twentieth 
part  of  it  for  £200?  The  agreement 
says — and  if  the  House  is  curious  to  know 
how  I  got  the  information,  I  may  say 
that  I  have  it  from  the  son  of  the  lord 
of  the  manor  himself,  who  is  strongly 
opposed  to  the  scheme — the  agreement 
relating  to  the  title  to  the  land  says 
that  there  was  no  title  whatever. 
The  one  only  argument  I  have  been 
able  to  hecir  for  granting  this  scheme 
is,  that  unless  it  is  approved  the  lord 
of  the  manor  will  arbitrarily  inclose 
the  whole  common.  This  argument  is 
used  in  a  letter  to  The  Times  this  morn- 
ing by  one  of  the  solicitors  engaged  in 
the  case,  who  asserts  that  the  common 
is  the  absolute  property  of  the  lord  of 
the  manor  and  of  the  copyholders ;  but 
the  writer  loses  sight  of  the  fact  that  a 
single  copyholder  can  prevent  any  in- 
closure,  and  that  any  of  the  commoners 
who  have  rights  of  pasturage,  turbary, 
of  cutting  furze,  and  of  digging  gravel 
can  assert  those  rights,  and  prevent  any 
illegal  indosure.  An  attempt  was  made 
last  week  to  force  the  hands  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  to  impress 
these  arguments  upon  them  by  actually 
inclosing  a  portion  of  the  common.  A 
body  of  workmen  were  brought  over 
from  Portsmouth  or  Chatham,  or  some- 
where from  a  distance,  for  they  hardly 
ventured  to  employ  local  workmen,  for 
the  purpose  of  erecting  a  fence  upon  the 
common.  I  do  not  think  it  ought  to 
be  described  as  a  lawless  proceeding, 
although  it  was  so  described  to  me  this 
morning ;  hut  I  am  told  that  the  com- 
moners took  the  matter  into  their  own 
hands  and  asserted  their  rights  by  pull- 
ing down  the  fence.  Well,  8ir,  1  very 
much  doubt  whether  if  these  commoners 
had  been  wealthy  and  powerful  any 
attempt  would  have  been  made  to  in- 
close the  common ;  but  it  is  because  the 
wealthy  landowner  presumes  upon  the 
weakness  and  poverty  of  his  neighbours 
that  these  encroachments  are  made. 
There  is  a  very  strong  feeling,  not  onl^ 
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in  this  district,  but  throughout  the 
country,  that  there  has  been  too  many 
of  these  encroachments  by  lords  of  the 
manor.  It  is  not  suprising  that  in  these 
days  we  should  hear  something  of  a  cry 
for  restitution.  I  have  heard  the  word 
' '  ransom  "  lately.  It  is  a  word  I  do  not 
particularly  approve  of,  and  it  does  not 
oommend  itself  much  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite;  but  this  is  a  case  in  which 
ransom  is  demanded  by  the  rich  from 
the  poor ;  it  is  a  case  in  which  a  wealthy 
lord  of  the  manor  says  in  effect  to  his 
poorer  neighbours — ''Unless  you  ^ive 
me  this  bribe,  I  will  take  the  whole  into 
my  own  hands,  and,  no  matter  what 
your  rights  may  be,  I  will  inclose  the 
common."  I  do  not  think  the  House 
will  be  prepared  to  sanction  such  a 
course.  In  his  letter  to  The  Times  this 
morning,  the  solicitor  says  that  if  pro- 
perty is  not  to  be  deprived  of  its  rights, 
this  Bill  ought  to  pass.  I  think  the  use 
of  that  expression  is  a  mockery.  It  is  a 
mookenr  to  talk  of  rights  of  property 
when  the  scheme  ignores  rights  as  real 
as  those  of  the  lord  of  the  manor,  but 
which  the  commoners  are  not  in  a  posi- 
tion to  maintain  in  a  Court  of  Law.  I 
am  sorry  to  have  taken  up  so  much  of 
the  time  of  the  House ;  but  it  is  not  only 
in  regard  to  Hayling  Common  that  I 
have  felt  it  my  duty  to  bring  this  ques- 
tion before  the  House.  The  House  must 
remember  that  this  is  only  a  typical 
case,  and  that  it  has  been,  or  will  be, 
reproduced  in  ntmierous  instances  all 
over  the  country.  It  is  highly  desirable 
that  this  kind  of  thing  should  be  stopped 
by  the  House  of  Commons.  I  myself 
would  like  to  see  the  law  strengthened, 
and  the  presumption  of  law  made  against 
the  man  who  indoses,  instead  of  leaving 
it  to  the  poor  and  weak  to  assert  their 
rights,  if  they  desire  to  do  so.  Those 
who  make  these  encroachments  are  in* 
dulging  in  nothing  less  than  a  game  of 
brag,  in  the  hope  that  nobody  will  be 
bold  enough  to  resist  them.  I  trust  the 
House  of  Commons  will  throw  out  the 
Bill,  not  only  on  behalf  of  the  com- 
moners of  Hayling,  but  also  on  account  of 
the  numerous  poor  commoners  through- 
out the  country,  whose  rights  are  simi- 
larly threatened.  Those  hon.  Members 
who  are  in  favour  of  the  preservation  of 
open  spaces  will  certainly  support  the 
rejection  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  HOWELL(Bethnal  Green,  N.E.): 
I  have  great  pleasure  in  seoond^g  the 
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Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend,  the  object  of 
which  is  to  prevent,  as  far  as  possible,  an 
encroachment  upon  the  rights  of  the 
public.  This  is  an  attempt  to  take  away 
the  land  of  the  poor,  and  to  give  it  to 
wealthy  English  landowners.  I  hold 
that  no  one  has  a  right  to  sell  that 
which  belongs  to  posterity ;  and  I  hold 
further  that  the  system  we  have  adopted 
of  allowing  private  persons  to  inclose 
common  lands  is  a  false  one.  I  trust 
the  Government  will  see  its  way  to  place 
on  the  Commission  someone  more  directly 
connected  with  the  working  classes 
than  any  present  Member  of  it.  I  am 
thoroughly  opposed  to  any  further  en- 
croachments of  this  kind.  We  have  had 
more  than  enough  of  them  already,  and 
I  hope  that  the  House  will  support  my 
hon.  Friend  in  resisting  the  further  pro- 
gress of  this  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  **  upon  this 
day  six  months." — (Ifr,  Edward  Buxton,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Londonderry,  8) : 
I  beg  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Mb.  JOHN  KEpMOND(Wexford,N.) 
seconded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr. 
T  M.  Healy^) — put,  and  negatived. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
(SusseXjNorth- West) :  I  know  how  much 
the  House  dislikes  anything  like  a  dis- 
cussion on  a  question  of  this  kind  ;  but 
I  also  know  how  anxious  the  House  is 
to  arrive  at  a  just  conclusion.  I  am  one 
of  those  who  never  for  one  moment  put 
myself  in  opposition  to  the  views  or 
wishes  of  the  House.  Therefore,  I  pro- 
pose to  be  as  brief  as  possible  in  the 
remarks  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  make  upon 
this  question.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Essex  (Mr.  Buxton)  has  stated 
an  imdoubted  fact — that  it  is  seldom, 
indeed  I  believe  this  is  the  only  time, 
a  question  of  this  kind  has  come  before 
the  House  on  the  second  reading  of  a 
Bill  of  this  nature.  I  do  not  object  to 
its  being  brought  forward  when  there 
are  good  grounds  for  it ;  but  I  hardly 
think  my  hon.  Friend  has  put  those 
grounds  before  the  House  as  fairly  as 
he  might  have  done.    I  think  he  will 
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admit— I  am  quite  sure  he  will  not  deny 
—that  the  Oommittee  on  the  Bill,  of 
wbioh  he  was  a  Member,  did,  as  far  as 
I,  who  was  the  humble  Chairman  of  the 
Committee,  was  able  to  judge,  their  best 
to  endeavour  to  elicit  from  the  witnesses 
all  the  evidence  that  could  be  col- 
lected. We  cross- examined  the  wit- 
nesses minutely  and  most  caref  ally ;  and 
I  think  that  if  hon.  Members  had  heard 
the  evidence  of  those  who  were  opposed 
to  the  scheme,  they  would  agree  that,  as 
far  as  the  Committee  were  concerned, 
they  were  fully  justified  in  passing  the 
Bill.  I  would  like  to  say  one  word  in 
reference  to  the  Commissioners.  My  hon. 
Friend,  has  made  a  strong  statement 
about  them.  He  says  that  the  Com- 
missioners verj  often  look  to  the  interests 
of  those  who  are  rich  and  large  land- 
owners rather  than  to  the  interests  of 
the  poor.  Now,  I  have  served  upon  the 
Committee  which  took  this  Bill  into  con- 
sideration for  many  years. 

Mr.  E.  N.  BCJXTON:  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  has  somewhat  misunder- 
stood me.  I  said  they  gave  too  much 
weight  to  the  rights  of  the  lords  of  the 
manor  and  rather  undervalued  the 
rights  of  the  commoners.  I  do  not  mean 
to  say  that  they  have  been  intentionally 
guilty  of  any  act  of  unfairness. 

Sir  WALTEE  B.  BAETTELOT: 
There  are  several  questions  to  be  con- 
sidered. In  the  first  place,  the  rights 
of  the  lords  of  the  manor.  I  do  not 
think  there  is  anybody  in  this  House 
who  is  prepared  to  deny  that  where  the 
lord  of  the  manor  has  rights,  he  ought 
to  be  compensated  for  those  rights  if 
they  are  taken  away.  In  this  case,  the 
lord  of  the  manor  has  not  asked  to  be 
compensated.  The  lord  of  the  manor 
has  agreed — and  I  think  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Norfolk  (Mr.  Arch)  was  rather 
taken  with  this  point — that  land  shall 
be  provided  for  allotments  for  his  poorer 
neighbours.  We  are  all  anxious  upon 
the  subject,  and  the  Committee  en- 
deavoured to  obtain  the  best  land  that 
could  be  procured  in  Hayling  Island  for 
allotments  for  the  poor.  I  am  glad  to 
see  that  the  hon.  Member  assents  to  that 
proposal.  The  lord  of  the  manor  agreed 
to  give  up  10  acres  of  the  best  agricul- 
tural land  in  his  possession  on  Hayling 
Island,  to  be  selected  by  the  Commis- 
sioners. It  is  freehold  land  worth 
£75  per  acre,  and  the  land  on  the 
common    that    he    is    to    receive    is 


absolutely  worth  nothing.  ['*0h!"] 
Yes;  that  is  the  absolute  fact.  It  is 
worth  nothing  unless  building  specula- 
tions are  carried  out.  I  thought  I  said 
that  at  the  commencement.  If  these 
building  speculations  are  not  carried  out 
this  land  is  worth  absolutely  nothing. 
It  is  not  worth  at  this  moment  £5  an 
acre,  and  no  man  would  give  5«.  an  acre 
to  rent  it.  All  that  I  say  is,  that  the 
Committee  had,  in  the  first  place,  to 
consider  the  proposal  by  the  Commis- 
sioners that  10  acres  of  agricultural  land 
should  be  exchanged  for  the  10  acres  it 
was  proposed  to  give  up.  I  think  the 
Committee  were  perfectly  justified  in 
agreeing  to  that  proposal,  because  they 
knew  very  well  that  if  building  specula- 
tions are  to  be  carried  out  there  will  be 
a  large  employment  of  labour ;  and  they 
had  reason  to  believe  also  that  the  cot- 
tagers want  some  land  for  their  allot- 
ments. Therefore,  it  was  provided,  and 
we  thought  it  right  to  agree  to  the  pro- 
position, that  the  lord  of  the  manor 
should  have  10  acres  somewhere  else  for 
the  10  acres  he  was  prepared  to  give  up. 
We  may  have  been  right,  or  we  may 
have  been  wrong,  but  we  thought  it  was 
only  an  act  of  justice  to  the  lord  of  the 
manor.  As  to  the  rights  of  the  com- 
moners, they  have  been  carefully  looked 
after,  and  will  be  absolutely  maintained 
intact.  It  was  also  agreed  that,  as  far 
as  the  parish  was  concerned,  no  extra 
rates  should  be  placed  on  the  parish 
without  its  consent,  and  that  three  con- 
servators should  be  elected  by  the  rate- 
payers, and  three  by  the  copyholders. 
Then  comes  the  question  of  the  interests 
of  the  general  public  in  the  matter.  I 
am  anxious  in  the  interests  of  the  gene- 
ral public  that  all  these  open  spaces 
should  be  preserved ;  but  the  present  is 
not  a  case  of  indosure,  but  of  regula- 
tion, and  I  venture  to  say  that  the  re- 
gulation of  that  common  would  be  of 
great  advantage  to  the  prospect  of  South - 
sea,  Portsmouth,  and  the  neighbourhood. 
Will  anybody  get  up  and  say  that  at 
the  present  moment  this  common  is  not 
in  a  terrible  state,  covered  with  glass 
bottles,  old  hats,  and  rubbish,  all  of 
which  the  inhabitants  would  be  glad  tu 
see  cleared  away  ?  I  venture  to  say  that 
in  the  interests  of  the  public,  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  copyholders,  and  in  the 
interests  also  of  the  lord  of  the  manor, 
it  will  be  a  wise  thing  to  settle  the  ques- 
tion while  we  can.    I  do  not  know  what 
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mr  hon.  Friend  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees (Mr.  Courtney)  may  have  to  say, 
or  whether  he  will  suggest  that  if  the 
House  disapproves  of  this  arrangement 
the  Bill  should  he  referred  hack  to  the 
Committee  for  reconsideration ;  hut  I 
am  afraid,  that  if  such  a  course  is 
taken,  the  lord  of  the  manor  may  re- 
fuse to  give  his  consent  to  relinquish 
rights  which  he  is  now  willing  to  dis- 
pose of,  and  I  am  afraid  that  he  and 
others  who  have  power  over  the  common 
may  find  it  to  their  interest  to  agree 
among  themselves  to  the  inclosure  of 
the  whole  of  the  common.  I  can  only 
say  that  it  was  with  the  view  of  doing 
the  hest  I  could  in  the  interest  of  all 
parties  concerned  that  I,  for  one,  gave 
my  vote  as  I  did  in  the  matter. 

Mb.  JASPEB  MOHE  (Shropshire, 
Ludlow) :  As  I  consider  that  it  has  been 
in  consequence  of  the  vote  which  I  gave 
in  Committee  that  this  subject  has  been 
brought  before  the  House,  I  desire  to 
say  a  word  upon  the  subject.  I  think 
the  Committee  would  have  very  little  to 
complain  of  in  regard  to  the  way  in 
which  the  case  was  brought  before  them, 
if  it  had  not  been  for  the  fact  that  the 
opponents  of  the  scheme  were  unable  to 
go  to  much  expense.  Their  case  was 
represented  before  the  Committee  by 
the  Vicar  of  the  parish.  He  was  evi- 
dently in  favour  of  having  the  question 
disposed  of,  and  all  his  evidence  went  in 
the  direction  of  a  compromise.  Since 
that  time  meetings  have  been  held  in 
Hayling  Island,  at  which  the  lord  of 
the  manor  has  entirely  changed  sides  on 
the  question,  and  a  Petition  against  the 
inclosure  has  been  signed  by  the  great 
majority  of  the  inhabitants.  If  the 
Committee  had  had  that  expression  of 
opinion  before  them,  I  need  not  say 
that  it  might,  perhaps,  have  materially 
affected  their  decision.  As  to  what  feU 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Bethnal  Oreen 
(Mr.  Howell),  I  should  like  to  remind 
him  that  a  short  time  ago  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Faddington  (Mr  L. 
Cohen)  gave  us  a  list  of  inclosures  which 
have  taken  place  in  regard  to  common 
lands.  I  know  that  there  are  many  dif- 
ficulties to  be  contended  with  in  the 
matter,  and  that  in  some  instances  the 
landowners  and  lords  of  the  manor  are 
not  to  be  blamed  for  the  course  they 
h&ve  taken 

Me.  PINOH-HATTON  (Lincolnshire, 
Spalding):  I  desire  to  say  a  word  in 
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explanation  of  the  course  which  I  pro- 
pose to  take.  I  should  be  sorry  if  it 
were  thought  that  in  giving  my  vote  on 
this  question  I  was  opposed  to'granting 
allotments  to  labourers;  but  if  hon. 
Members  will  look  at  the  matter  they 
will  see  that  allotments  are  not  required 
in  this  case.  We  have  it  on  the  au- 
thority of  the  Vicar  of  the  parish,  and 
also  of  an  Independent  minister,  that 
there  is  at  this  moment  under  offer  to 
the  labourers  land  suitable  for  allot- 
ments, which  cannot  be  so  let,  and  that 
the  labourers,  who  certainly  are  the  best 
judges  in  their  own  case,  prefer  to  retain 
the  independent  rights  they  possess  in 
this  common.  I  was  very  much  sur- 
prised to  hear  the  hon,  and  gallant 
Baronet  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  talk 
of  the  value  of  the  land  proposed  to 
be  given  up  as  merely  a  prospective 
value;  he  cannot  be  aware  that  the 
agent  of  the  property  has  already  made 
an  offer  himself  to  rent  one  acre,  not  at 
6«.,  but  at  £30,  a-year  for  99  years. 
That  does  not  look  as  if  the  land  merely 
possessed  a  prospective  value.  It  is 
certainly  not  a  prospective  offer ;  but  it 
is  contingent  on  this  scheme  passing  the 
House  of  Commons.  I  think  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet  could  not  have 
heard  the  remark  which  fell  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Walthamstow  (Mr. 
Buxton)  when  he  told  the  House  that 
a  small  portion,  comprising  only  half-an- 
acre,  had  been  agreed  to  be  sold  for 
£200.  It  is  probable  that  Hayling 
Common  may  require  regulation ;  but 
what  I  object  to  is  the  price  that  is  to 
be  paid  for  its  regulation.  I  think  that 
the  Land  Commissioners,  unintention- 
ally, no  doubt,  misled  the  public  when 
they  said  that  this  was  not  an  inclosure 
scheme.  It  is  a  scheme  which  proposes 
that  one-eighth  of  the  common  should 
be  inclosed,  and  that  is  pro  tanto  an  in- 
closure scheme.  I  shall  certainly  give 
an  earnest  vote  in  favour  of  the  Amend- 
ment. 

SiE  JAMES  FEEGUSSON  (Man- 
Chester,  N.E.) :  As  a  Member  of  the 
Committee  I  wish  to  say  a  few  words 
before  the  House  goes  to  a  division,  in 
order  to  prevent  the  House  from  being 
misled  in  the  matter.  It  is  said  that 
the  Bill  proposes  to  take  away  a  certain 
portion  of  common  land  on  the  Island 
of  Hayling.  But  the  Bill  contains  a 
provision  by  which  the  lord  of  the  manor 
is  to  give  10  acres  of  his  own  best  agri<> 
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caltural  land  in  exchange  for  10  acres 
of  shingle ;  and  it  is  a  mistake  to  sup- 
pose that  those  10  acres  are  to  be  taken 
ont  of  the  common.  It  is  extremely 
easy  for  hon.  Members  to  ran  away 
with  an  idea,  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Walthamstow  (Mr.  Bnxton)  and  the 
koo.  Member  for  Bethnal  Green  (Mr. 
HoweU)have,  whotalkedaboutinolosores 
going  on  all  over  the  country,  and  main- 
tained that  the  House  of  Commons  is 
called  upon  to  put  down  its  foot  upon 
them — it  is  easy  for  hon.  Members  to 
express  that  view.  But  the  House  has 
pro?ided  the  means  of  looking  closely 
into  the  circumstances  of  this  case,  and 
I  am  sure  that  no  Committee  ever  ap- 
proached the  business  they  had  in  hand 
with  greater  care  than  the  Members 
of  the  Committee  upon  this  Bill 
did*  It  was  our  desire  to  see  that 
ample  justice  should  be  done  to  all 
parties,  and  that  any  opposition  to  the 
scheme  should  be  fully  brought  out. 
It  is  not  the  case  of  poor  men  wno  could 
not  be  heard.  A  noble  Lord  who  owns 
two  acres  of  land  down  there  was  heard 
before  the  Committee.  I  knew  his  case 
priyately,  and  I  questioned  that  noble 
Lord  most  closely  in  order  to  get  out 
everything  he  had  to  say  against  the 
scheme.  He  was  altogether  unable  to 
make  out  any  case  against  it,  and  he 
owned  as  much  to  me  afterwards.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Norfolk  (Mr.  Arch) 
very  frankly  expressed  his  desire  before 
the  Committee  to  provide  allotments  for 
labourers ;  there  are  67  cottages  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  the  common  which  are 
without  gardens  at  all,  and  it  is  pro- 
posed that  10  acres  shall  be  given  by 
the  lord  of  the  manor,  not  from  the 
common,  but  taken  from  agricultural 
land  in  exchange  for  shingle,  in  order 
to  provide  allotments.  It  is  altogether 
an  error  to  say  that  there  is  no  need  for 
allotments,  considering  the  number  of 
cottages  in  the  neighbourhood  of  the 
common  which  are  without  gardens. 
Personally,  I  would  not  build  a  cottage, 
nor  have  one  built,  that  had  no  garden 
allotment.  I  cannot  understand  hon. 
Members  getting  up  here  and  saying 
that  allotments  are  not  required.  We 
have  the  evidence  of  the  Yicar  of  the 
parish,  who  owned  that  they  would  be 
a  great  boon.  When  asked  if  10  acres 
would  be  sufficient  for  allotments,  he 
said  that  they  would  be  quite  sufficient ; 
bat  he  never  said  that  allotments  were 


not  required.  There  is  no  ground  what- 
ever for  the  assertion  that  this  is  an 
Inelosure  Bill.  It  is  a  Preservation  Bill 
against  the  encroachments  which  have 
been  going  on  on  this  common,  and  I 
noticed  myself  on  the  maps  a  very  large 
space  indeed  which  has  been  encroached 
upon  and  inclosed,  and  which  cannot 
now  be  recovered.  The  landowner  is 
now  anxious  to  purchase  part  of  this 
land,  and  I  beg  to  say  that,  as  far  as  I 
can  see,  there  is  no  reason  why  he 
should  not  purchase  it  fairly.  It  must 
be  sold  to  somebody  in  order  to  cover 
the  expense  of  this  application,  and  why 
should  it  not  be  sold  to  him  ?  I  may 
lemind  the  hon.  Member  for  Waltham- 
stow (Mr.  Buxton)  that  there  is  such  a 
thing  as  having  inelosure  on  the  brain. 
I  am  afraid  the  hon.  Member  must  be 
suffering  from  something  of  the  kind, 
because  two  other  cases  which  came  be- 
fore the  Committee,  which  were  wholly 
unopposed,  were  watched  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  a  long  time,  as  if  upon 
some  ground  which  was  not  before  the 
Committee  they  must  be  objectionable. 
I  say  that  this  scheme  has  been  fully 
and  fairly  considered  by  the  Committee, 
and,  although  it  was  only  carried  by  the 
Chairman's  casting  vote,  the  House 
would  do  no  injustice  in  passing  the 
Bill,*  whereas,  if  it  is  thrown  out  on 
the  grounds  stated,  there  will  be  a 
greater  chance  of  injustice  being  done 
in  the  matter. 

The  CHAIEM an  of  COMMITTEES 
(Mr.  Couetnby)  (Cornwall,  Bodmin)  :  I 
will  not  detain  the  House  more  than  a 
few  minutes ;  but  I  think  that  I  ought 
to  make  one  or  two  observations.  In 
the  first  place,  I  must  point  out  to  the 
House  that  after  all  this  Bill  comes  be- 
fore the  House  with  some  authority  in 
its  favour.  The  Land  Commission  ap- 
proaches a  matter  of  this  kind  with  a 
good  deal  of  experience,  and,  I  think, 
with  a  judicial  temper,  and  is  able  to 
examine  the  facts  far  more  carefully 
and  accurately,  and  to  come  to  a  correct 
appreciation  of  them  better  than  the 
House  can  possibly  do.  The  scheme  of 
the  Land  Commission  was  afterwards 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee  —  a 
Hybrid  Committee — specially  appointed 
to  consider  these  Bille.  It  was  their 
duty  to  hear  witnesses  and  sift  all  the 
facts ;  and  that  Committee,  although,  in 
this  case,  by  the  narrow  majority  of  the 
Chairman's  vote,  approved  the  scheme 
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of  the  Land  Oommission,  and  recom- 
mended its  adoption  by  the  House. 
Under  these  circumstances,  the  House 
ought  to  hesitate  a  little  before  they  set 
aside  what  has  been  thus  deliberately 
decided.  They  ought  to  support  the  de- 
cision of  their  own  Committee,  arrived 
at  after  full  inquiry  and  examination, 
after  having  received  a  Report  from 
the  Land  Commission,  and  after  having 
heard  all  the  evidence.  It  would,  I 
think,  be  unfortunate  to  set  aside  their 
decision  after  the  case  had  been  fully 
sifted  and  deliberately  threshed  out  by 
the  Committee.  My  own  impression  is 
in  favour  of  standing  by  the  Report  of 
the  Committee  in  a  case  like  this.  [  Cries 
o/**No!"]  I  am  surprised  at  the 
amount  of  feeling  shown  about  the 
matter,  and  to  find  that  there  are  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway  who  seem  to 
think  that  the  decision  of  the  Land  Com- 
mission ought  to  be  discredited  in  these 
matters.  The  question  has  been  dis- 
cussed as  if  the  proposal  was  to  inclose 
the  whole  of  the  common.  The  scheme 
is  primarily  one  for  regulation,  with  the 
inclosure,  at  the  outside,  of  about  one- 
eighth  of  the  common.  Out  of  120  acres 
105  are  to  be  maintained  as  a  free  and 
open  space.  I  have  the  authority  of  the 
Land  Commission  for  saying  diat  the 
whole  common  which  it  is  desired  to  re- 
gulate has  hitherto  been  left  absolutely^ 
unprotected,  and  subject  to  spoliation  of 
all  kinds,  and  therefore  it  has  been 
felt  that  it  is  desirable  to  make  some 
provisions  for  its  regulation  in  the  same 
manner  as  we  have  regulated  the  com- 
mons in  the  neighbourhood  of  London. 
The  only  question  before  the  House, 
therefore,  is  whether  the  conditions  of 
the  regulation  are  such  as  are  reason- 
able or  not.  In  order  to  carry  out  these 
provisions  four  and  a-half  acres  of  the 
common  are,  it  is  true,  to  be  sold  at  a 
price  to  be  fixed  by  the  Land  Commis- 
sion. The  right  of  purchasing  is  to  be 
given  to  a  neighbouring  proprietor ;  but 
if  that  proprietor  refuses  to  give  the 
price  fixed  upon  by  the  Land  Commis- 
sion, then  the  land  is  to  be  sold  by 
auction  in  order  to  defray  the  expenses 
of  the  Bill.  In  regard  to  the  other  10 
acres,  as  has  been  pointed  out  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Manchester  (Sir 
James  Fergusson),  they  are  to  go  in  ex- 
change for  10  acres  of  agricultural  land ; 
and,  on  the  whole,  the  advantage  will 
be  with  the  inhabitants,  who  will  get  10 
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acres  of  good  agricultural  Icmd  for  allot- 
ments in  exchange  for  10  acres  of  com- 
mon land.  It  is  said  that  allotments  are 
not  wanted.  In  the  evidence  given  be- 
fore the  Committee  it  was  shown  that 
allotments  ar6|wanted,and  badly  wanted ; 
and  the  same  view  was  arrived  at  by  the 
Land  Commissioners.  Since  then  a  gen- 
tleman, who  was  a  strong  opponent  of 
the  whole  scheme,  has  offered  land  of 
his  own  for  allotments;  and  the  condi- 
tions are  therefore  somewhat  changed 
since  this  scheme  was  drawn  up  and  ap- 
proved by  the  authorities.  I  wonld, 
therefore,  strongly  urge  upon  the  House 
not  to  take  upon  itself  the  determination 
of  the  question  and  the  responsibility  of 
throwing  out  the  Bill,  but  to  refer  the 
whole  matter  back  to  the  Committee  to 
see  what  they  are  prepared  to  recommend 
under  the  changed  conditions.  That,  I 
think,  is  the  best  step  the  House  can 
take,  and  it  will  give  all  parties  who 
are  interested  in  the  matter  ample  op- 
portunity for  bringing  their  conclnsions 
before  the  Committee.  I  would,  there- 
fore, strongly  recommend  that  instead  of 
throwing  out  the  Bill  now  it  should  be 
Rent  back  to  the  Select  Committee  with 
an  Instruction  to  re-examine  the  facts — 
such  as  those  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Shropshire  (Mr.  Jasper  More)  has 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  House. 
I  certainly  do  not  think  the  House,  in 
the  absence  of  further  information,  ought 
to  reject  the  Bill. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  notice  that  this  Bill  has  on 
the  back  of  it  the  names  of  two  Mem- 
bers of  Her  Majesty's  Government — the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary (Mr.  Childers)  and  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  (Mr.  Broadhurst). 
But  so  far  we  ha7e  no  information  as  to 
what  course  Her  Majesty's  Government 
propose  to  take  in  the  matter.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
has  thrown  out  a  suggestion  which  I  am 
inclined  to  think  may  posssibly  meet  the 
approval  of  hon.  Members,  near  me 
who  are  in  favour  of  the  Amendment. 
[*<  No  !  "]  Then,  if  it  does  not  meet  the 
approval  of  my  hon.  Friends,  neither 
does  it  meet  that  of  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  and  I  shall 
have  nothing  more  to  say  upon  that 
point.  I  had  thought  that  it  might  be 
possible,  by  recommitting  the  Bill,  to 
take  farther  evidence,  so  as  to  prevent 
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the  scheme  being  ooiiTerfced  into  an  Act 
of  spoliation.  I,  for  one,  should  be  in- 
clined to  support  that  course;  but  in 
the  erent  of  such  a  course  not  approving 
itself  to  the  House,  and  in  the  event  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  not  being 
able  to  give  us  some  assurance  that  the 
measure  will  not  be  proceeded  with— at 
any  rate,  with  their  sanction,  I  shall 
feel  it  my  duty,  and  I  hope  I  shall  be 
supported  by  the  House,  to  resist  this 
Bill  to  the  utmost.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  has  just  sat  down  talked  a 
good  deal  about  the  dignity  of  the 
House,  and  he  apparently  wishes  us  to 
understand  that  it  is  altogether  beneath 
the  dignity  of  the  House  to  defend  the 
public  rights  against  the  encroachment 
of  individuals.  The  broad  principle 
upon  which  to  argue  a  question  like  this 
is  not  whether  due  care  has  been  taken  in 
making  provision  for  allotments,  or  any- 
thing of  that  kind,  but  whether  you  are 
not  dealing  with  public  rights — namely, 
the  rights  of  commoners,  which  are  the 
inalienable  rights  of  the  public  and  of 
posterity.  Are  we  prepared  to  sacrifice 
the  rights  of  posterity  to  suit  the  exi- 
gencies of  the  present  moment?  It  is 
not  the  question  whether  the  copyholders 
and  the  lords  of  the  manor,  and  others 
interested  in  this  common,  have  agreed 
to  this  scheme.  The  question  is.  What 
are  the  public  rights  ?  The  public  rights 
descend  to  posterity,  and  they  are  not 
to  be  deliberately  thrown  away  year  by 
year  by  votes  of  this  House.  All  public 
rights  should  descend  to  posterity  ;  that 
is  a  clear  issue.  Hon.  Gentlemen  have 
told  us  that  this  land  must  be  sold.  I  say 
there  is  no  **  must"  about  it.  There  is 
no  earthly  reason  why  you  should  give 
this  land  to  the  landowners  to  convert 
into  valuable  building  sites.  We  have 
been  told  that  an  offer  has  already  been 
made  for  an  acre  of  it  for  building  pur- 
poses at  a  rent  of  £30  a-year  for  99 
years.  That,  then,  is  not  prospective 
value.  It  shows  that  this  is  a ,  valu- 
able property;  and  it  is  all  very  well 
for  a  landowner  to  pose  as  a  bene- 
factor to  the  public  by  offering  to 
five  away  10  acres  of  land,  which  may 
e  worth  next  to  nothing,  in  order  to 
secure  to  himself  the  enjoyment  of  land 
which  is  worth  from  £300  to  £400  an 
acre.  That  is  one  of  the  most  curious 
instances  of  generosity  the  House  has 
ever  been  called  upon  to  witness.  I  am 
reminded  of  a  saying  of  the  late  Earl  of 


Beaconsfield,  who  described  a  certain 
oourse  of  policy  as  one  of  '*  blundering 
and  plundering."  I  think  I  cannot  do 
better  than  stiraiatixe  all  such  attempts 
as  this — and  there  have  been  hundreds 
of  similar  cases  all  over  the  country — as 
a  policy  of  robbery  and  jobbery. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  POB  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  Beoadhttbst)  (Birming- 
ham, Bordesley):  The  hon.  Member 
complains  that  the  House  has  heard 
notMng  from  either  of  the  Members  of 
the  Government  whose  names  are  on 
the  back  of  the  Bill.  I  think  it  is  right 
that  I  should  state  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  really  very  little  autho- 
rity in  matters  of  this  kind,  and  that 
they  have  had  no  part  whatever  in 
framing  these  schemes,  which  are  drawn 
up  by  residents  in  the  neighbourhood, 
or  by  those  possessing  common  rights 
over  the  land  proposed  to  be  dealt  with, 
with  the  sanction  of  the  Land  Commis- 
sioners; and  the  only  part  which  the 
Government  takes  in  the  matter  is  to 
move  the  Parliamentary  stages  in  this 
House  of  the  respective  schemes,  very 
often,  I  apprehend,  with  a  very  slight 
knowledge  indeed  of  the  contents  of  the 
measures  intrusted  to  their  care.  In  the 
present  instance,  I  should  like  to  make 
the  frank  confession  that,  up  to  4  o'clock 
yesterday,  I  knew  nothing  whatever 
about  the  merits  of  this  proposal.  I  knew 
that  there  was  such  a  scheme  in  exist- 
ence ;  but  as  to  the  precise  proposal,  or 
plan,  or  anything  of  the  kind,  nothing 
has  ever  come  before  me,  and  there  was 
no  necessity,  under  the  system  by  which 
these  schemes  are  prepared,  that  it 
should.  With  regard  to  the  suggestion 
that  has  been  made  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Chairman  of  Committees,  that  the 
Bill  should  be  referred  bcusk  to  the  Com- 
mittee upstairs,  that  is  certainly  one 
way  out  of  the  difficulty  in  which  we  are 
placed ;  but  it  is  for  the  House  to  deter- 
mine the  question  for  itself.  I  do  not 
know  whether  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Walthamstow  (Mr.  Buxton) 
and  those  who  are  acting  with  him  are 
prepared  to  accept  that  suggestion.  It 
is  for  them  to  decide.  The  Government 
do  not  wish  to  exercise  any  influence  or 
authority  whatever  in  disposing  of  the 
question.  I  suppose  my  hon.  Friend 
knows  perfectly  well  the  considerable 
responsibility  he  incurs  in  moving  the 
rejection  of  the  scheme.     He  does  it^ 
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however,  with  full  knowledge  of  that 
responsibility,  and  with  a  very  large 
experience  of  similar  questions  in  re- 
gard to  commons.  I  presume  that  he 
is  prepared  to  accept  that  responsi- 
bility. At  the  same  time,  I  should 
like  it  to  be  understood  by  the  House 
that,  as  far  as  I  understand,  the  ques- 
tion of  allotments  is  not  by  any  means  a 
pressing  question.  The  Land  Commis- 
sioners, who  have  always,  as  far  as  my 
experience  goes,  studiously  maintained 
the  rights  of  the  residents  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  these  commons,  did  in  this, 
as  in  other  similar  eases,  insist  upon  pro- 
vision being  made  for  allotments ;  and,  as 
I  have  said,  the  necessity  for  providing 
allotments  is  not  urgent.  An  hon.  Friend 
near  me  stated  that  there  has  been  a  re- 
cent addition  made  to  land  available  for 
allotment  purposes.  I  have  received  a 
letter  from  the  locality,  written  by  a 
working  man,  who  says  that  there  has 
been  ground  available  for  allotments  for 
a  long  time  past,  but  that  the  whole  of 
it  has  not  been  hired  by  those  who  live 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  the  conimon. 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUS80N :  Because 
it  is  in  the  wrong  place — not  suitable  for 
the  commoners,  while  this  land  is  very 
convenient. 

Mr.  BEOADHURST  :  I  do  not  un- 
derstand that  to  be  the  case;  but  the 
statement  made  by  one  of  the  witnesses 
has  been  flatly  contradicted.  I  have 
only  mentioned  the  matter  in  order  that 
the  House  may  have  a^  full  knowledge 
as  possible  of  the  real  bearings  of  the 
question  before  the  House.  It  has  been 
stated  in  evidence  that  there  were  only 
13  cottages  possessing  allotments.  In  the 
communication  already  referred  to, which 
I  received  from  an  inhabitant,  the  re- 
verse appears  to  be  the  case — ^namely, 
that  there  are  not  more  than  13  cot- 
tages without  allotments.  That  is  a 
very  different  circumstance  from  that  of 
a  locality  in  which  there  is  a  large  de- 
mand for  allotments.  However,  I  have 
only  risen  for  the  purpose  of  explaining 
to  my  hon.  Friend  that,  as  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  as  representing  the  Govern- 
ment on  this  occasion,  we  have  no  very 
strong  feeling  either  way,  and  it  is  for 
the  House  to  decide  whether  it  will 
accept  or  reject  the  scheme. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  As  a  general  rule,  I  quite 
agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  that  it  is  desirable, 
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before  rejecting  a  Bill  of  this  kind,  to 
refer  it  back  to  the  Select  Committee  hy 
whom  it  has  been  considered;  but  in 
the  present  case  I  would  remind  the 
House  that  this  scheme  was  only  carried 
in  the  Select  Committee  on  Commons  by 
the  casting  vote  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Walter  B.  Bartte- 
lot)  the  Chairman— a  Gentleman  for 
whom  we  all  have  the  highest  possible 
respect,  but  who  entertains  an  exagge- 
rated view  of  the  rights  of  lords  of  ^e 
manor.  We  have  also  before  us  the 
fact  that  one  Member  of  that  Committee 
has  also  come  forward  and  admitted  that 
he  was  mistaken  in  his  views,  and  that 
he  is  now  prepared  to  vote  against  the 
scheme.  Therefore,  under  these  circum- 
stances, the  only  effect  of  referring  the 
Bill  back  to  the  Select  Committee  would 
be  its  rejection,  and  the  House  may  save 
the  Committee  that  trouble  by  rejecting 
it  themselves.  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  has  contended 
that  the  House  ought  to  pay  great 
respect  to  the  views  of  the  Land  Com- 
missioners ;  but  I  may  say  that  the  only 
way  in  which  the  Society  for  the  Pre- 
servation of  Commons,  with  which  I  am 
connected,  has  effected  its  objects  has 
been  by  rejecting  the  views  of  the  Com- 
missioners, and  fighting  case  after  case 
on  its  merits  in  this  House.  It  appears 
to  me  that  in  that  manner  only  can  we 
hope  to  induce  the  Commissioners  to 
take  a  larger  and  more  public  view  of 
their  duties  in  these  cases.  I  do  not 
propose  to  go  into  the  merits  of  this 
scheme ;  but  I  have  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  as  the  real  purpose  of  the 
scheme  is  not  the  regulation  of  the 
common,  but  selling  a  portion  of  the 
ground,  I  trust  the  House  will  reject 
the  Bill. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
(Sussex,  North- West)  :  I  wish  to  say  a 
few  words  in  the  way  of  explanation.  I 
must  say  that  when  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  makes  a 
personal  accusation  against  me  of  having 
unduly  favoured  the  lords  of  the  manor, 
he  is  imjust,  and  altogether  mistaken. 
I  repudiate  the  accusation  most  strongly ; 
and  I  am  bound  to  add  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is,  I  regret  to  say,  ex- 
ceedingly apt  to  make  remarks  of  that 
kind  of  other  people. 

Original  Question,  "That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question/'  put, 
and  negatived. 
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STATE  OF  IRELAND. 
Mb.  BYRNE  (Wicklow,  W.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  proceedings  at  the 
Spring  Quarter  Sessions,  held  at  Wick- 
low, as  reported  in  The  Wicklow  People 
on  die  24th  April.  When  the  Chairman, 
Mr.  Darley,  said — 

**  1  congratulate  you  and  all  other  officials 
connected  with  the  county  Wicklow.  I  have 
just  come  from  the  counties  of  Eildare  and 
Carlow.  In  the  county  of  Kildare  I  was  pre- 
sented with  white  gloves,  equally  handsome  as 
those  which  I  have  just  haa  the  pleasure  of  re- 
ceiving from  Mr.  Kennedy,  there  heing  no 
criminal  cases  there.  In  Carlow  also  there  was 
no  criminal  case,  and  at  Baltinglass  there  was 
only  one  case  upon  the  calendar,  and  that  was 
taken  out  of  our  court  and  sent  to  assizes.  The 
consequence  is  that  I  have  had  no  criminal 
cases  to  try  in  the  county  of  Kildare,  the  county 
of  Carlow,  or  the  county  of  Wicklow.  That 
speaks  very  well  for  the  peaceful  condition  of 
these  counties.  I  hope  such  a  state  of  things 
may  long  continue.  So  far  as  the  county  of 
Wicklow  is  concerned,  I  must  say  that,  from 
niy  experience,  I  have  been  always  able  to 
point  out  that  there  has  been  no  crime  of  a  very 
serious  character  within  its  borders.  Therefore, 
I  have  greater  reason  now  for  congratulating  the 
magistrates,  you  gentlemen  of  the  grand  jury, 
the  high  sherifif,  and  the  other  county  officers, 
upon  the  peaceful  state  of  the  wide  and  important 
area  over  which  their  duties  extend  ;  *' 

and,  is  the  peaceful  condition  of  these 
counties  a  fair  specimen  of  the  state  of 
most  Irish  counties  ? 

The  chief  SECKETAEY  (Mr.  John 
Mokley)  (Newcastle  -  on  -  Tyne) :  The 
state  of  the  county  of  Wicklow,  and  of 
the  neighbouring  counties  of  Kildare 
and  Carlow,  is  eminently  satisfactory  as 
regards  crime  of  every  kind ;  so  satis- 
factory, indeed,  that  I  hardly  think  it 
would  be  correct  to  take  those  counties 
as  representing  the  state  of  Ireland 
generally.  At  the  same  time,  it  is  right 
to  say  that  the  Eetums  of  agrarian 
crime  from  the  whole  country  do  not 
show  any  serious  amount  of  such  crime 
at  present. 

THE  PARKS  (MBTE0P0LI8)-.THE 

CARRIAGE  ROADS. 
Mb.  ho  WABD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Oeatral)  asked  the  honourable  Member 


representing  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works,  Whether  the  carriage  roads  be- 
tween Buckingham  Palace  and  Hyde 
Park  Comer,  between  Storey's  Gate  and 
Marlborough  House,  between  the  Horse 
Guard's  Q^te,  Whitehall,  and  the  Duke 
of  York  Steps,  between  Storey's  Gate 
and  Buckingham  Palace,  are  maintained 
directly  or  indirectly  from  public  funds 
contributed  by  taxes  or  rates;  and,  if 
so,  by  what  authority  and  in  what 
manner  is  their  use  by  the  public  re- 
stricted; and,  if,  considering  the  great 
pressure  of  traffic  in  the  streets,  espe- 
cially at  this  season,  and  the  inconve- 
nience and  expense  occasioned  by  such 
restrictions  to  many  inhabitants  of  the 
Metropolis  and  visitors  thereto.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  take  steps  for 
their  removal  or  modification  ? 

Mr.  LEVESON  GOWEE  (A  Lord 
of  the  Treasurt)  (Stafford,  N.W.),  in 
reply,  said,  that  the  roads  in  question 
were  maintained  out  of  the  funds  voted 
in  respect  of  the  Royal  Parks.  The  re- 
strictions as  to  the  use  of  the  roads  had 
been  laid  down  in  former  times,  and  had 
been  maintained  in  the  Parks  Regula- 
tion Act,  1872.  The  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  was  not  aware  of  any  inten- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
make  any  alteration  in  the  use  of  the 
roads. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  gave  No- 
tice to  move — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  no  re- 
strictions inconsistent  with  public  safety,  the 
exigencies  of  traffic,  and  the  comfort  or  con- 
venience of  the  Royal  Family,  should  be  placed 
upon  the  use  of  roads  in  the  Metropolis  and 
other  populous  places  maintained  by  rates  or 
taxes." 

POST  OFFICE— KIVETON  PARK, 
YORK,  W.R. 

Mr.  SHIELEY  (Yorkshire,  W.R., 
Doncaster)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  Whether  the  Postmaster  Ge- 
neral will  cause  inquiry  to  be  made  into 
the  reasonableness  of  the  frequent  com- 
plaints of  the  inhabitants  of  Kiveton 
tark,  in  the  West  Biding  of  Yorkshire, 
about  alleged  defects  in  the  system  of 
delivering  and  collecting  letters  in  the 
district,  with  a  view  to  the  removal  of 
all  grounds  for  such  complaints  ? 

Thb  SEORETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  The  matter  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  has  called  the  attention 
of  the  Postmaster  General  is  now  being 
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inquired  into ;  and  as  soon  as  the  facts 
are  ascertained  a  oommunioation  shall 
be  sent  to  the  hon.  Member. 

CENTRAL  ASU-MISSION  TO 
THIBET. 
MB.HUTTON  (Manchester,  N.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
What  are  the  special  objects  of  the  ex- 
pedition now  being  organised  to  proceed 
to  Thibet  under  Mr.  Colman  Macaulay ; 
and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  urge  upon  the  Indian  Goyernmeut 
the  promotion  of  the  interests  of  com- 
merce, by  appointing  to  that  expedition 
a  gentleman  well  versed  in  mercantile 
affairs  ? 

The  under  SECBETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Stafford  Howabd)  (Glou- 
cester, Thornbury):  The  object  of  the 
Mission  is  to  oonfer  with  the  Chinese 
Commissioners  and  the  Lhassa  Govern- 
ment as  to  the  resumption  of  commercial 
intercourse  between  Thibet  and  India. 
In  reply  to  the  second  part  of  the  hon. 
Member's  Question,  I  have  to  say  that 
the  Secretary  of  State  has  been  in  com- 
munication with  the  Gt>vemment  of 
India  on  the  subject,  but  that,  looking 
to  the  delicate  nature  of  the  Mission,  it 
has  not  been  thought  advisable  to  inter- 
fere with  the  arrangements  already  made 
by  adding  a  special  commercial  Repre- 
sentative. I  may  add  that  Mr.  Elwes, 
who  has  been  given  permission  to  ac- 
company Mr.  Macaulay,  is  competent  to 
obtain  all  requisite  information  on  com- 
mercial matters. 

ARMY— CO-OPERATIVE  STORES. 
Mr.  hooper  (Cork,  S.E.)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  he 
is  aware  that  Sergeant  Hooly,  2nd  West 
Suffolk  Regiment,  canteen  steward  of 
Cork  garrison,  was  dismissed  from  that 
position  for  having  accepted  a  cheque 
for  £24  for  his  own  use  (after  he  had 
been  in  office  only  two  months)  from  the 
contractors  for  the  supply  of  the  garri- 
son canteen,  namely,  the  Dublin  Branch 
of  the  Junior  Army  and  Navy  Stores ; 
whether,  in  consequence  of  this  dis- 
covery, the  contract  was  withdrawn  from 
the  Junior  Army  and  Navy  Association, 
and  entrusted  to  a  local  firm ;  whether 
this  Association  and  the  Army  and  Navy 
Co-operative  Association  supply  most  of 
the  regiments  in  Ireland ;  whether  the 
shareholders  of  these  Associations  con- 
sist largely  of  military  officers ;  whether 
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he  is  in  possession  of  any  evidence  to 
show  that  the  men  of  the  Army  would 
prefer  to  have  the  option  of  dealing 
locally  for  their  supplies;  whether  he 
will  have  an  independent  investigation 
into  the  present  system;  and,  whether 
he  will  have  a  Return  presented  to  this 
House  of  the  names  of  all  Army  officers 
who  are  shareholders  in  the  Supply 
Associations  above  mentioned  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman)  (Stirling,  &c.) : 
It  is  reported  by  the  General  Officer  at 
Cork  that  the  garrison  canteen  sergeant 
was  found  to  be  in  possession  of  a  cheque 
for  £23  10«.  from  the  Junior  Army  and 
Navy  Stores,  which  he  alleged  was  in- 
tended as  a  present  to  him.  The  man 
was  dismissed  from  his  position,  and 
the  Committee  of  the  canteen  are  stated 
to  have  transferred  their  custom  from 
the  Junior  Army  and  Navy  Stores  to 
some  other  quarter.  With  regard  to 
the  remainder  of  the  series  of  Questions 
put  by  the  hon.  Member,  I  must  dis- 
claim any  official  knowledge.  The 
affairs  of  canteens  are  manag^  by  their 
own  committees — an  arrangement  be- 
lieved to  be  very  acceptable  to  the  sol- 
diers. It  is  well  known  that  a  large 
number  of  the  canteens  obtain  their 
supplies  in  whole  or  in  part  from  one  or 
other  of  the  large  Co-operative  Societies ; 
but  I  should  be  unwilling  to  seem  even 
to  limit  their  independence  by  requiring 
Returns  upon  the  subject.  I  believe 
that  many  officers  are  shareholders  of 
Co-operative  Societies;  but  I  have  no 
Returns  on  the  subject  which  I  could 
present  to  the  House.  I  may  point  out 
that,  under  the  Companies  Act,  every 
Limited  Liability  Company  is  bound  to 
have  a  list  of  shareholders  accessible  to 
individual  members  of  the  public  who 
may  desire  to  consult  it. 

Me.  HOOPER:  In  consequence  of 
the  answer  of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman, 
I  wish  to  ask  a  Question  which  is  ex- 
punged from  the  Question  which  ap- 
peared on  the  Paper,  which  I  humbly 
consider  I  am  entitled  to  put.  I  wish 
to  ask 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order!  The 
hon.  Member  is  not  entitled  to  put  that 
Question. 

Mr.  SCLATER  -  booth  (Hants, 
Basingstoke)  inquired  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  received  remon- 
strances from  the  traders  of  Aldershot 
complaining  of  officers  being  shares 
■-> 
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holders  in  the  Army  and  Nayj  Co- 
operative Stores,  and  having  exclusive 
dealings  with  the  stores  as  against  the 
traders  in  the  town;  and,  whether  a 
Return  would  not  he  procured  showing 
the  names  of  the  officers  who  were  at 
that  particular  period  at  Aldershot,  and 
who  were  shareholders  in  the  Army  and 
Navy  Stores  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNEEMAN  : 
That  is  a  statement  referring  to  a  cog- 
nate case,  but  not  the  same  case.  I 
belieye  it  is  true  that  in  a  private  con- 
versation my  right  hon.  Predecessor  did 
give  what  information  he  could  obtain 
as  to  the  names  of  certain  officers  who 
were  shareholders ;  but  it  was  not  the 
kind  of  iu  formation  which  can  be  fur- 
nished as  a  Return  to  this  House,  be- 
cause we  have  no  special  means  of 
obtaining  it,  and  it  is  information  which 
is  open  to  any  member  of  the  public 
who  chooses  to  inquire.  With  regard 
to  the  definite  Question  put  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  I  may  say  that  such  a 
Memorial  as  he  speaks  of  has  been  re- 
ceived, and  no  doubt  the  whole  question 
of  the  canteen  arrangements  and  their 
dealing  with  stores  is  a  fit  matter  for 
debate ;  but  I  can  hardly  be  expected, 
in  answer  to  a  Question,  to  give  an  opi- 
nion on  the  subject. 

Mb.  HOOPER:  Arising  out  of  the 
answer  of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman,  I 
should  like  to  know  whether  it  may  not 
become  the  duty  of  Army  officers  to  sit 
in  judgment  on  complaints  as  to  the 
quality  of  goods  supplied  by  Associa- 
tions such  as  these  in  which  they  them- 
selves may  be  shareholders  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  :  I 
take  it  that  it  would  be  very  improper 
if  they  did  so ;  but  I  am  not  aware  that 
it  is  the  case. 

Mb.  hooper  :  But  will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  inquire  whether  it  is 
the  case  ? 

IklB.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
That  is  the  very  thing  I  cannot  do.  I 
can  inquire  which  officers  have  sat  on 
the  complaints ;  but  I  can  have  no  de- 
finite official  knowledge  whether  these 
officers  are  or  are  not  shareholders  in 
the  Co-operative  Societies  which  sup- 
plied the  goods  complained  of.  Judging 
from  my  general  knowledge  of  the  sub- 
ject, which  is  not  very  deep,  I  believe 
the  pecuniary  interest  of  any  individual 
officer  in  any  of  these  Societies  is  ex* 
tremely  limited. 


Mr.  HOOPER:  In  consequence  of 
the  highly  unsatisfactory  replies  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  on  going  into  Committee  of 
Supply  I  will  call  attention  to  the  alleged 
coercion  of  committees  of  garrison  can- 
teens by  officers  to  deal  with  Co-opera- 
tive Societies. 

INLAND    REVENUE—INCOME  TAX 
COLLECTORS. 

Mb.  cox  (Clare,  E.)  asked  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury,  Whether  it  is 
true  that,  if,  after  repeated  applications 
on  the  part  of  local  collectors  of  Income 
Tax  for  payment,  the  tax  is  remitted 
direct  to  the  Comptroller,  the  poundage 
is  not  paid  to  the  local  collector,  al- 
though he  had  all  the  trouble;  and, 
whether  he  will  order  that  the  poundage 
be  paid  in  all  cases  where  every  effort 
had  been  made  by  the  local  collector  to 
secure  payment  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henky  H.  Fowlbb)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  Poundage  is  payable 
only  to  collectors  on  the  sums  recover- 
able by  them.  No  alteration  in  the 
present  system  is  necessary  or  advis- 
able. 

Me.  cox  (Clare,  E.)  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury,  Whether  it  is  true 
that  local  collectors  of  Licome  Tax  in 
Ireland  outside  the  city  of  Dublin  have 
to  pay  postage  on  all  Correspondence 
relating  to  the  ooUection  of  Income  Tax ; 
whether  the  local  collectors  within  the 
city  of  Dublin  are  saved  this  consider- 
able expenditure  by  sending  their  letters 
through  the  free  official  post ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  see  that  the  former  be 
placed  on  the  same  footing  as  the  latter 
by  ordering  that  their  official  letters  be 
sent  free  through  the  post  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  The  poundage  covers 
all  expenses  incidental  to  the  perform- 
ance of  the  duties  of  the  office.  The 
privilege  referred  to  in  the  second  part 
of  the  Question  is  taken  into  account 
in  fixing  the  remuneration  of  the  col- 
lectors. There  is  no  necessity  for 
altering  the  present  system.  In  Dublin 
the  couection  is  made  from  house  to 
house;  in  the  country  the  tax  is,  as 
a  rule,  collected  from  the  landlords  or 
agents  with  much  less  trouble  and 
expense. 
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PUBLIC    HEALTH— REMOVAL    OF 
SMALL-POX  PRISONERS. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  (Shrop- 
shire, Oswestry)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  'Wlie- 
ther  it  is  true  that,  under  the  instruc- 
tions of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  two  prisoners  suffer- 
ing from  smallpox  in  its  acutest  stage 
were  removed  from  Shrewsbury  Gaol  to 
the  Atcham  Workhouse,  a  distance  of 
five  miles,  the  one  on  the  7th  March, 
the  other  on  the  26th  April ;  whether, 
in  consequcence  of  the  virulence  of  the 
disease,  no  officer  of  the  prison  was  sent 
in  charge  of  the  prisoner,  David  Lewis, 
to  the  workhouse ;  whether  the  inevitable 
exposure  of  the  prisoner  during  the 
journey  endangered  his  life;  whether 
the  sentence  of  David  Lewis  was  un- 
expired, and  was  commuted  by  the 
Home  Secretary  for  the  purpose  of  en- 
deavouring to  give  technical  legality  to 
the  removal ;  and,  whether  he  will  in- 
form the  House  of  the  date  on  which 
the  notice  of  the  commutation  of  sentence 
was  received  by  the  governor  of  the 
gaol,  and  the  specific  reasons  for  such 
commutation  ? 

The  SEORETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Ohildbrs)  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  Yes,  Sir; 
it  is  true  that  these  two  prisoners  were 
removed  suffering  from  small-pox,  but 
not  in  its  acutest  stage.  On  the  con- 
trary, they  were  in  a  condition  in  which 
they  might  properly  be  removed.  The 
prisoner  Lewis  was  removed  in  charge 
of  the  Sanitary  Inspector,  who  was 
specially  asked  by  the  medical  officer  to 
undertake  this  duty  because  of  his  ex- 
ceptional experience,  such  as  a  warder 
could  not  possess,  and  not  in  conse- 
quence of  the  virulence  of  the  disease. 
The  prisoner  was  removed  in  a  covered 
conveyance.  The  patient  is  now  going 
on  satisfactorily,  and  there  is  no  reason 
to  think  that  his  health  was  in  any  way 
affected  by  the  mode  of  removal.  In 
accordance  with  the  usual  practice, 
having  received  a  certificate  that  the 
prisoner's  removal  was  desirable  on 
medical  grounds,  I  advised  the  remis- 
sion of  the  remainder  of  his  sentence — 
namely,  two  months  of  a  12  months' 
sentence.  The  instructions  for  the  re- 
moval reached  the  prison  on  Monday, 
the  26th.  The  usual  Order  of  the  Home 
Office  was  received  on  the  following  day. 
I  have  no  reason  to  doubt  that  the  re> 


moval  was,  under  the  oiroumstanoes) 
expedient,  and  that  all  proper  care  was 
taken  in  the  case.  I  may  add  that  the 
prison  is  at  present  undergoing  partial 
reconstruction,  and  there  is  no  available 
space  for  the  insulation  of  a  case  of  this 
nature ;  and,  moreover,  I  understand 
that  the  workhouse  infirmary  at  Atcham 
is  used  for  infectious  cases,  including 
small-pox  cases. 

In  reply  to  a  further  Question, 
Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  it  would  partly 
depend  on  the  condition  of  the  prison 
whether,  if  a  prisoner  was  affected  with 
disease  of  this  kind,  he  should  be  re- 
moved. In  the  present  case,  it  would 
dearly  have  been  wrong  to  keep  him  in 
prison. 

NAVY-CONTRACTS  FOR  CRUISERS 
WITH  PRIVATE  BUILDERS. 

Mb.  jacks  (Leith,  &c.)  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  If  it  be 
true  that  the  Government,  whilst  taking 
tenders  for  the  building  of  cruisers 
lately  from  various  builders,  made  an 
exception  in  favour  of  a  Belfast  ship- 
yard, and  ordered  two  vessels,  without 
previously  having  contracted  what  the 
price  had  to  be ;  and,  if  it  be  true,  and 
it  be  not  against  the  public  weal,  would 
he  explain  to  the  House  the  reason  for 
that  course  ? 

Thb  secretary  (Mr.  Hibbbkt) 
(Oldham) :  It  is  a  fact  that  the  Admi- 
ralty, in  August  last,  ordered  two  gun- 
boats from  Messrs.  Harland  and  Wolffe 
under  the  circumstances  stated  in  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member.  The 
reason  for  this  course  was  an  experi- 
ment to  test  the  value  of  the  system  of 
paying  the  actual  cost  of  wages,  ma- 
terial, and  other  direct  expenses,  with  a 
due  proportion  of  the  fixed  and  trade 
expenses  of  the  concern,  and  a  commis- 
sion of  5  per  cent  on  the  whole  as  the 
sole  remuneration  and  profit  of  the  tran- 
saction. Though  the  latter  terms,  which 
were  agreed  to  by  the  late  Government, 
are  unusual,  I  am  informed  that  Messrs. 
Harland  and  Wolffe  have  btdlt  ships 
and  engines  for  several  important  ship- 
ping firms  and  Companies  in  Liverpool 
and  elsewhere  to  the  value  of  over 
£2,500,000  sterling  upon  this  system. 

THE  ROYAL  IRISH   CONSTABULARY- 
CONSTABLE  HAYES. 
Mb.  H.  CAMPBELL  (Fermanagh,  S.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
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Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  Oon- 1 
stable  Hayee  was  stationed  at  Amey, 
county  Fermanagh,  on  the  16th  of 
August  1885;  whether,  on  the  evening 
of  mat  day,  he  went  to  a  friend's  house, 
being  then  off  duty;  whether  he  re- 
mained at  this  house  until  half-past 
nine,  and  left  at  that  time,  reaching  his 
barrack  at  a  quarter  to  ten ;  if,  on  ar- 
riving at  his  barrack,  he  found  the  door 
dosed  against  him,  although  his  leave 
of  absence  extended  to  ten  <r  clock ;  whe- 
ther he  was  reported  by  Sergeant  Clin- 
ton ;  fined  in  the  sum  of  7t.  6d,  by  the 
county  inspector;  and,  at  his  own  ex- 
pense, transferred  to  Lisnaskea ;  whe- 
ther Constable  Hayes  demanded  an  in- 
quiry, which  was  refused;  was  he 
within  his  right  in  askinc^  for  this  in- 
quiry ;  and,  whether  it  will  be  granted  ? 
Also,  Whether  a  constable  named  Tuohy 
was  transferred  from  Amey,  county 
Fermanagh,  at  his  own  expense,  to 
another  station,  because  he  refused 
to  sign  a  false  statement  at  the  re- 
quest of  Sergeant  Clinton  as  to  the 
number  of  hours  he  was  out  on  patrol 
duty? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Morlbt)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne),  in  reply, 
said,  that  on  the  evening  in  question 
the  constable  was  absent  without  leave 
from  half-past  7  o'clock  to  a  quarter 
past  10  o'clock.  He  was  charg^  with 
this,  but  denied  it.  The  County  In- 
spector, however,  having  investigated 
the  circumstances,  considered  him  gpiilty, 
and  fined  him  7«.  6d.  He  did  not  ap- 
peal for  an  inquiry,  and  he  was  trans- 
ferred, not  at  his  own,  but  at  the  public 
charge.  In  answer  to  the  second  Ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member,  Constable 
Tuohy  was  transferred  to  another  station 
at  his  own  request  for  having  preferred 
a  charge  against  a  sergeant,  which  on 
inveatiffation  proved  to  be  frivolous  and 
vindictive.  He  had  endeavoured  to  re- 
present that  an  obvious  clerical  error 
was  a  wilful  and  deliberate  false  entry, 
and  the  course  taken,  under  the  circum- 
stances, was  considered  perfectly  justifi- 
able ;  and  in  neither  case  was  an  inquiry 
called  for. 

EGYPT— THE  MILITAEY  EXPEDITION 
—THE  BATTLE  OF  GINNIS. 
VisooTOT  NEWARK  (Notts,  Newark) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Why  no  medal  or  clasp  has  been  given 
totbeBatileolCKnnisk,  «ie  of  th*  hm^I 


decisive  actions  fonght  in  Egypt,  and 
attended  with  most  important  results  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
CAMPBELL-BAinrE&MAN)  (Stirling,  &c.): 
Her  Majesty's  Government  fully  recog- 
nise the  important  results  of  the  battle 
of  Ginnis,  and  also  the  high  qualities 
displayed  both  by  officers  and  men  who 
were  engaged  in  it.  In  granting  medals 
or  clasps,  however,  it  is  essentiiu  to  have 
regard  in  some  degree  to  the  severity 
of  the  fighting.  In  the  battle  of  Qinnis 
the  casualties  only  amoimted  to  nine 
killed  and  26  wounded,  including  the 
Egyptian  Forces.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, Her  Majesty's  Government 
think  that  it  will  be  sufficient  to  award 
the  Egyptian  medal  to  all  the  troops 
employed.  This  is  the  same  medal  as 
was  given  to  all  troops  employed  up  the 
Nile. 

INLAND  NAVIGATION  AND  DRAINAGE 
(IRELAND)-THE  RIVER  SHANNON. 

Mr.  W.  ABRAHAM  (Limerick,  W.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  the 
fishermen  on  the  Shannon  above  the 
Qreat  Lax  weir,  at  Limerick,  allege  that 
certain  structural  changes  have  been 
made  in  the  weir,  and  particularly  in 
the  Queen's  Oap,  by  the  IShannon  Fish- 
ing Company,  whereby  free  passage 
of  fish  is  prevented,  and  the  means 
of  living  of  a  number  of  fishermen 
seriouslv  affected ;  and,  if  he  will  direct 
the  Fishery  Inspectors  to  hold  an  in- 
quiry into  this  matter  with  the  least 
possible  delay  ? 

Thb  chief  secretary  (Mr.  John 
Morlet)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) :  The  alle- 
gation mentioned  in  this  Question  was 
me  subject  of  judicial  investigation  be- 
fore the  magistrates  at  Limerick,  and  a 
fine  was  imposed  on  the  owner  of  the 
weir ;  but  the  decision  was  reversed  on 
appeal.  The  Inspectors  of  Fisheries  in- 
form me  that,  according  to  the  decision 
of  the  Court  in  the  case  of  <*  The  Duke 
of  Devonshire  v.  Foot,"  they  have  no 
jurisdiction  in  such  matters,  and  could 
not,  therefore,  hold  an  inquiry  with  any 
advantage.  That  decision  was  to  the 
effect  that  no  order  which  the  Inspec- 
tors miffht  make  could  deprive  magis- 
trates of  the  power  of  hearing  and  deter- 
mining complaints  of  this  nature. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Cox  (Clare,  E.), 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLET  said,  as  this 
was  n  iMtter  which  had  been  dealt  with 
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by  the  Land  Oourts,  he  doubted  whether 
any  advantage  would  accrue  from  a  Go- 
vernment inquiry;  but  he  would  make 
further  inquiries  on  the  subject. 

GOVERNMENT  OF  IRELAND  BILL— 
THE  CIVIL  SERVICE. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  (Shrop- 
shire,  Oswestry)  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  can  inform  the  House  what 
is  the  annual  amount  of  the  salaries  in 
the  Civil  Service  which,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Government  of  Ireland 
Bill,  will  be  placed  at  the  disposal  of 
the  Irish  Gt)vernment  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Morlby)  (Newcastle  -  on  -  Tyne) :  This 
Question  is  down  without  Notice.  I  can 
only  say  that  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  will 
refer  to  the  Estimates  he  will,  I  am  sure, 
be  able,  with  very  little  trouble,  to  ex- 
tract the  information  he  requires.  But 
if  he  wishes  to  have  it  on  official  autho- 
rity, his  best  course  would  be  either  to 
address  the  Question  to  a  Representative 
of  the  Treasury,  or  to  call  for  it  by  way 
of  a  Return. 

IRELAND-ARKLOW  HARBOUR  WORKS 
—THE  BREAKWATER. 

Mb.  W.  J.  CORBET  (Wicklow,  E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  one  of  his 
predecessors  in  office,  in  reply  to  a  Ques- 
tion on  26th  February  1885,  as  to  the 
damage  to  the  Arklow  Breakwater, 
stated — 

<<  The  recent  storms  have  oansed  a  slight  sub- 
sidence, which  is  of  no  structural  importance, 
and  has  been  remedied  at  a  trifling  oost ;  " 

whether,  after  many  ineffectual  attempts 
on  the  part  of  the  Harbour  Committee, 
representing  the  ratepayers,  who  have 
guaranteed  repayment  of  the  loan  of 
twenty  thousand  pounds,  to  get  an  in- 
quiry, the  Engineer  of  the  Board  of 
Works,  who  designed  the  Breakwater, 
reported,  20th  April  1885,  that  the  sand 
foundations  had  been  scoured  out  by  the 
sea,  which  scouring  out  extended  under 
the  storm  wall  for  its  entire  width  of 
nineteen  and  a  half  feet;  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  paper  just 
laid  upon  the  Table,  from  which  it  ap- 
pears an  additional  sum  of  ten  thousand 
tive  hundred  pounds  will  be  required 
to  carry  out  the  recommendations  of 
Messrs.  Stevenson  and  Stoney,  which 
sum  it  is  proposed  to  charge  upon  the 

Mr,  John  MwrUy 


rates;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
ship  and  boat  owners  from  the  first 
condemned  the  plans  of  the  Board  of 
Works;  and,  whether  the  ratepayers 
will  be  called  on  for  a  fresh  guarantee 
under  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  Hbnby  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
Terhampton,  E.) :  The  statements  in  the 
first  two  paragraphs  of  the  Question  are 
substantially  correct.  Before  the  extra 
expense,  £10,500,  involyed  in  Messrs. 
Stevenson  and  Stoney's  recommenda- 
tion is  incurred,  the  consent  of  the  Town 
Commissioners  to  that  amount  being 
charged  on  the  town  rates  would  have  to 
be  obtained.  With  regard  to  para- 
graph 4, 1  am  informed  that  the  ship  and 
boat  owners  of  Arklow,  though  at  first 
objecting  to  the  design  of  the  Board  of 
Works'  engineer,  have  from  time  to  time 
disagreed  among  themselves.  They, 
however,  appear  to  be  now  in  favour  of 
the  execution  of  the  works  in  accord- 
ance with  the  original  design,  with 
slight  modifications,  with  one  exception 
— namely,  the  Northern  groins.  No 
decision  has  yet  been  come  to  as  to 
Messrs.  Stevenson  and  Stoney's  plan.  If 
the  additional  expenditure  of  £10,500 
is  incurred,  it  would  have  to  be  gua- 
ranteed in  the  same  manner  as  the 
£20,000. 

Me.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked,  would 
there  be  any  objection  to  lay  the  Papers 
on  the  Table  of  the  House  in  referenoe 
to  this  case  ? 

Mr.  henry  H.  FOWLER:  I  will 
consider  that  point. 

EGYPT— BRITISH  TROOPS  IN  EGYPT- 
SANITARY  CONDITION. 

Mb.  COOPE  (Middlesex,  Brentford) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  a  British 
Regiment  has  been  detained  on  duty  up 
the  Nile  for  two  successive  summers ; 
and,  whether,  considering  the  unhealthi- 
ness  of  the  climate,  that  Regiment  will 
be  relieved,  and  orders  given  that  any 
Regiment  so  stationed  will  be  relieved 
annually  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Oampbbll-Bannerman)  (Stirling,  &c.) : 
Up  to  this  time  the  position  of  the  bat- 
talions on  the  Nile  has  necessarily  been 
determined  according  to  the  exigencies 
of  militaiy  duty  by  the  General  Officer 
oommandmg  in  Egypt,  who  is  best  able 
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io  decide  as  to  the  state  of  health  and 
-fitness  of  the  regiments  under  his  com- 
mand. With  the  present  reduction  of 
the  Force  the  battalions  longest  in  Egypt 
are  being  withdrawn;  and  I  have  no 
doubt  that  Sir  Frederick  Stephenson  will 
make  the  best  arrangements  open  to  him 
for  the  relief,  in  due  course,  of  any  which 
may  be  in  unhealthy  positions. 

INLAND    REVENUE  —  SALARIES    OP 
PIRST-CLASS  ASSISTANTS. 
Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Donegal, 
E.)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exohe- 

Suer,  with  reference  to  a  Letter  from 
f  r.  Adam  Young,  one  of  the  Secretaries 
to  the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue,  ad- 
dressed to  the  Civil  Service  Inquiry 
Commission,  1875,  and  published  in  the 
Appendix  to  their  Third  Report  (page 
66),  which  states  that  a  slight  addition 
to  the  salary  of  First-class  Assistants 
had  become  necessary,  and  that  that  the 
average  time  in  reaching  that  rank  was 
two  years,  Whether  there  is  at  present 
any  officer  holding  that  rank  with  under 
four  and  a-half  years'  service ;  and,  whe- 
ther any  addition,  such  as  was  stated  to 
be  necessary  in  1875,  has  since  been 
made  to  the  salaries  of  these  officers, 
whose  number  has  increased  from  227 
in  1875  to  816  in  1886? 

Tm  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (SirWiLLiAic  Haroourt)  (Derby): 
The  answer  to  the  first  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion is  in  the  affirmative,  and  to  the 
second  part  of  the  Question  in  the  nega- 
tive. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE— THE  DE- 
BATE OK  THE  GOVERNMENT  OF  IRE- 
LAND BILL. 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
(Bristol,  W.) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasniy  a  Question  with  regard  to  the 
further  progress  of  the  debate  on  the 
Gk>vemment  of  Ireland  Bill.  Sir,  last 
night  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred 
to  some  precedents  which  I  had  quoted 
for  the  continuance  of  similar  debates 
de  die  in  diem  ;  and  he  then  said  if  I  was 
right  in  my  reference  to  the  precedent 
of  the  Reform  Bill  of  1866,  he  would 
Lve  way  at  once  on  that  question, 
'ell.  Sir,  I  was  not  right  as  to  that 

Srecedent.  As  my  noble  Friend  the 
[ember  for  Paddington  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  reminded  us,  that  debate 
was  not  continued  de  die  in  diem  from  its 


oommenoement,  but  an  interval  of  one 
day,  which  was  a  private  Members'  day 
(Tuesday),  was  allowed  to  elapse.  Sub- 
sequently the  debate  was  resumed  on  the 
Thursday,  and  was  then  continued  ds  die 
in  diem  until  its  termination.  That  pre- 
cedent, therefore,  being  in  exact  accord- 
ance with  the  present  position  of  the 
debate,  I  would  now  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  Whether,  looking  to  the  im- 
portance of  the  debate,  the  great  interest 
in  it  over  all  other  Business,  and  the 
necessity  for  many  reasons  of  bringing 
it  to  as  early  a  conclusion  as  is  com- 
patible with  its  proper  conduct,  he  will 
not  propose  that  it  should  be  continued 
on  Friday  and  subsequently  till  it  is  con- 
cluded? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone) (Edinburgh,  Mid  Lothian) :  I 
said  on  the  previous  occasion  that  I 
would  not  enter  into  precedents,  and 
that  it  \^ould  be  a  false  position  in 
which  I  should  place  myself  if,  as 
mainly  responsible  for  the  conduct  of 
the  Business  of  the  House,  I  were  to  set 
up  a  controversial  tone  against  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  favour  of  delaying 
the  progress  of  Public  Business.  1 
stated  that  when  we  could  forecast  the 
probable  course  of  the  debate,  and  the 
number  of  Members  who  were  likely  to 
address  the  House,  we  would  then,  if 
we  saw  occasion,  ask  the  House  to  give 
us  what  is  called  its  whole  time  I 
will,  however,  consult  my  Colleagues 
before  Thursday,  and  then  will  an- 
nounce what  course  we  intend  to  propose 
that  the  House  should  pursue  on  Friday 
and  all  subsequent  days.  I  am  bound 
to  be  a  little  reserved  upon  this  ques- 
tion, because  I  think  that  it  is  perfectly 
possible  that  the  demands  of  the  Qto- 
vemment  for  an  unusual  appropriation 
of  the  time  of  the  House  might  extend 
to  other  stages  of  the  Bill  besides  the 
second  reading. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH :  I 
omitted.  Sir,  to  state  in  asking  the 
Question  that  having  communicated 
with  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Stockport  (Mr.  Jennings^  who  had  given 
Notice  of  a  Motion  which  is  firat  on 
the  Paper  for  Friday,  he  has  authorixed 
me  to  say  that,  in  the  circumstances, 
he  would  willingly  waive  his  right  to 
that  evening. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  asked  the  Prime  Minister, 
Whether,  before  assenting  to  the  right 
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hon.  Gentleman's  request,  he  would 
consult  with  other  hon.  Gentlemen  who. 
like  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport,  had 
Notices  on  the  Paper  for  Friday,  and 
ascertain  whether  they  also  woidd  be 
willing  to  give  way  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  Yes,  Sir; 
I  will  examine  the  list  of  private  Mem- 
bers* Motions  between  this  and  Thurs- 
day, so  that  we  can  know  what  can  be 
done. 

MO  TiONS. 


DEATH  PENALTY— RESOLUTION. 

Sib  JOSEPH  PEASE  (Durham,  Bar- 
nard Castle),  in  rising  to  call  attention 
to  the  law  and  practice  relating  to  capital 
punishment,  and  to  more — 

**That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Hoose,  the 
time  has  arrived  for  the  abolition  of  the  death 
penalty  for  the  crime  of  murder," 

said,  that  there  had  been  during  the 
last  few  years  several  Motions  on  this 
important  question.  He  had  hesitated 
whether  to  make  his  Motion  in  the  form 
in  which  it  appeared,  or  to  adopt  a 
more  qualified  one  in  favour  of  the  view 
which  had  been  expressed  by  the  Eoyal 
Commission  that  the  crime  of  murder 
should  be  divided  into  two  classes,  for 
one  of  which  death,  and  for  the  other 
penal  servitude,  should  be  inflicted. 
After  consideration,  he  had  come  to  the 
conclusion,  as  he  believed  the  time  had 
arrived  when  the  death  penalty  should 
be  altogether  abolished,  that  it  was 
better  to  advocate  that  course.  Two 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  below  him  in 
times  past  (Mr.  Childers  and  Sir  Wil- 
liam Harcourt)  had  expressed  their 
views  in  the  sense  of  his  Motion,  though 
he  did  not  know  whether  the  respon- 
sibilities of  Office  would  allow  them 
to  do  so  on  the  present  occasion.  It 
was  now  20  years  ago  since  the  Boyal 
Commission  had  examined  the  whole 
question.  Five  of  its  Members  were  in 
favour  of  total  abolition.  Of  these,  Lord 
O'Hagan  made  a  separate  Heport,  in 
which,  while  expressing  his  view  that 
capital  punishment  should  be  abolished, 
he  said  that  the  abolition  ought  only  to 
take  place  after  the  lapse  of  a  certain 
time.  No  doubt,  it  was  necessary  to 
have  the  death  penalty  in  savage  so- 
cieties; but  as  civilization  and  Chris- 
tianity advanced  that  necessity  dimi- 
pished,  and  the  time  had  now  oome  whei, 
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with  safety  to  the  State,  milder  mea- 
sures might  be  resorted  to.  The  ques- 
tion for  the  House  to  consider  was,  could 
they  repress  crime  by  sparing  the  lives 
of  those  whom  we  now  hanged,  and 
would  our  lives  be  quite  as  safe  if  their 
lives  were  spared  and  other  punishments 
were  awarded  them?  Our  Criminal 
Code,  as  he  had  stated  before  in  that 
House,  used  to  be  one  of  the  most  severe 
and  barbarous  that  ever  existed  in  a 
oivUized  country.  Sir  Thomas  Fowell 
Buxton  had  stated  that  in  the  Reign  of 
Henry  VIII.,  72,000  robbers  were  hung ; 
and  that  between  1749  and  1771,  109.000 
sufifered  the  same  penalty.  The  Tudors, 
the  Stuarts,  and  the  House  of  Brunswick 
successively  increased  the  number  of 
offences  for  which  death  was  inflicted. 
Up  to  the  beginning  of  this  century 
shoplif  tinc^  and  other  minor  offences  was 
punished  by  hanging.  But  those  offences 
were  not  found  to  increase  —  they  di- 
minished in  number — when  the  punish- 
ment was  mitigated.  In  the  same  way 
it  might  reasonably  be  expected  that, 
with  the  abolition  of  capital  punishment, 
murders  would  not  increase.  A  very 
useful  Paper  in  regard  to  this  matter 
had  been  drawn  up  for  the  information 
of  the  House  as  to  the  figures  and 
effects  of  the  abolition  of  capital  punish- 
ment in  foreign  countries  somewhat 
similar  to  our  own.  In  Belgium  there 
had  been  no  execution  since  1873,  and 
there  had  been  no  increase,  but  a  posi- 
tive decrease,  in  the  capital  offences. 
There  were  other  countries— he  would 
not  go  through  the  long  list  of  them — 
but  in  the  Netherlands  and  in  Holland 
the  same  thing  had  occurred,  and  the 
capital  crime  had  gone  on  decreasing 
instead  of  increasing.  He  was  asked, 
**What  with  regard  to  Switzerland?" 
The  Swiss  found  that  they  had  to  go 
back  to  their  old  law  and  re-instate  capital 
punishment  as  a  matter  of  law;  and  each 
federated  Canton  could  resume  the  death 
penalty,  but  only  some  had  done  so ; 
but  he  believed  no  execution  had  taken 
place.  Tes;  but  Switzerland  was  a 
very  peculiar  country.  It  was  one  of 
the  most  drunken  countries  in  the  world, 
and  a  large  amount  of  the  crime  that 
was  committed  there  arose  from  drink.  In 
Rhode  Island,  and  one  or  two  other  of 
the  United  States,  the  abolition  of  capital 
punishment  had  not  hitherto  tended  to 
an  increase  of  crime ;  and  it  was  a  fact 
tkat^  whereye^   it   had  beep  tried  in 
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America,  do  State  had  gone  back  upon 
the  course  it  had  adopted.  With  regard 
to  the  fact  as  to  its  being  a  deterrent 
upon  our  own  criminal  population,  he 
had  his  doubts  upon  the  matter.  He  be- 
lieved it  would  be  found  that  long  terms 
of  imprisonment  were  a  much  greater 
deterrent.  There  was  a  case  some  time 
ago  in  the  county  of  Durham  in  which 
a  man  of  the  name  of  Fury  gave  him- 
self up  out  of  penal  servitude,  and 
confessed  to  the  murder  uf  a  woman 
in  Sunderland,  in  order  that  he  might 
be  hanged,  and  so  get  rid  of  a  life- 
long servitude  in  gaol.  Another  point 
to  which  he  wished  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  was  that  the  number  of 
our  executions  had  been  gradually  dimi- 
nishing during  recent  years.  In  the 
six  years  from  1872  to  1878  there  was 
an  average  of  24  executions  per  annum ; 
while  from  1878  to  1884,  the  next  six 
years,  the  number  was  only  an  annual 
average  of  14.  It  seemed  to  him 
that,  considering  the  increase  in  the 
population,  the  House  could  draw  a 
strong  inference  from  this,  to  the  effect 
that  human  life  had  been  just  as  safe 
during  the  last  six  years,  when  there 
were  fewer  executions,  as  it  was  during 
the  first  six  years,  when  the  executions 
were  24  a-year.  He  believed  that  hang- 
ing murderers  would  never  teach  a  com- 
munity the  sacredness  of  human  life; 
and  he  would  like  to  ask  whether  they 
could  safely  trust  to  a  fallible  tribunal 
to  inflict  a  penalty  which  could  not  be 
recalled?  The  Judge  might  err,  the 
jury  might  err,  or  the  evidence  might 
err.  There  could  be  no  doubt  that  there 
were  a  great  many  innocent  persons  who 
had  been  sentenced  to  death ;  and  it  was 
a  remarkable  circumstance  during  the 
last  few  years  how  many  persons  had 
been  rescued  from  gaol  for  crimes  of  a 
very  grave  character  of  which  they  were 
innocent.  He  could  give  a  very  long 
list  of  them,  but  he  would  not  trouble 
the  House  with  it.  He  might  add,  how- 
ever, that  Sir  Fitzroy  Kefly  had  stated 
that  he  had  made  out  to  his  own  satis- 
faction cases  where  22  were  sentenced 
to  death  who  were  innocent,  and  seven 
of  these  were  executed.  There  was  one 
case  which  he  (Sir  Joseph  Pease)  should 
specially  like  to  mention.  It  was  the 
case  in  which  three  men  were  tried  at 
Durham  not  very  long  since  for  the 
murder  of  a  policeman  under  very  aggra- 
vating   oirotmistanoes.      One    of    those 
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three  men  owed  his  life  to  the  present 
Chancellor  of  Exchequer,  who  sent  down 
specially  from  the  Home  Office,  and 
made  inquiries  which  resulted  in  the 
man's  life  being  saved.  In  that  case  it 
was  notorious  that  the  more  guilty  man 
was  acquitted,  and  a  man  who  was  inno- 
cent of  the  actual  murder,  though  acces- 
sory, was  hung.  Since  executions  had  been 
carried  out  inside  prisons  reporters  were 
sometimes  admitted  and  sometimes  not. 
We  heard  sometimes  of  a  short  drop  and 
sometimes  of  a  long  one.  Occasionally 
we  heard  of  an  amateur  executioner, 
or  a  Baronet  assisting  at  an  execution. 
These  things  ought  to  be  put  a  stop  to 
if  executions  were  continued ;  but  the 
best  way  of  stopping  them  was  to  stop 
the  executions.  There  were  many  hor- 
rible incidents  attendant  upon  execu- 
tions. There  was  a  case  to  which  he 
would  briefly  refer.  It  was  that  of  a  poor 
woman  named  Cotton,  a  notorious  mur- 
deress, who  was  confined  in  Durham  gaol. 
That  poor  woman  was  kept  in  gaol  from 
August,  1872,  till  the  spring  of  1873,  be- 
cause she  was  not  flt  to  be  tried  owing 
to  the  fact  that  she  was  near  her  con- 
finement. She  was  tried  in  March,  1873, 
and  executed  March  19.  She  was  kept 
through  all  the  pains  of  maternity  in 
order  that  she  should  be  hung  six  months 
after  the  crime  which  she  committed  in 
1872.  That  was  one  of  those  things 
which  he  thought  led  the  people  rather 
to  sympathize  with  the  criminal  than  to 
vindicate  the  law  by  the  present  bar- 
barous mode  of  punishment  by  hanging. 
If  that  woman,  instead  of  being  hanged, 
had  been  imprisoned  for  life,  it  would 
have  produced  a  more  salutary  effect, 
and  afforded  greater  warning  to  crimi- 
nals of  that  class.  There  had  been  cases 
in  which  ropes  had  broken,  and  half- 
strangled  men  had  fallen  to  the  ground, 
and  had  been  kept  in  agony  and  sus- 
pense until  other  ropes  were  adjusted. 
At  Liverpool  once  the  executioner  was 
so  obviously  under  the  influence  of  drink 
as  to  provoke  a  solemn  reproof  from  the 
chaplain.  Kecently  the  weight  of  the 
convict  and  the  length  of  the  drop  re- 
sulted in  decapitation.  He  thought  he 
had  shown  that  in  those  countries  in 
which  capital  punishment  had  been 
abolished  there  had  been  no  increase  in 
crimes  of  murder.  In  Belgium,  Spain, 
Holland,  and  other  States,  the  death 
penalty  had  been  abolished  with  safety 
to  the  community.    Why,  then,  should 
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we  not  adopt  a  more  humane  plan  than 
the  one  now  in  force  ?  There  was  an- 
other point,  howeyer,  which  he  should 
like  to  hrin^  to  the  attention  of  the 
House,  and  that  was  the  extreme  youth 
of  those  who  sufiFered  the  death  penalty. 
In  1880  there  were  13  persons  executed. 
Of  those  four  were  under  21,  23,  22, 
and  24  years  of  age.  In  1881  11  per- 
sons were  hanged.  Of  these  five  were 
under  24,  22,  20,  and  21  years  of  age, 
In  1882  12  persons  were  hanged.  Of 
these  one  was  only  17  years  old;  another 
only  19 ;  and  a  third  only  22.  In  1883 
13  were  hanged,  and  of  these  persons 
one  was  under  24 ;  one  under  23 ;  one 
under  22;  and  one  under  21  years  of 
age.  In  1884  there  were  15  executions. 
Out  of  these  four  persons  were  respec- 
tively 18,  25,  21,  and  23  years  of  age. 
One-third  of  all  those  criminals  were 
mere  hoys,  and  they  were  hanged  for 
crimes  committed  in  passion.  It  was  a 
fact  that  jealousy  came  in  very  much  as 
the  cause  of  the  execution  of  these  young 
people.  It  was  well  known  to  the  prison 
authorities  that  the  ''street  sneak,"  as 
he  was  described,  was  the  worst  criminal 
of  any  class,  and  gave  the  most  trouble. 
In  1885,  out  of  21  persons  who  were 
hanged,  not  more  than  eight  were  more 
than  25  years  of  age.  Then,  again, 
there  was  the  very  interesting  inquiry 
as  to  how  far  insanity  had  to  do  with 
murder.  It  was  established  by  medical 
reports  that  10  per  cent  of  our  convicted 
murderers  were  found  to  be  insane,  and 
therefore  unfit  to  be  hauged;  whilst 
only  one  in  1,000  of  other  convicts 
were  found  insane.  A  letter  he  had 
received  from  a  lady  connected  with 
the  New  York  Penitentiary  stated  that 
one  of  her  best  helpers  was  a  woman 
who  had  been  convicted  of  a  murder 
committed  in  jealousy.  As  regarded  the 
treatment  of  criminals,  he  thought  the 
evidence  which  had  been  collected  in 
America,  Belgium,  Holland,  &c.  was 
very  strong,  and  proved  very  clearly  the 
efficacy  of  humane  methods  and  the 
abandonment  of  barbarous  customs.  He 
had  himself  received  communications 
from  those  in  charge  of  these  criminal 
establishments,  showing  that  in  many  i 
cases  the  criminals,  when  brought  under 
higher  influences  than  those  to  which  I 
they  had  previously  been  subjected,  i 
grew  tractable  and  good.  That  showed  | 
what  might  be  done  if  we  adopted  a  more  I 
humane  mode  of  treatment  of  our  pri- 1 
Boners.    The  better  classification,  order,  ; 


and  regularity  that  were  being  brought 
about  in  our  prisons  under  the  Act  of 
the  right  hon.  GFentleman  opposite  (Sir 
B.  Assheton  Cross)  were  far  more  condu- 
cive to  preparation  for  the  life  hereafter 
than  the  death  sentence  and  confinement 
in  the  condemned  cell.  If  a  convict  were 
a  calculator  of  chances— and  he  (Sir 
Joseph  Pease)  had  the  authority  of  Par- 
liamentary Returns  for  what  he  was 
about  to  state — he  might  speculate  upon 
the  possibility  of  escaping  execution 
from  20  years'  averages.  The  chances 
were,  if  he  was  convicted,  four  to  one 
that  he  was  not  hung ;  but  if  he  was  a 
burglar,  the  chances  of  being  sentenced 
were  three  to  one  against  him.  With 
regard  to  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friend  opposite  (Mr.  Howard  Vincent), 
he  (Sir  Joseph  Pease)  thought  there 
was  a  good  deal  to  be  said  in  favour 
of  it,  if  the  House  did  not  feel  dis- 
posed to  accept  the  Motion  which  he 
submitted.  He  believed  that  some  such 
recommendation  as  that  suggested  in 
the  Amendment  ought  to  have  been 
carried  out  long  ago.  Certainly  the  time 
had  come  when  they  ought  to  endeavour 
to  treat  condemned  persons  as  human 
beings,  for  he  was  convinced  that  the 
worst  thing  which  could  be  done  to  them 
was  to  hang  them.  In  all  these  oases 
the  Home  Secretary  had  a  duty  which 
he  was  sure  no  one  would  envy.  It  was 
his  duty  to  weigh  all  the  circumstauces 
of  the  case,  with  a  view  of  finding  whe- 
ther he  could  recommend  the  exercise  of 
the  prerogative  of  mercy.  He  was  not 
at  all  afraid  of  the  action  of  the  Home 
Secretary ;  but  he  was  sure  it  was  not 
the  wish  of  the  Gentlemen  filling  that 
Office  to  have  this  duty  placed  on  their 
shoulders.  It  ought  to  be  the  duty  of 
the  jury  to  say  whether  the  execution 
should  take  place  or  not.  Instead  of  a 
prerogative  of  mercy  there  ought  to  be 
a  prerogative  of  law ;  and  the  former,  if 
used  at  all,  should  only  be  brought  in 
in  extraordinary  cases,  when  the  Home 
Secretary  might  feel  that  he  ought  to 
exercise  the  power  which  Her  Majesty 
had  placed  in  his  hands.  He  might  be 
asked  if  he  had  looked  at  those  cases 
which  had  occurred  in  the  Sister  Island  ? 
He  had.  He  would  first  refer  to  the 
murder  of  Sergeant  Brett  at  Manchester. 
Three  men  were  hanged  for  the  murder 
of  Sergeant  Brett.  He  believed  that 
not  one  of  those  men  had  intended  to 
murder  that  officer.  They  intended  to 
blow  the  lock  off  the  prison  van  which 
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contained  the  prisoner  whom  they  de- 
sired to  resoae.  No  doubt  they  were 
doing  an  unlawful  act,  and  were  in  the 
eye  of  the  law  guilty  of  murder,  as 
death  ensued,  and  accordingly  they  were 
hanged.  He  belieyed  if  those  men  had 
been  placed  in  penal  serritude  no  spirit 
of  vengeance  would  have  been  aroused 
in  the  mind  of  the  Irish  people  ;  and  he 
believed  that  those  men  woiild,  when  in 
course  of  time  sufficiently  punished  for 
their  crime,  have  been  restored  to  liberty. 
Then  they  had  the  Maamtrasna  case,  with 
respect  to  which  a  large  number  of  the 
Irish  people  did  not  believe  in  the  guilt 
of  the  men  banged.  He  believed  if 
those  men  had  been  sentenced  to  penal 
servitude  for  life  the  effect  would  have 
been  far  more  satisfactory.  By  this 
means,  too,  if  it  were  found  that  a  pri- 
soner was  not  guilty  of  the  crime  with 
which  he  was  charged,  he  could  be  re- 
stored to  life  and  liberty.  Again,  there 
were  the  Phcenix  Park  murders,  one  of 
the  most  atrocious  crimes  of  modem 
days.  He  believed  that  the  murderers 
in  this  case  had  thrown  back  the  cause 
which  he  advocated  many  years.  He 
thought  that  the  effect  of  those  criminals 
being  detained  in  lifelong  imprisonment 
as  a  punishment  for  their  crime  would 
have  had  a  much  more  deterrent  effect 
on  others,  and  would  have  been  just 
as  effective  in  its  eventual  operation. 
He  was  of  opinion  that  the  time  had 
come  when  they  could  safely  alter  their 
Criminal  Code  in  this  respect.  It  was 
not  necessary  to  stop  at  the  half-way 
house  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member 
opposite,  because  they  might  with  safety 
to  the  State  and  to  human  life  abolish  a 
law  which  began  in  barbarity,  and  which 
in  its  operations  bore  too  evident  traces 
of  its  origin.  In  successive  generations 
our  Criminal  Law  had  been  improved 
and  ameliorated  step  by  step.  It  was  a 
better  law  than  it  was  when,  with  half 
our  population,  we  hanged  2,000  of  our 
fellow- citizens  every  year.  He  asked 
the  House  to  take  another  step  in  ad- 
vance, and,  by  adopting  his  jResolu- 
tion,  pave  the  way  for  such  an  altera- 
tion in  the  Criminal  Code  as  would 
abolish  the  ghastly  punishment  of  the 
fallows.  The  hon.  Baronet  concluded 
by  moving  the  Motion  which  stood  in 
hb  name. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the 

time  has  amved  for  the  ftbolitipn  of  the  4eath 


penalty  for  the  crime  of  murder."— (-Sir  Jo$eph 
PeoM.) 

Me.  HOWAED  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central),  in  rising  to  move  the  following 
Amendment : — 

**  To  leave  out  from  the  word  '  House '  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
Mt  is  desirable  that  offences  for  which  the 
penalty  of  death  now  follows  a  verdict  of 
guilty,  unless  remitted  by  Her  Majeet}*,  should 
be  divided  into  three  categories,  as  recom- 
mended by  a  Royal  Commission  in  1866,  and  in 
order  that  executions,  when  necessary,  may  be 
carried  out  with  every  regard  to  humanity  and 
decency,  an  experienced  person  should  be  se- 
lected by  the  Government  for  the  purpose,  and 
adequately  remunerated  from  public  funds,*  '* 

said  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  the  deepest 
respect  for  the  motives  of  my  hon.  Friend 
in  submitting  this  important  matter  to 
the  notice  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  I  greatly  regret  that  I  am  compelled 
to  take  an  opposite  view  upon  this  ques- 
tion. It  is,  I  feel,  a  serious  responsi- 
bility to  advocate  in  Parliament  the  con- 
tinuance of  a  system  which  may  deprive 
a  fellow-creature  of  life ;  but  the  well- 
being  of  society  requires  that  the  fear 
of  death  shall  restrain  the  violence  of 
human  hatred.  It  has  been  so  ordained 
in  Scripture.  It  has  been  found  neces- 
sary in  well-nigh  every  State,  in  every 
generation.  It  is,  I  have  no  doubt,  in 
a  large  measure  owing  to  the  calm  tem- 
perament of  the  British  people  that 
murder  and  assassination  are  so  much 
less  frequent  in  this  country  than  in 
many  others.  But  it  is  also  owing  to 
the  certain  knowledge  that  if  life  is 
maliciously  taken  the  penalty  will  be 
death,  that  culpable  homicide  in  this 
great  Metropolis,  embracing  thousands 
of  every  race  in  the  world,  is  only  from 
one-eighth  to  one-twelfth  what  it  is  in 
many  great  Continental  cities  with  con- 
siderably less  than  half  the  popula- 
tion. Capital  punishment  was  abolished 
in  Switzerland  in  1874 ;  but  there 
was  such  an  immediate  increase  in 
the  crime  of  murder  in  many  places 
that  it  was  quite  clear  that  some 
urgent  steps  must  be  taken  for  the 
safety  of  the  people.  On  the  18th  of 
May,  1879,  a  Commission  appointed  to 
consider  the  re-establishing  of  capital 
punishment,  in  accordance  with  the 
prayer  of  30,000  Swiss  subjects,  de- 
clared that  the  number  of  crimes  for- 
merly punishable  by  death  had  greatly 
increased  during  the  precedina^  five 
years,  and  that  this  ipcrease  had  beeu 
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still  greater  in  Oermany.  In  fact,  the 
augmentatioos  since  1862  had  been  100 
per  cent,  and  in  Wurtemburg,  where 
the  death  penalty  had  been  abolished, 
not  less  than  200  per  cent.  The  Federal 
Chambers  thereupon  re- instituted  capi- 
tal punishment,  and  their  decision  was 
approved  and  confirmed  by  the  people 
on  an  appeal  to  the  wide  electorate  of 
that  happy  country.  Eight  Cantons 
forthwith  re-introduced  capital  punish- 
ment ;  and  although  it  is  true  that  no 
execution  has  taken  place,  it  is  retained 
as  the  great  deterrent  against  the  crime 
of  murder.  It  is  for  these  reasons  that 
I  yenture  to  dissent  from  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Baronet,  aiming  as  it  does  at 
the  total  abolition  of  capital  punish- 
ment. The  first  part  of  my  Amend- 
ment is  to  leave  out  the  words  after 
**  House,"  and  insert — 

**It  is  desirable  that  offences  for  which  the 
penalty  of  death  now  follows  a  verdict  of  ^ilty, 
unless  remitted  by  Her  Majesty,  shall  be  divided 
into  three  categories,  as  recommended  by  a 
Royal  Oommission  in  1866.*' 

The  recommendations  of  the  Boyal 
Commission  to  which  I  refer  in  my 
Amendment  are  these — (1.)  That  the 
punishment  of  death  be  retained  for  all 
murders  deliberately  committed  with 
express  malice  aforethought,  such  malice 
to  be  found  as  a  fact  by  the  jury.  (2.) 
That  the  punishment  of  death  be  also 
retained  for  all  murders  committed  in 
or  with  a  view  to  the  perpetration,  or 
escape  after  the  perpetration,  of  murder, 
arson,  rape,  burglary,  robbery,  or 
piracy.  (3.)  That  in  aU  other  cases  of 
murder  the  punishment  be  penal  servi- 
tude for  life,  or  for  any  period  not  less 
than  seven  years  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Court.  The  result  of  the  present  state 
of  affairs  is  far  from  satisfactory.  There 
is  no  question,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  was  more 
frequently  asked  during  the  six  and 
a-half  years  I  held  the  Office  of  Director 
of  Criminal  Investigations  than  whether 
a  householder  was  justified  in  shooting 
a  burglar;  and  I  always  said  that,  in  my 
humble  opinion,  it  would  be  the  most 
honourable  avenue  to  the  gallows.  Our 
law,  if  I  may  take  it  from  the  Beport  of 
the  Royal  Commission  of  1866,  and 
which  was  composed  of  the  most  emi- 
nent legal  authorities  of  that  day,  is  as 
follows : — 

"  No  provocation  by  words,  looks,  or  ges- 
tures, however  contemptaous  and  insulting, 
nor  ty  any  trespass  against  lands  or  goods,  is 
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Bafficieat  to  free  the  party  killing  from  the 
guilt  of  murder,  if  he  kuls  with  a  deadly  weapon, 
or  in  any  manner  showing  an  intention  to 
kill,  or  do  grievous  bodily  hann.  Therefore,  if 
a  man  in  a  sudden  fit  of  passion,  aroused  by 
insult  to  himself  or  his  wife,  kills  the  person 
who  offers  the  insult,  he  is  by  law  liable  to  the 
same  punishment  as  the  assassin  who  has  long 
premeditated  and  brooded  over  his  crime.'* 

From  this  unsatisfactory  state  of  affairs 
we  have,  Mr.  Speaker,  not  only  the  risk 
of  unjustly  sentencing  to  death,  but  not 
unfrequently  a  miscarriage  of  justice. 
Juries  directed  as  to  the  state  of  the 
law,  and  having,  as  a  rule,  only  circum- 
stantial evidence  before  them,  naturally 
hesitate  to  find  a  verdict  the  resxdt  of 
which  would  be,  in  all  probability, 
to  condemn  a  fellow-creature  to  an 
ignoble  death,  against  which,  under 
sdl  the  circumstances,  both  reason  and 
common  sense  alike  revolt.  I  therefore 
submit  the  first  part  of  my  Motion  to 
the  earnest  attention  of  the  House,  and 
respectfully  urge  its  adoption,  even  after 
this  unaccountable  delay  of  20  years  of 
the  Home  Department.  The  second  part 
of  my  Amendment  is — 

"That  executions,  when  necessary,  may  be 
carried  out  with  every  reg^ard  to  humanity  and 
decency.  An  experienced  person  should  be 
sdected  by  the  Government  for  the  purpose, 
and  adequately  remunerated  from  public  funds.' ' 

The  terrible  scenes  which,  even  allow- 
ing for  some  exaggeration,  have  in  late 
years  taken  place  at  more  than  one  exe- 
cution will  be  within  the  recollection  of 
the  House.  They  are  well  described  in 
a  Petition  presented  by  the  hon.  Baro- 
net himself  on  behalf  of  the  inhabitants 
of  the  City  of  Norwich.     It  states — 

**  That  the  community  has  been  outraged  by 
the  recent  scenes  which  have  been  enacted  in 
carrying  out  the  capital  sentence  of  the  law, 
decapitation  resulting  in  some  instances;  in 
others  the  death  struggles  have  been  unduly 
prolonged." 

I  consider,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  infinite 
good  has  been  effected  by  the  abolition 
of  public  executions.  But  I  hold  it  to 
be  a  gross  scandal  that  the  selection  of 
the  person  to  discharge  the  painful  duty 
of  carrying  out  the  extreme  penalty  of 
the  law — an  office  requiring,  believe  me. 
Sir,  no  little  courage  and  experience — 
should  be  left  to  the  accidental  choice  of 
the  Sheriff.  li  is  disgraceful  that  the 
remuneration  of  any  person — nay,  more, 
his  humble  livelihood — should  be  de- 
pendent upon  the  number  of  murders 
committed,  the  non-remission  of  the 
sentence  of  death,  the  number  of  human 
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beings  he  can  launch  into  eternity,  and, 
still  worse,  that  it  should  be  a  matter  of 
bargaining  whether  he  will  take  a  double 
or  a  treble  job  on  reduced  terms.  It  is 
imperative  that  so  long  as  the  penalty 
of  death  remains  for  the  crime  of  mur- 
der the  law  of  the  land,  the  Home 
Secretary  should  take  Parliamentary 
powers  to  appoint  a  proper  person  as 
executioner,  place  him  under  proper 
discipline,  and  remunerate  him  ade- 
quately out  of  the  public  funds  for  his 
odious  though  necessary  task.  I  there- 
fore, Sir,  beg  to  move  the  Amendment 
which  stands  in  my  name  to  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  opposite  the  Mem- 
ber for  Barnard  Oastle. 

Mb.  LOCKWOOD  (York),  in  rising  to 
second  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sheffield  (Mr.  H.  Vincent),  said, 
he  had  listened  with  great  attention  to 
the  arguments  in  support  of  the  Motion 
which  had  been  brought  before  the  House 
by  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Joseph  Pease) ; 
and  he  must  say  that  he  could  not  help 
wishing  that  the  Motion  had  been  the 
same  as  that  which  had  been  brought 
before  the  House  by  the  hon.  Baronet 
on  a  previous  occasion,  because  his  re- 
collection was  that  the  Motion  which  he 
had  heard  on  a  previous  occasion  differed 
very  little  indeed  from  the  Amendment 
w^hich  had  just  been  moved  by  his  hon. 
Friend  opposite.  The  hon.  Baronet  had, 
however,  on  the  present  occasion  dealt 
with  the  question  in  a  wide  and  more 
sweeping  manner,  and  had  asked  the 
House  to  pass  an  abstract  Besolution  of 
very  grave  import ;  and  he  had,  un- 
doubtedly, a  great  advantage  in  his 
favoipr  in  so  far  as  the  principles  which 
he  advocated  were  very  difficult  to  resist. 
The  hon.  Baronet  said  the  punishment 
of  death  was  a  barbaric  mode  of  treating 
criminals;  but  he  (Mr.  Lock  wood)  re- 
spectfully submitted  that  the  question 
was  not  whether  the  punishment  was 
barbaric,  but  whether  or  not  it  was 
deterrent,  and  he  contended  that  it  was 
deterrent.  Other  punishments  were  also 
barbaric — for  instance,  the  punishment 
of  flogging ;  but,  unfortunately,  it  had 
been  found  to  be  a  necessary  mode  of 
treating  them,  and  the  records  of  the 
Criminal  Courts  showed  that  it  had  been 
attended  with  extremely  beneficial  re- 
sults in  reducing  the  frequency  and  the 
brutality  of  the  crimes  for  which  it  was 
inflicted.  He  could  speak  upon  this 
point  from  experience  in  his  professional 


capacity.  The  hon.  Baronet  had  ad- 
duced certain  instances  which  he  con- 
tended justified  him  in  asking  the  House 
to  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  dread 
sentence  of  death  had  on  many  occasions 
been  carried  out  upon  innocent  persons. 
That  was  a  terrible  thing  to  contem- 
plate; but  it  appeared  to  him  (Mr. 
Lock  wood)  that  tne  House  would  not 
be  justified  in  coming  to  such  a  conclu- 
sion upon  the  evidence  adduced,  and 
upon  which  the  hon.  Baronet  relied. 
With  regard  to  the  convict  Oharles 
Peace,  he  (Mr.  Lock  wood)  remembered 
very  well  the  attempts  made  by  the 
convict  to  postpone  the  carrying  out  of 
the  sentence,  one  of  which  was  the  con- 
fession that  he  was  connected  with  a 
murder  at  Manchester.  He  (Mr.  Lock- 
wood)  was  consulted  in  the  matter,  and 
the  result  of  his  inquiries  was  that  he 
did  not  believe  that  Peace  had  anything 
whatever  to  do  with  the  murder.  The 
hon.  Baronet  had  also  mentioned  a  case 
in  which  three  men  were  charged  with 
murder.  The  hon.  Baronet  said  one 
was  found  guilty  who  was  not  guilty, 
and  the  one  who  was  found  not  guilty 
was  really  guilty.  He  (Mr.  Lockwood) 
was  astonished  to  hear  the  hon.  Baronet 
make  such  a  statement  respecting  a  man 
who  had  been  acquitted  by  a  jury.  The 
other  prisoners  were  convicted,  tiiie  one, 
he  (Mr.  Lockwood)  ventured  to  think, 
properly,  and  the  oUier  improperly.  The 
case  was  brought  to  the  notice  of  the 
Home  Secretary,  who  instituted  an  in- 
quiry ;  but,  so  far  from  that  being  a . 
proof  which  should  convince  the  House 
that  the  death  penalty  should  be  done 
away  with,  it  was,  to  his  mind,  an  in- 
stance which  showed  that  the  law  was 
administered  with  great  care  and  with 
sufficient  caution.  In  one  case,  so  care- 
ful was  the  Home  Secretary  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  law,  that  the  person 
was  respited  from  time  to  time  whilst  a 
Commission  was  sent  out  to  America  to 
make  inquiries,  and  the  prisoner  was 
ultimately  executed.  Then,  as  to  the 
doctrine  of  chances,  the  hon.  Baronet 
said  that,  taking  the  number  of  persons 
accused  of  murder,  the  chances  against 
the  conviction  of  a  prisoner  were  four  to 
one,  which  he  considered  to  be  a  proof 
of  the  public  feeling  against  the  death 
penalty.  But  it  was  really  owing  to  the 
system  imder  which  persons  were  over 
and  over  again  indicted  for  murder, 
where  no  man  in  his  senses  would  allow 
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them  to  go  to  the  gallows.  Why,  if  a 
man  went  out  to  shoot  a  duck,  and  in 
the  act  of  shooting  the  duck  he  killed  a 
man,  he  was  indicted  for  mnrder.  It 
was  certainly  four  to  one  that  such  a 
prisoner  would  be  acquitted  of  the  crime 
of  wilful  murder;  and  he  (Mr.  Lock- 
wood)  thought  the  chances  ought  to  be 
a  good  deal  more  than  four  to  one. 
But  while  the  chances  against  conviction 
pointed  out  by  the  hon.  Baronet  did  not 
prove  that  the  penalty  of  death  should 
be  done  away  with,  they  certainly  formed 
a  strong  argument  in  favour  of  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Sheffield,  that  there  should  be 
degrees  in  the  crime  of  murder ;  and, 
that  being  so,  he  hoped  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  would  accept  the  Amendment 
cordially.  The  Beport  of  the  Commis- 
sion, to  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sheffield  had  referred,  recommended 
that  before  life  should  be  forfeited  for 
the  crime  of  murder  it  should  be  proved 
that  the  crime  had  been  committed  with 
xnalioe  aforethought ;  and  he  (Mr.  Lock- 
wood)  submitted  that  the  law  should  be 
altered  in  accordance  with  that  recom- 
mendation, so  that  before  a  man  could 
be  convicted  of  murder  in  the  first  de- 
gree, the  ofttM  should  rest  upon  the 
prosecution  to  prove  that  the  crime  was 
committed  with  malice  aforethought.  In 
favour  of  this  view  they  had  the  opi- 
nion of  men  of  great  eminence  and  ex- 
perience, such  as  Lord  ^ramwell,  Lord 
Martin,  Mr.  Justice  Wills,  and  Mr. 
Justice  Stephen.  On  the  other  hand, 
they  had  the  opinion  of  men  of  great 
authority  and  experience  to  the  effect 
that  the  death  punishment  acted  as  a 
very  effective  deterrent  to  crime ;  and  it 
was  with  that  view  and  in  that  spirit 
that  he  (Mr.  Lock  wood)  seconded  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sheffield,  in  the  sincere  hope  that  the 
debate  might,  at  least,  have  the  effect  of 
drawing  the  attention  of  the  Legislature 
to  the  crying  evils  which  existed. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  oat  from  the  word  '*  House  "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  *  *  it 
is  desirable  that  offences,  for  which  the  penalty 
of  death  now  follows  a  verdict  of  guilty,  unless 
remitted  hy  Her  Majesty,  should  be  divided  into 
three  categories,  as  recommended  by  a  Royal 
Commission  in  1866 ;  and  in  order  that  execu- 
tions, when  necessary,  may  be  carried  out  with 
every  regard  to  humanity  and  decency,  an  ex- 
perienced person  should  be  selected  by  the  Go- 
vernment TOT  the  purpose,  and  adequately  re- 
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munerated  from  public  funds," — {Mr.  ffoioard 
Vincent  f) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  William  Habooubt)  (Derby) 
said,  that  his  rigrht  hon.  Friend  the 
Home  Secretary  had  asked  him  to  say  a 
few  words  upon  this  subject,  because  it 
had  been  his  painful  duty  for  more  than 
five  years  to  have  to  consider  this  sub- 
ject with  very  great  care.  He  might 
say  that  he  had  not  approached  the  con- 
sideration of  this  matter  in  any  spirit 
of  hostility  to  the  view  taken  of  it  by 
the  hon.  Baronet  behind  him — in  fact, 
in  former  days  he  had  recorded  his  vote 
in  that  House  in  favour  of  the  abolition 
of  the  punishment  of  death.  He  had, 
however,  stated  before — and  it  was  his 
duty  to  repeat  the  statement — that  he 
did  not  adhere  to  his  former  opinion. 
In  changing  his  view  of  the  matter  he 
had  not  arrived  at  the  conclusion  that 
the  punishment  of  death  ought  to  be 
largely  and  extensively  applied.  He 
believed  that  in  former  days  that  punish- 
ment had  been  applied  in  a  brutal,  a 
cruel,  and  in  an  unnecessary  manner. 
No  doubt  in  succeeding  years  the  ten- 
dency of  opinion — he  was  not  speaking 
of  uninstructed  popular  opinion,  but  of 
the  opinion  of  thinking  men — was  in 
favour  of  diminishing  the  number  of 
cases  in  which  the  gravest  penalty  of 
the  law  was  inflicted  j  and  that  diminu- 
tion had  been  eifeoted,  he  believed,  with 
absolute  safety  to  society,  and  with  great 
advantage  to  the  community,  and  he  did 
not  shrink  from  expressing  his  opinion 
now  that  the  number  of  cases  in  which 
the  penalty  of  death  was  inflicted  might 
with  advantage  be  still  further  reduced. 
The  character  of  the  cases  in  which  the 
prerogative  of  mercy  might  with  advan- 
tage be  exercised  more  frequently  he 
would  divide  imder  two  heads,  one  of 
them  being  provocation  and  the  other 
insanity.  In  regard  to  provocation  as 
a  ground  for  remission  of  penalty,  that 
principle  was  much  more  widely  accepted 
now  than  it  had  ever  been  before,  and, 
he  believed,  rightly  so.  Then,  he 
thought  that  the  fact  of  a  man  not 
being  completely  master  of  his  actions, 
through  his  mind  being  disturbed,  it 
might  be,  by  some  hereditary  taint  of 
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insanity,  was  a  matter  tbat  onght  to  be 
taken  into  acconnt.  Neither  he  nor  his 
immediate  Predecessors  in  Office  had 
thought  that  they  were  bound  by  the 
strict  legal  interpretation  of  insanity  as 
laid  down  by  the  Judges  in  the  House 
of  Lords,  which  he  had  always  thought 
was  much  too  narrow ;  and  he  believed 
that  a  much  more  liberal  interpretation 
had  been  adopted  in  all  cases  where  the 
prerogative  of  mercy  was  to  be  exer- 
cised. He  desired  to  take  that  oppor- 
tunity of  saying  that  he  very  strongly 
held  that  the  severity  of  all  punish- 
ments might  be  relaxed  with  safety  and 
with  advantage.  "When  he  was  at  the 
Home  Office  he  had  remarked  upon  the 
very  marked  and  very  satisfactory  dimi- 
nution of  crime  in  this  country  during 
recent  years  ;  and  his  view  of  the  matter 
had  met  with  the  approval  of  Lord  Sel- 
bome,  and  of  Sir  Edmund  Du  Cane,  the 
experienced  head  of  our  convict  prisons, 
who  both  agreed  with  him  that  penal- 
ties of  far  less  severity,  and  of  greatly 
diminished  length,  would  have  an 
equally  deterrent  effect,  and  might  be 
resorted  to  with  perfect  safety.  Refer- 
ring to  the  question  put  in  issue  by  his 
hon.  Eriend,  he  thought  there  were  cases 
in  which  it  was  impossible,  in  the  pre- 
sent state  of  opinion  in  this  country,  that 
they  could  dtispense  safely  with  the 
pimishment  of  d eath.  He  would  not  refer 
to  matters  which  involved  other  con- 
siderations, like  Irish  murders,  but 
would  notice  only  two  cases  which  took 
place  during  his  official  tenure.  One 
was  a  murder  in  a  railway  carriage  by 
a  man  named  Lefroy ;  the  other  was  a 
case  where  a  man  was  deliberately  mur- 
dered by  his  own  brother  in  the  most 
cruel  and  systematic  way.  He  did  not 
believe  that  in  either  of  those  two  cases 
the  opinion  of  the  country  would  have 
been  satisfied  unless  there  had  been  a 
capital  execution.  In  the  case  of  those 
deliberate  murders  it  was,  in  his  opi- 
nion, impossible  to  dispense  with  capital 
punishment.  Coming  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  Friend  opposite,  he 
claimed  to  approach  it  with  the  greatest 
possible  desire  to  find  a  solution  of  the 
problem  by  means  suggested  by  the 
Amendment.  No  man  who  had  held  the 
Office  of  Home  Secretary  but  must  de- 
sire that  the  deciBion  in  these  cases 
should  be  removed,  if  it  could  be  safely 
done,  from  his  shoulders  to  those  of  the 
Judge  and  jury.    In  1882  he  examined 


this  question  as  carefully  as  he  could, 
with  a  view  and  with  the  desire  to  give 
efPect  to  the  Beport  of  the  Boyal  Com- 
mission of  1866,  and  he  drew  up  a 
Memorandum  with  the  object  of  giving 
effect  to  those  recommendations.  He 
desired,  at  any  rate,  to  give  effect  to  the 
spirit  of  the  recommendations  of  the 
Commission,  and  he  found  that  those 
views  had  been  accepted  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  his  Predeces- 
sor in  Office  in  1881.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  this  was  a  question  which  could  be 
approached  safely  without  any  chance 
of  any  considerable  difference  of  opinion 
in  Parliament  on  the  subject.  Accord- 
ingly, he  drew  up  a  Bill  for  the  purpose 
of  giving  effect  to  those  conclusions. 
The  Bill  proposed,  in  its  1st  clause, 
that  murder  should  be  of  two  degrees ; 
and,  in  the  2nd  clause,  it  was  pro- 
vided that  whosoever  should  unlawfully 
with  intent  to  kill  any  other  person 
cause  the  death  of  such  person  should 
be  guilty  of  murder  in  the  first  degree. 
It  also  provided  that  the  intent  to  kill 
should  be  presumed  from  doing  an  act 
or  omitting  to  do  any  act,  the  natural 
and  probable  consequences  of  which 
would  be  to  cause  death.  Then  the  in- 
tent to  kill  might  be  negatived  by  cir- 
cumstances which  might  be  proved  to 
exist,  and  there  must  be  that  control 
over  his  will  which  governed  an  ordi- 
nary man  in  his  action.  In  order  to 
constitute  the  crime  of  murder  in  the 
first  degree,  the  jury  must  expressly  find 
an  intent  to  kill.  Then  the  3rd  clause, 
which  embraced  all  other  murders,  made 
them  murders  in  the  second  degree,  and 
provided  that  they  should  be  punishable 
with  penal  servitude  for  life,  or  for  any 
less  term  as  the  Judge  might  see  fit. 
Then  the  Bill  provided  that  in  the  case 
of  murder  in  the  first  degree,  if  the 
Judge  was  of  opinion  that  the  sentence 
of  death  should  not  be  executed,  he 
might  pass  a  sentence  of  penal  servitude 
for  life,  or  any  less  term  as  he  might 
think  fit.  Those  were  the  main  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill  which  he  drew  up.  He 
then  took  the  opportunity  of  consulting 
with  persons  who  were  best  competent 
to  advise  him  in  this  matter.  Among 
others  he  consulted  Sir  George  Gbey,  Mr. 
Justice  Fitzjames  Stephen,  Mr.  Justice 
Hawkins,  and  most  of  the  Judges. 
He  was  bound  to  say  that  the  conclusion 
he  arrived  at  was  not  satisfactory  to  his 
mind.    No  man  should  take  the  respon- 
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eibility  ol  voting  on  this  subject  unless 
he  kad  tried  himself  to  frame  a  defini- 
tion on  the  subject  which  would  hold 
water.  He  tried  to  frame  a  definition ;  but 
he  found  that  it  was  not  satisfactory,  be- 
cause it  included  cases  which  ought  not 
to  be  included,  and  excluded  others  which 
ought  to  have  been  included.  He  de- 
voted many  weeks  of  conscientious  la- 
bour to  this  question,  and  he  abandoned 
the  attempt,  because  he  satisfied  himself 
that  the  thing  could  not  be  done,  as  he 
desired  it  to  be,  in  accordance  with  the 
Beport  of  the  Commission.  To  give  an 
example,  deliberate  premeditation  was 
considered  to  be  of  the  essence  of  murder, 
and  rightly  punishable  with  death. 
Among  the  most  premeditated,  the  most 
deliberately  premeditated,  murders  of 
modern  times,  which  the  merciful  spirit 
seldom  visited  with  death,  was  the  crime 
of  infanticide.  The  definition  of  murder 
laid  down  by  him  would  include  infanti- 
cide, and  that  illustrated  the  difficulty 
of  drawing  these  definitions.  When  he  set 
to  work  he  thought  there  would  be  little 
difficulty  in  drawing  definitions;  but  after 
consultation  with  Sir  George  Grey  and 
some  of  the  most  eminent  of  the  Judges 
he  gave  up  the  attempt.  As  things 
were  now,  very  great  care  was  taken  by 
Judges  and  juries  in  these  cases.  And, 
moreover,  there  was  now  an  interval  of 
about  three  weeks  between  sentence  and 
execution,  instead  of  24  hours,  as  in  for- 
mer days,  so  that  there  was  ample  time 
for  the  clemency  of  the  Crown  to  be  ex- 
ercised. Moreover,  every  care  was  taken 
that  whenever  reasonable  doubt  sur- 
rounded a  case  the  presumption  should 
be  in  favour  of  mercy.  For  these  rea- 
sons, although  he  had  every  disposition 
to  accept  the  principle  embodied  in  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  oppo- 
site, he  could  not  support  it ;  and,  for 
the  reason  he  had  previously  stated,  he 
could  not  support  the  Motion.  If  other 
persons  were  more  successful  than  he 
was  in  finding  definitions  which  were 
thoroughly  satisfactory,  he  should  then 
be  prepared  to  support  the  principle  of 
the  Amendment ;  but  he  could  not  sup- 
port any  general  Besolution  of  this  cha- 
racter, unless  he  could  see  dearly  that 
the  matter  could  be  properly  carried 
out.  With  regard  to  the  execution  of 
the  capital  sentence,  no  doubt  cases  had 
occurred  which  had  greatly  shocked  the 
public  sentiment  on  that  subject.  But 
he  failed  to  see  how  the  remedy  which 
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was  proposed  woxdd  cure  the  evils 
alluded  to.  There  W6is  no  person  hold- 
ing the  office  of  public  executioner ;  but 
anyone  might  be  employed  for  the  pur- 
pose of  carrying  out  the  sentence  of  the 
law  by  the  Sheriff.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  Sheriffs  of  London  and  Middlesex, 
being  responsible  for  the  executions  at 
Newgate,  had  been  in  the  habit  of  se- 
lecting a  person  to  carry  out  executions, 
and  their  choice  had  practically  been 
adopted  by  the  Sheriffs  throughout  the 
country.  When  a  vacancy  took  place  in 
this  office,  the  Sheriffs  of  London  re- 
ceived as  many  as  600  or  TOO  applica- 
tions ;  and  they  took  the  greatest  pains, 
no  doubt,  to  choose  the  best  person  they 
could  find  for  the  office.  He  did  not  see 
how  the  Government  could  do  better 
than  this.  The  more  respectable  classes 
of  the  community,  unless  they  were  very 
eccentric,  would  not  take  the  position  of 
an  executioner;  and  as  men  were  not 
bom  executioners,  the  best  men  that 
offered  must  be  taken.  He  did  not  see 
how  it  was  possible  for  the  Government 
to  make  a  better  choice  than  the  Sheriffs 
of  London  now  did.  He  might  remind 
the  House,  further,  that  it  was  an  old 
Constitutional  principle  that  the  execu- 
tion of  the  sentences  of  the  law  should 
not  be  in  the  Crown.  It  was  part  of  our 
ancient  system  of  local  government  in 
this  country,  and  the  execution  of  the 
sentences  of  the  law  were  still  vested  in 
the  Sheriffs.  No  doubt,  if  there  were 
reasons  for  departing  from  the  andent 
principle  and  adopting  a  new  system  it 
would  be  done,  and  the  old  doctrine 
would  not  be  allowed  to  stand  in  the 
way ;  but,  in  the  present  case,  he  did 
not  see  how  the  Government  would  be 
likely  to  appoint  a  better  man.  For  the 
reasons  he  had  previously  offered,  he 
was  unable  to  support  either  the  Motion 
or  the  Amendment. 

Sib  JOHN  GORST  (Chatham)8aid, 
he  thought  most  Members  of  the  Moose 
must  have  listened  to  the  speech  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  with  a  very 
great  feeling  of  disappointment.  Ot 
eourse,  nobody  expected  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  be  able  to  sup- 
port the  original  Motion.  Formerly  the 
abolition  of  capital  punishment  was  the 
burning  question ;  but  those  days  had 
passed  away,  and  many  who  some  vears 
affo  were  in  favour  of  the  total  abolition 
of  capital  punishment  had  changed  their 
views,  and  were  now  in  favour  of  limit* 
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ing  that  paniBlimeiit  to  a  small  and  well- 
defined  class  of  cases.  Theyast  majority 
of  the  Members  of  that  House  were  most 
anxious  to  see  the  punishment  of  death 
limited,  as  far  as  possible,  to  those  cases 
of  murder  in  which  the  general  public 
conscience  and  the  general  public  opinion 
admitted  the  application  of  the  penalty 
of  death  to  be  appropriate.  But  it  was 
believed  by  everybody  that,  according  to 
the  present  state  of  our  law,  there  was  a 
very  great  number  of  cases  in  which 
people  were  tried  for  murder  and  sen- 
tenced to  death,  and  in  which  no  person 
would  think  of  carrying  the  sentence  into 
execution.  It  was  not  desirable  that 
persons  should  be  sentenced  to  death  in 
cases  where  they  could  not  possibly  be 
executed.  Convictions  in  such  cases, 
and  the  necessity  there  was  for  the  Home 
Secretary  to  interfere  with  the  due  course 
of  law,  were  extremely  detrimental  to 
the  interests  of  public  justice.  There- 
fore there  was  a  general  desire  on  the 
part  of  all  persons  concerned  in  this 
question  that  the  definition  of  murder 
should,  if  possible,  be  so  limited  as  to 
apply  only  to  those  cases  in  which  death 
would  be  the  proper  and  appropriate 
punishment.  The  Boyal  Commission  of 
1866,  which  was  composed  of  lawyers 
and  statesmen  of  the  highest  eminence, 
recommended  that  such  an  alteration 
should  be  made  in  the  law ;  but  now,  20 
years  afterwards,  they  were  told  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  such 
an  amendment  of  the  law  was  practically 
impossible.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  find  a  solution  of  the  difficulty  if 
he  turned  to  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  for 
establishing  a  Criminal  Code  that  was 
introduced  in  that  House  many  years 
ago  by  the  late  Sir  John  Holker.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not  even 
hold  out  a  hope  that  better  provision 
would  be  made  in  future  for  the  carrying 
out  of  executions.  It  was  a  disgrace  to 
our  civilization  that  in  this  19th  century, 
when  all  were  agreed  that  the  sentence 
of  death  ought  to  be  carried  out  in  the 
most  decorous  and  humane  way  that  the 
resources  of  knowledge  and  science  could 
devise,  we  were  almost  the  only  nation 
in  the  world  which  left  the  carrying  out 
of  that  solemn  sentence  to  mere  hap- 
hazard, and  the  bungling  incapacity  of 
any   person  who   undertook  the  task. 

SThe  Chancellob  of   the  Exohsqubb 
issented.]      The    Chancellor    of    the 
Exchequer  shook  his  head;  but  there 


had  been  cases  where  the  High  Sheriffs 
of  counties  had  been  glad  to  lay  hold 
of  almost  anybody  who  would  under- 
take to  carry  out  the  sentence  of  the 
law.  Moreover,  there  had  been  cases 
in  recent  times  where  the  sentence 
had  been  carried  out  by  wholly  in- 
competent persons.  He  hoped  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  find 
it  possible  to  prevent  the  recurrence  of 
scandals  which  had  horrified  the  public, 
and  which,  if  repeated,  would  put  a  stop 
to  capital  punishment  altogether.  In 
conclusion,  he  expressed  a  hope  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  would  vote  for  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sheffield,  by  way  of  showing  the  desire 
they  cherished  in  regard  to  this  impor- 
tant subject. 

Mr.  E.  rider  cook  (West  Ham, 
N.)  said,  the  mode  of  inflicting  the 
death  penalty  which  prevailed  in  this 
country  was  very  barbarous.  It  was  a 
happy  augury  that  public  opinion  re- 
volted against  the  mode  of  inflicting 
death ;  and  he  hoped  that  was  a  presage 
that  the  time  would  come  when  public 
opinion  would  revolt  against  the  sen- 
tence of  death  itself.  There  were  other 
modes  of  taking  life  besides  the  bar- 
barous way  of  hanging  a  man  by  the 
neck  until  he  was  dead.  The  present 
method  of  putting  criminals  to  death  in 
these  days  of  anaesthetics  was  barbarous 
in  the  extreme ;  and  if  the  punishment 
was  to  be  inflicted  some  less  painful  and 
revolting  form  of  death  might  be  de- 
vised. He  hoped  that  even  in  the  most 
aggravated  cases  of  murder  it  would 
ultimately  become  unnecessary  to  take 
the  life  of  the  offender,  but  to  commit 
him  to  a  life-long  period  of  penal  servi- 
tude. He  hoped,  however,  that  his  hon. 
Friend  would  carry  his  Motion  to  a  divi- 
sion, and  to  a  successful  division. 

SiE  R.  A8SHET0N  CROSS  (Lan- 
cashire, S.W.,  Newton)  said,  he  agreed 
with  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
that,  so  long  as  the  punishment  re- 
mained, it  was  absolutely  necessary  that 
as  little  pain  as  possible  should  be  in- 
flicted. When  he  was  last  at  the  Home 
Office  he  appointed  a  Departmental  Com- 
mittee to  consider  how  that  could  best  be 
done,  and  had  called  the  most  eminent 
men  in  the  country  to  his  assistance. 
He  understood  that  the  Committee  had 
not  yet  reported;  but  he  was  assured 
that  they  saw  their  way  to  carry  out 
what  he  had  long  at  heart.     He  had 


Digitized  by 


Googl( 


787 


Death 


{COMMONS} 


PmaUy, 


788 


oome  to  the  conclusion  that,  if  properly 
carried  out,  hanging  involved  as  little 
pain  as  any  form  of  death.  Every  Se- 
cretary of  State  from  the  days  of  Sir 
Q-eorge  Gbey  had  pronounced  against 
the  advisability  of  making  the  execu- 
tioner an  officer  of  State,  and  in  favour 
of  holding  the  Sheriff  responsible.  As 
to  the  main  question,  he  believed  the 
death  punishment  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary in  order  to  deter  men  from  the 
crime  of  murder.  After  a  long  expe- 
rience at  the  Home  Office,  and  after 
careful  consideration  of  the  question,  he 
was  convinced  that  in  the  present  state 
of  society  it  would  not  be  safe  to  abo- 
lish capital  punishment,  which  was  the 
greatest  possible  deterrent  to  the  crime 
of  murder.  Still,  he  thought  it  should 
only  be  resorted  to  in  cases  of  murder 
with  malice  aforethought,  which  was  the 
most  aggravated  case  of  murder.  The 
Boyal  Commission  of  1866  recommended 
that  a  distinction  should  be  drawn  be- 
tween one  murder  and  another.  Sir 
George  Grey  was  Secretary  of  State  at 
the  time,  and  he  prepared  a  Bill  to 
carry  out  the  recommendation.  The 
Government  went  out,  and  Mr.  Walpole, 
who  succeeded  Sir  George  Grey  at  the 
Home  Office,  found  that  his  Predecessor's 
Bill  would  not  hold  water.  He  did  not 
despair  in  the  matter,  and  thought  that 
the  Committee  of  Judges  who  prepared 
the  Criminal  Code  could  satisfactorily 
deal  with  the  question.  He  should  cer- 
tainly render  all  the  assistance  he  could 
in  endeavouring  to  find  a  definition  of 
the  crime  of  murder  by  which,  at  all 
events,  the  operation  of  the  law  might 
be  confined  to  fewer  cases.  Though  he 
could  not,  therefore,  vote  for  the  aboli- 
tion of  the  death  punishment,  he  should 
vote  with  the  Mover  of  the  Amendment, 
which  he  believed  was  the  course  sug- 
gested should  be  adopted  by  the  Boyal 
Commission  and  the  Judges  who  had 
drawn  up  the  Criminal  Code. 

The  SECEETARY  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Chil- 
DERs)  (Edinburgh,  S.)  said,  that,  as  he 
had  only  held  his  present  Office  for  three 
months,  he  had  thought  it  better  that 
his  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  William  Har- 
court),  who  had  been  Home  Secretary 
for  five  years,  should  speak  first.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  and  himself  had  on  a 
former  occasion  expressed  an  opinion  in 
favour  of  the  abolition  of  capital  pimish- 
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ment;  but  on  a  reconsideration  of  the 
question  he  had  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  public  opinion  was  not  yet  ripe  for 
such  a  course,  and  that  it  would  not  now 
be  wise  or  safe  to  vote  for  the  Motion. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  "William  Har- 
court),  when  at  the  Home  Office,  de- 
voted a  considerable  portion  of  his  time 
to  the  collecting  of  information  from 
Judges  and  others  who  were  specially 
competent  to  give  advice  upon  this  ques- 
tion with  regard  to  the  dividing  of 
murder  and  manslaughter  cases  into 
three  categories,  and  he  did  not  see  his 
way  to  adopt  the  recommendation  of  the 
Boyal  Commission  upon  the  subject. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  R. 
Assheton  Cross)  who  spoke  last  was  in 
Office  as  Home  Secretary  for  seven 
years  after  the  Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission  was  presented,  but  did  not 
take  any  steps  with  the  view  of  adopting 
the  recommendation  of  the  Commission 
in  this  respect.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  also  been  in  Office  since  his 
right  hon.  Friend  had  collected  the  in- 
formation to  which  he  had  referred, 
which  information  formed  a  very  con- 
siderable fraction  of  the  Records  of  the 
Department,  and  yet  he  had  arrived  at 
no  decision  in  the  matter.  In  these  cir- 
cumstances, was  it  not  hazardous  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  now 
advise  the  House  in  a  single  sentence  to 
adopt  in  principle  what  in  practice  he 
was  unable  to  carry  out  ?  The  Qt)vern- 
ment  could  not  advise  the  House  to  ar- 
rive at  the  conclusion  at  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  wished  them  to  arrive, 
and  they  felt  it  to  be  their  duty  to  op- 
pose both  the  original  Motion  and  also 
the  Amendment. 

Sir  R.  assheton  CROSS  wished 
to  explain,  in  reference  to  the  remark  of 
the  Home  Secretary,  that  during  the 
seven  years  the  late  Conservative  Go- 
vernment were  in  Office  they  took  no 
steps  to  deal  with  the  recommendations 
of  the  Royal  Commission,  that  at  the 
desire  of  Sir  John  Holker,  then  Attor- 
ney General,  the  question  of  categories 
was  dealt  with  in  the  Criminal  Code 
Bill. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  there  was  no  reference 
in  the  Criminal  Code  Bill  to  three 
categories ;  it  had  no  connection  with 
that. 
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8m  JOHN  GORST  said,  that  the  de- 
finition of  murder  in  the  Oriminal  Oode 
Bill  corresponded  with  two  of  the  cate- 
gories recommended  by  the  Bojal  Oom- 
mission  of  1866. 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QIJEIt  said,  that  a  definition  of  murder 
oonld  not  correspond  to  two  categories. 

Sib  JOSEPH  PEASE  said  that,  as 
the  Amendment  was  said  to  be  imprac- 
ticable, he  would  suggest  that  the  House 
should  adopt  the  only  alternative,  which 
was  to  vote  for  his  Motion,  and  thus  get 
rid  of  the  whole  question  of  capital 
punishment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  63 ;  Noes 
117:  Majority  54. 


AYES. 


Abraham,  W.  (Glam.) 
Abraham,  W.  (Lime- 
rick, W.) 
AUiaon,  R.  A. 
Arch,  J. 
Armitage,  B. 
Atherley- Jones,  L. 
Biggar,  J.  G. 
Blake,  T. 
Blane,  A. 
Bradlaaffh,  C. 
Bright,  W.  L. 
Bnumer,  J.  T. 
Bnrt,T. 
Byrne,  G.  M. 
Campbell,  H. 
Chance,  P.  A. 
Connolly,  L. 
Conway,  M. 
Conyb^ure,  0.  A.  V. 
Cossham,  H. 
Craven,  J. 
Crawford,  W. 
Fenwick,  C. 
Gill,  T.  P. 
Goorley,  E.  T. 
Havden,  L.  P. 
Holden,  A. 
Holden,  I. 
Howell,  G. 
Hoyle,  I. 
lUingworth,  A. 
Jordan,  J. 
Kelly,  B. 


tane,  W.  J. 
Leahy,  J. 
Leioeeter,  J. 
Mather,  W. 
Morgan,  O.  V. 
Nolim.  J. 
O'Brien,  W. 
O'Doherty,  Dr.  K.  I. 
O'Hanlon,  T. 
Paget,  T.  T. 
Pease,  H.  F. 
Pilkington,  G.  A. 
Power,  P.  J. 
Bedmond,  J.  B. 
Richard,  H. 
Richardson,  T. 
Robson,  W.  S. 
Roe,  T. 
RuBseU,  £.  R. 
Sheehan,  J.  D. 
Shirley,  W.  8. 
Stack,  J. 
Storey,  S. 
Swinburne,  Sir  J. 
Tanner,  C.  K. 
Watson,  T. 
Williams.  J.  C. 
Wilson,  H.  J. 
Wilson,  I. 
Wilson,  J.  (Durham) 

TSLLBKS. 

Cook,  £.  R. 
Pease,  Sir  J.  W. 


Adand,  A.  H.  D. 
Acland,  C.  T.  D. 
Agg-Gardner,  J.  T. 
Men,  H.  G. 
Allen,  W.  S. 
Asher,  A. 

Balfour,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Balfour,  G.  W. 
Barnes,  A. 


NOES. 

Baumann,  A.  A. 
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Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

VALUATION  OF  REAL  PROPERTY. 
BE80LUTI0N. 

Mb.  DUOKHAM(Herefordsliire,Leo- 
minster) :  Mr.  Speaker,  the  question  to 
which  I  wish  to  draw  the  attention  of 
the  House  is  one  of  very  great  import- 
ance to  the  ratepayers  of  this  country, 


uigiiized  by 


Google 


791 


Vahation  of 


{COMMONS} 


Beal  FropMiy, 


793 


embracing,  as  it  does,  the  necessity  of 
passing  a  comprehensive  measure  for 
the  valuation  of  real  property  for  the 
purposes  of  Imperial  and  local  taxation. 
One  of  the  first  questions  which  the 
Chambers  of  Agriculture  took  up  was 
that  of  the  rating  of  metallic  mines, 
woods,  and  plantations ;  and  one  of  the 
first  Acts  passed,  for  which  the  Chambers 
of  Agricidture  pressed,  was  an  Act  for 
that  purpose.  The  Acts  25  &  26  Viet. 
and  27  &  28  Vict  were  professedly 
framed  for  the  uniform  rating  of  real 
property  liable  to  be  assessed  for  the  re- 
lief of  the  poor.  In  1884  I  obtained  a 
Beturn  of  lands  that  were  entirely  out 
of  occupation,  and  that  Eeturu  showed 
that  in  1881-2  99,521  acres  were  un- 
occupied, and  in  1882-3  the  acreage  was 
reduced  to  51,617  acres  that  were  void 
and  allowed  to  go  to  waste,  and  were 
consequently  relieved  from  both  Impe- 
rial and  local  taxation.  The  Income 
Tax  returned,  in  the  first  of  the  periods 
mentioned,  amounted  to  £2,328 19«.  lOd,, 
and  in  1882-3  to  £1,374  13«.  8d.  The 
local  rates  also  suffered.  The  poor  rates 
and  other  rates  chargeable  upon  that 
property  would  have  been  considerably 
in  excess  of  these  sums.  Therefore,  the 
result  of  allowing  that  land  to  get  into 
that  condition  was  to  place  an  increased 
burden  upon  the  surrounding  property. 
The  same  policy  is  still  carried  on,  I  am 
sorry  to  say,  for  only  last  Saturday  I 
heard  of  an  estate  which  was  included 
in  the  Eeturn  of  1884  being  still  in  the 
same  disgraceful  state,  the  herbage 
having  been  allowed  year  after  year  to 
grow  up  and  rot  down.  The  proprietor 
— a  wealthy  man — whose  previous  ten- 
ant was  ruined  by  an  excessive  rent,  re- 
peatedly refused  to  let  the  land  at  a  rent 
which  a  tenant  could  afford  to  pay.  The 
disgraceful  state  of  such  property  should, 
I  think,  form  a  matter  for  the  serious 
consideration  of  the  Head  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  and  of  Her  Majesty's 
Gbvernment  generally.  It  is  abomi- 
nable that  any  landed  proprietor  should 
allow  the  grass  on  hie  land  to  grow  up, 
fall  down,  and  rot  upon  the  ground  with- 
out being  utilized  for  the  benefit  of  the 
people  of  the  country,  while  so  many 
millions  of  moaey  are  being  sent  abroad 
to  obtain  food  to  supply  the  wants  of 
the  people.  The  principle  laid  down  by 
the  6  &  7  JVtll.  IV.  c.  96  is  that  no  rate 
shall  be  of  any  foroe  which  shall  not  be 
made  upon  an  estimate  of  the  net  annual 
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value  of  the  several  hereditaments  rated 
thereunto— that  is  to  say,  of  the  rent  at 
which  the  same  might  reasonably  be 
expected  to  be  let  from  year  to  year. 
If  that  provision  of  the  Act  were  carried 
out,  this  wealthy  proprietor  would  not 
escape  the  payment  justly  due  to  the 
rates  of  his  district.  There  is  another 
little  grievance,  although  it  is  but  a 
small  one.  Formerly,  when  that  Act 
was  passed  for  rating  real  property,  it 
applied  to  parochial  rating.  We  have 
now  adopted  a  system  of  Union  or  dis- 
trict rating,  and  not  parochial  rating. 
The  Union  Ohargeability  Act  for  the  re- 
lief of  the  poor,  and  the  district  rating 
for  the  highways,  bring  all  the  property 
in  the  different  parishes  under  the  same 
head.  Yet  if  a  man  occupies  a  farm, 
with  a  small  rivulet  running  through  it, 
which  places  one-half  in  one  parish,  and 
the  other  half  in  another,  he  has  to  pay 
in  excess  upon  that  portion  which  has  no 
buildings  upon  it.  Five  per  cent  being 
allowed  on  that  part  upon  which 
there  are  no  buildings,  and  10  per 
cent  upon  the  rest,  although  it  is  all 
part  of  the  same  farm ;  whereas  if  it  was 
all  in  one  parish  10  per  cent  would  be 
allowed  upon  the  whole.  These  may  be 
looked  upon  as  trivial  matters;  but 
when  the  authorities  are  preparing — and 
we  hope  to  see  before  long  a  good  Valua- 
tion and  County  Government  Bill — I 
trust  that  we  shall  have  these  inequali- 
ties and  grievances  redressed.  As  I 
have  said,  one  of  the  first  objects  of  the 
Chambers  of  Agriculture  was  to  obtain 
power  to  rate  metallic  mines,  woods,  and 
plantations.  The  Act  for  carrying  out 
that  object  was  passed  in  1874.  I^- 
viously,  underwood  was  rated  at  its 
value  as  underwood ;  but  the  heavy 
timber  in  the  woods  was  not  rateable, 
yet,  when  felled  and  removed,  it  does 
serious  damage  to  the  roads ;  but  now, 
on  appeal,  the  proprietor  is  able  to  ob- 
tain a  reduction  of  50  per  cent  in  the 
rate,  seeing  that  the  land  is  to  be  as- 
sessed at  its  value  in  an  unimproved 
state,  on  the  supposition  that  everything 
has  been  cut  down  and  carried  away. 
Therefore,  instead  of  getting  some  little 
assistance  towards  the  rates  from  what 
we  all  felt  to  be  a  most  valuable  pro- 
perty, we  get  nothing  whatever  towards 
the  rates ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  that 
which  was  formerly  rated  at  its  value  as 
underwood  pays  upon  a  reduction  of 
about  50  per  oent.    Hedge-row  timber 
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frequently  seriously  reduces  the  value 
of  cultivated  land.  In  one  instance,  I 
happen  to  know  that  a  neighbour  of  mine 
offered  to  pay  his  landlord  10«.  more  per 
acre  for  his  farm  if  he  would  consent  to 
fell  the  hedge-row  timber ;  but  the  land- 
lord refused.  The  principle  advocated 
by  the  Chambers  of  Agriculture  was  that 
no  land  should  be  rated  at  less  than  the 
value  of  the  surrounding  land  of  the 
same  class.  Then,  again,  a  large  por- 
tion of  the  landed  properties  in  the 
country  are  overrun  with  game.  That 
is  not  80  much  the  case  now  as  it  was 
before  the  Hares  and  Babbits  Bill  was 
passed ;  but  it  now  has  a  material  effect 
upon  the  annual  value  of  the  property. 
The  principle  adopted  by  the  Assessment 
Committees  is  that  the  rating  should 
be  imposed  in  accordance  with  what  the 
land  is  rented  at.  Therefore,  the  rent 
of  farms  which  are  overrun  by  game 
being  reduced,  the  rates  are  also  re- 
duced, and  an  additional  burden  is 
? laced  upon  the  surrounding  property, 
n  my  county  the  rating  of  wooas  has 
long  been  a  burning  question  among 
the  ratepayers  of  the  different  Unions. 
In  the  county  of  Hereford  there  are 
some  38,000  acres  of  woodlands  in  an 
area  of  some  500,000  acres.  Therefore, 
these  are  most  serious  questions.  In 
one  Union  the  Assessment  Committee 
valued  418  acres  of  woodlands  at 
£186  10«.  The  rate  was  appealed 
against.  The  Chairman  of  the  Assess- 
ment Committee  was  also  the  Chairman 
of  Special  Sessions  and  Quarter  Ses- 
sions, and  he  was  a  consenting  party  to 
the  making  of  the  rate.  Nevertheless, 
when  the  appeal  came  before  him  at 
Special  Sessions  the  assessment  was 
reduced  to  £57  10«.,  being  about  2«.  lOt/. 
per  acre.  The  Assessment  Committee 
felt  much  aggrieved  at  the  decision,  and 
regarded  it  as  unjust.  They,  therefore, 
employed  a  competent  surveyor  to  assess 
the  property;  his  valuation  was  £  1 54  1 0«., 
with  which  they  then  assessed  it.  An 
appeal  was  made  to  Quarter  Sessions, 
and  it  was  then  rated  at  £79  I6«.  6 J., 
or  little  more  than  one-half  the  amount 
the  Assessment  Committee  placed  upon 
it,  and  amounting  only  to  3«.  9|(^.  per 
acre.  Now,  that  land,  if  it  was  divested 
of  timber  and  cultivated,  would  be  worth 
at  least  four  times  the  amount  at  which 
it  is  now  rated.  Thefre  are  large  quan- 
tities of  wood  in  the  same  Union  which 
»re  oow  rated  at  14«.  an  acre,  and  yet 


this  property  is  assessed  at  only  d«  .9}e?., 
although  a  good  portion  of  the  land 
covered  by  the  timber  is  near  the  man- 
sion, and  consists  of  plantations,  orna- 
mental around,  belts,  and  clumps  of 
trees.  To  show  the  feeling  that  this 
mode  of  assessment  has  excited,  I  will, 
with  your  permission,reada  passage  from 
a  letter  which  I  hold  in  my  hand  from 
a  ratepayer  of  the  district.     He  says — 

<*  Onr  recent  ratiog  appeals  have  brought 
before  me  very  strongly  the  injuBtice  and  un- 
fairness of  the  present  law,  even  when  carried 
out  fairly ;  and,  of  course,  that  injustice  is 
greatly  intensified  when  the  Act  is  not  fairly 
oarried  out.  Previously  to  the  last  year,  I  think, 
the  woods  in  this  Union  have  been  pretty  fairly 
assessed  according  to  the  present  Act.** 

The  writer  proceeds  to  say — 

''As  the  law  at  present  stands,  whether  the 
Assessment  Committee  appeal  to  Special  Sessions 
or  Quarter  Sessions,  they  have  to  go  before  one 
class  of  Judges— namely.  Magistrates,  who  are 
chiefly  landed  proprietors,  and  who,  while  being 
also  .fudges,  have  a  right,  which  you  will  see  in 
the  case  before  us  was  exercised,  to  attend  and 
practicalW^  prevent  an  appeal  from  their  de- 
cision. When  this  case  was  before  the  Quarter 
Sessions  at  Hereford,  Mr.  W.  H.  Ck>oke,  Q.O., 
intimated  that  the  Assessment  Committee  were 
liable  to  be  indicted  for  conspiracy  for  having 
obtained  new  valuations  of  the  woods  after  the 
decision  of  Special  Sessions ;  and,  as  you  will 
see,  Sir  Richard  Harington  practically  repeated 
the  threat  at  a  meeting  of  Guardians.^' 

It  certainly  will  appear  somewhat  singu- 
lar that  an  Assessment  Committee 
appointed  under  an  Act  of  Parliament 
for  levying  rates  being  threatened  with 
indictment  for  conspiracy,  because,  in 
the  exercise  of  their  duty,  they,  feeling 
that  injustice  had  been  done  by  the 
Justices  in  the  Special  Sessions  after 
having  called  to  their  assistance  a  quali- 
fied surveyor  to  value,  presumed  to  ap- 
peal. Well,  Sir,  in  the  Report  of  the  As- 
sessment Committee  upon  the  decision  of 
the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  they  say — 

"There  appears  to  be  a  larger  quantity  of 
ashbed  than  was  accounted  for  to  the  Committee. 
418  acres  was  the  quantity  accounted  for  and 
rated,  but  there  appears  to  be  50  or  60  acres  of 
land  not  rated  at  all.*' 

This  Report  goes  on  to  say — 

**The  value  put  by  the  Court  of  Quarter 
Sessions  upon  the  appellant's  woods  and  lands 
is,  in  the  opinion  of  your  Committee,  too  low. 
Your  Committee  would,  therefore,  recommend 
that,  in  order  to  place  the  matter  upon  a  proper 
footing  and  to  insure  that  the  appellant  should 
be  rated  in  comparison  with  other  ratepayers  in 
the  Union,  the  whole  of  the  appellant's  lands 
and  woods  in  the  parishes  appealed  against 
should  be  scheduled  and  valued  by  some  com- 
petent and  independent  person  or  persons," 
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Farther  oq  the  Vice  Ohairman  said— 

'*  He  thoaght  that  the  incidenoe  of  the  rates 
should  be  fairly  and  properly  treated,  and  a 
rich  man,  because  he  happened  to  have  land  in 
his  possession,  riiouldnot  have  it  assessed  at  a 
nominal  sum.  The  woods  throughout  the  Union 
were  rated,  on  an  average,  at  14«.  per  acre,  and  it 
was  manifestly  unjust  to  single  out  one  gentle- 
man and  assess  the  virgin  soil  of  Herefordshire 
at  3».  or  4».  per  acre." 

Allow  me,  Sir,  to  make  another  little 
extract  from  the  same  Paper,  and  to 
quote  the  language  of  the  Ohairman,  who 
was,  as  I  have  said  before,  also  Chair- 
man of  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions, 
Chairman  of  the  Special  Sessions,  and 
Chairman  of  the  Assessment  Committee 
under  whom  all  of  these  different  valua- 
tions were  made.  This  gentleman  said — 
"  With  regard  to  the  rateable  value  of  the 
land  in  question,  members  of  the  Assessment 
Committee  would  not  forget  that  land  with 
timber  growing  upon  it  had,  by  a  special  pro- 
vision, to  be  assessed  at  its  unimproved  value." 

That  is  the  manner  in  which,  under  the 
Act  of  1874,  the  rateable  value  is  to  be 
assessed  by  the  Court.  The  effect  of 
this  system  of  procedure  is  this.  The 
Guardians  have  strongly  protested 
against  the  result  of  the  appeals ;  and 
as  those  who  attempted  to  amend  the 
valuation  list  were  threatened  with  an 
indictment  for  conspiracy,  the  newly- 
elected  Guardians  have  refused  to  act 
upon  the  Assessment  Committee.  Turn- 
ing from  the  Bromyard  to  the  Newent 
Union,  I  have  here  a  letter  from  a  tenant 
farmer,  who  informs  me  that  a  few  years 
ago  he  took  a  farm  at  a  rental  of  £270 
a-year,  but  that  the  Assessment  Com- 
mittee in  thatXJnion  assessed  him  at  £365. 
He  writes  of  the  farm  he  occupies  as — 

<*  Some  of  the  poorest  arable  land  in  the 
county,  which,  during  the  past  three  years,  has 
not  paid  the  cost  of  cultivation ;  whereas  in  the 
Bromyard  case  the  appellant,  a  country  gentle- 
man, a  man  of  w^th  and  position  and  in- 
fluence, obtains  in  all  cases  the  full  reduction 
asked  for,  and  gets  the  whole  of  his  costs, whilst 
I  have  to  pay  the  full  costs  myself,  £200.  I 
paid  last  year  two  rates,  one  at  U.  Ad,  and 
the  other  at  la.  6d,  in  the  pound,  a  sum  of 
j613  9«.  2d.  more  than  if  I  had  been  rated  at  the 
actual  gross  rent." 

Now,  he  had  appealed  to  the  Assess- 
ment Committee,  then  to  the  Special 
Sessions,  and  lastly  to  the  Quarter  Ses- 
sions, with  the  result  he  had  named. 
He  took  the  land  when,  in  consequence 
of  the  depressed  times,  it  was  lying  idle, 
and  had  been  advertised  to  let  for  some 
weeks.  He  took  it  at  the  highest  rent 
that  could  be  obtained ;  but  the  Assess- 
ment Committee  placed  the  value  at  35 
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per  cent  more  than  the  rent  he  has  to 
pay.  The  injustice  with  which  he  has 
oeen  treated  has  created  a  strong  feel- 
ing of  discontent  not  only  in  his  mind, 
but  in  the  minds  of  other  people.  Four 
or  five  very  excellent  men  of  business — 
men  of  judgment,  and  well  qualified  to 
give  evidence  of  the  value  of  the  farm, 
gave  evidence  before  the  Quarter  Ses- 
sions ;  but  their  evidence  was  of  no 
avail.  The  person  whom  the  Assessment 
Committee  had  themselves  employed  to 
value  the  land  was  present  in  Court; 
but  the  Assessment  Committee  were 
afraid  to  call  him,  because  he,  like  the 
tenant's  valuers,  had  placed  a  less  value 
upon  it.  Turning  from  that  Union,  I 
come  to  the  one  in  which  I  live  myself, 
and  there  an  arbitrary  rule  is  laid  down 
that  rent  shall  be  taken  as  the  value  by 
the  Assessment  Committee.  The  men 
who  hold  under  liberal  landlords  are,  in 
these  times  of  severe  depression,  able  to 
obtain  a  great  reduction  in  their  rent ; 
but  the  men  who  hold  under  needy  land- 
lords are  unable  to  get  such  an  advan- 
tage; and,  in  addition  to  paying  ex- 
cessive rent,  they  have  also  to  bear  an 
undue  proportion  of  the  rates.  I  have 
shown  that  one  Union  adopts  rent  as 
the  basis;  another  Union  sets  rent 
at  defiance;  whereas  all  should  be 
treated  alike,  in  order  that  they  may 
pay  upon  a  uniform  and  equitable 
basis.  This  is  a  serious  matter,  and  one 
which  ought  to  be  carefully  considered 
by  the  Government  when  preparing  a 
County  Government  Bill.  There  are 
many  expenses  incurred  by  the  pro- 
prietors of  land  in  erecting  buildings 
and  making  drains,  and  in  effecting 
other  improvements,  and  vet  no  allow- 
ance is  made  for  these  things  from  the 
Property  Tax.  It  is  surely  right  that 
when  a  landlord  expends  heavy  sums  in 

Eermanent  improvements  that  he  should 
e  allowed  an  abatement,  and  not  have 
to  pay  Income  Tax  when  he  does  not 
receive  any  rent,  but  is  put  to  consider- 
able expense  in  erecting  what  is  re- 
quisite for  the  use  of  the  holding,  and 
which  does  increase  the  annual  vcuue  of 
the  holding  afterwards.  I  hope  I  have 
said  sufficient  to  show  that  there  are  in- 
equalities which  amount  to  gross  in- 
justice existing  in  our  system,  and  that 
there  is  room  for  a  full  and  comprehen- 
sive measure  of  relief.  I  beg  to  move  the 
Besolution  which  stands  in  my  name. 

Mb.    HOWELL    (Bethnal    Green, 
N.E.),  in  seconding  the  Motion,  said 
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tliat  it  was  noticeable  as  regarded  taxa- 
tion that  the  poorer  the  property  the 
more  heavily  was  it  taxed.  There  were 
many  descriptions  of  property  which  at 
the  present  time  escaped  taxation  alto- 
gether. The  value  of  the  land  of  this 
country  had  greatly  increased,  and  one 
of  the  ablest  statisticians  estimated  the 
present  value  of  landed  property  at 
something  like  £2,000,000,000  sterling. 
He  would  like  to  get  a  Beturn  of  the 
proportion  paid  by  these  £2,000,000,000 
towards  the  Impsrial  and  local  taxes  of 
the  country.  It  was  also  said  that 
£10,000,000  sterling  annually  went  into 
the  pockets  of  landowners  in  the  shape 
of  rents  and  royalties  from  mines.  He 
would  like  to  know  how  much  these  paid  ? 
Then,  as  to  ground-rents,  he  did  not  see 
why  they  should  be  exempted.  It  was  the 
greatest  possible  anomaly  that  ground- 
rents  should  not  be  subject  at  all  to 
local  taxation.  In  the  Mid  Lothian 
Manifesto  it  was  held  out  to  the  nation 
that  local  government,  which  would 
afford  the  means  of  remedying  all 
these  matters,  would  be  dealt  with 
in  the  present  Parliament.  He  sin- 
cerely trusted  that  that  pledge  would 
be  redeemed,  and  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  bring  in  a  measure  on  the 
subject. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  a  comprehensive  measare  for  rege- 
lating the  valuation  of  property  for  the  pur- 
poses of  Imperial  and  Local  Taxation  is  essen- 
tially necessary.'*— (Ifr.  Dttekham.) 

Mr.  GREGOET  (Sussex,  East  Grin- 
stead)  said,  he  objected  to  being  asked 
to  deal  with  so  important  a  subject  on  an 
abstract  Besolution ;  but  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Duckham)  who  had  brought  for- 
ward this  Motion  was  justified  in  calling 
attention  to  it,  because  there  was  no  one 
who  did  not  feel  that  the  question  of  the 
assessment  of  property  was  not  on  a 
satisfactory  footing.  There  were  two 
systems,  one  for  Imperial  and  one  for 
local  purposes,  and  the  local  assessments 
were  again  divided  into  rural  and  urban. 
There  was  no  great  principle  by  which 
these  assessments  could  be  regulated 
except  that  laid  down  by  the  Courts — 
that  the  value  of  the  property  was  what 
a  solvent  tenant  would  pay  for  it.  That 
was  a  rough  and  ready  method  of  find- 
ing the  value,  and  nothing  more.  But 
he  was  afraid  that,  whatever  principle 
might  be  laid  down,  it  would  still  come 


to  this — ^that  valuation  was  a  matter  of 
opinion.  For  his  part,  he  doubted  very 
much  whether  any  hroad  general  prin- 
ciple could  be  laid  down  upon  which 
assessments  were  to  be  made.  It  seemed 
to  him,  however,  that  the  direction  in 
which  they  could  satisfactorily  go  would 
be  to  constitute  some  better  and  more 
efficient  Court  of  Assessment,  some  more 
satisfactory  tribunal  for  deciding  assess- 
ments, than  existed  at  present;  and  if 
the  question  was  to  be  dealt  with  in  a 
large  and  comprehensive  spirit,  it  would 
necessarily  involve  the  equalization  of 
the  burdens  between  real  and  personal 
property,  for  which  they  had  contended 
for  so  many  years  on  his  side  of  the 
House. 

The  president  op  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Stans- 
feld)  (Halifax)  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  always 
spoke  with  authority  on  this  subject; 
but  he  could  not  agree  with  him  that  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hereford 
(Mr.  Duckham)  did  not  go  in  the  right 
airection  in  this  matter.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber seemed  to  think  that  it  would  be 
impossible    to    lay   down    any  general 

Principle  for  dealing  with  assessments, 
t  seemed  to  him,  however,  that  it  was 
impossible  to  deny  that  a  comprehensive 
measure  for  the  purpose  of  assimilating 
the  assessments  for  the  purpose  of  Im- 
perial and  local  taxation  was  absolutely 
essential  and  necessary.  He  had  him- 
self introduced  a  Rating  Bill  in  1873. 
If  the  fates  willed  it  he  should  be 
glad  to  repeat  the  experiment  of  1873. 
The  Bill  was  thrown  out  in  the  House 
of  Lords,  but  was,  in  a  practically 
unchanged  form,  passed  in  1874  by 
his  Successor  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  North  Hants  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth). 
That  Act  determined  the  classes  of  pro- 
perty to  be  rated,  and  to  a  certain  extent 
the  method  of  valuation  to  be  followed. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Herefordshire  had 
pointed  out  defects  of  which  he  was  not 
disposed  to  deny  the  existence.  But  the 
Bill  was  closely  discussed,  clause  by 
clause,  and  line  by  line,  by  men  who, 
with  their  experience  of  their  own 
estates,  knew  much  more  of  the  subject 
than  he  did  himself.  His  hon.  Friend 
had  pointed  out  defects  in  the  4th  section 
of  the  Act,  which  dealt  with  the  assess- 
ment of  plantations  and  woods.  It  was 
very  likely  that  the  experience  of  13  or 
14  years  bad  revealed  defects  which  it 
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was  impossible  to  foresee  at  the  time.  It 
was  said  that  Unions  were  in  some  cases 
disposed  to  regard  the  interests  of  pro- 

frietors  rather  than  of  the  community, 
t  had  been  thought  that  the  Assessment 
Committees  would  regard  the  interests 
of  the  parish  rather  than  of  individuals ; 
but  if  that  partiality  were  displayed,  no 
doubt  a  legislative  remedy  ought  to  be 
applied.  He  should  be  happy,  if  oppor- 
tunity were  afforded  him,  to  deal  with 
those  questions,  and  also  with  the  much 
larger  question  of  local  government 
P^enerally.  No  doubt  there  were  defects 
in  methods  of  valuation  ;  but  in  187*^  it 
was  thought  wiser,  and  it  was  wiser,  as 
a  general  rule,  to  go  upon  the  broad 
principle  of  what  a  hypothetical  tenant 
would  pay,  and  leave  the  Assessment 
Committees  to  work  the  question  out.  It 
might  be  now  that  they  could  go  a  step 
further.  Two  or  three  methods  had  been 
suggested  of  ascertaining  the  valuation 
of  mines,  and  other  suggestions  might  be 
made  with  regard  to  property  of  other 
kinds.  No  doubt,  also,  the  machinery 
of  assessment  required  some  change. 
Those  were  sensible  provisions  which 
made  the  Assessment  Committees  the 
primary  Assessing  Bodies,  subject  to 
appeals  to  the  Petty  and  Quarter  Ses- 
sions. But  there  were  difficulties  in  the 
course  pursued  with  respect  to  different 
properties  in  different  Unions.  It  was 
desirable,  not  only  in  the  interest  of  local, 
but  also  of  Imperial  taxation,  that  these 
differences  should  be  done  away  with. 
In  1869  a  Valuation  Act  was  passed  for 
the  Metropolis;  and  in  another  Bill — 
a  Valuation  Bill — which  he  had  also 
brought  in  in  1873,  he  had  followed  the 
lines  of  that  Act.  He  thought  the  only 
way  of  settling  this  question  with  regard 
to  Imperial  taxation  was  to  introduce 
the  surveyor  of  taxes.  But  he  found 
that  there  was  considerable  jealousy  of 
that  proceeding  in  the  Union  and  other 
County  Authorities.  It  wm,  however, 
impossible  to  secure  uniformity  of  valua- 
tion, not  only  as  between  Union  and 
Union,  but  also  between  county  and 
county,  for  the  purpose  of  local  and 
Imperial  taxation,  unless  some  autho- 
rity intervened  which  represented  the 
country  as  a  whole. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  said,  he 
thought  there  was  a  general  concurrence 
of  opinion  that  the  present  law  of  assess- 
ment was  unsatisfactory,  and  also  that 
perhaps   no   system    could  be   devised 
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which  would  be  entirely  satisfactory  to 
everybody.  He  thought  they  might  like- 
wise gather  ^m  the  remarks  of  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  (Mr.  Stansfeld) 
that  the  state  of  things  at  which  we  had 
arrived  imposed  upon  us  a  special  diffi- 
culty in  reg^ard  to  this  question.  It  was 
pretty  certain  that,  whatever  course  was 
taken  to  amend  the  law  of  assessment, 
the  lines  of  the  Metropolis  Valuation 
Act  must  be,  to  a  certain  extent,  followed. 
The  main  purposes  of  that  Act,  accord- 
ing to  its  Preamble,  were  to  provide  a 
common  basis  of  value  for  the  purposes 
of  government  and  local  taxation,  and  to 
promote  uniformity  of  rating  property  in 
the  Metropolis.  Those,  however,  who 
had  followed  the  history  of  this  matter 
must  be  aware  that  the  passing  of  that 
measure  had  increased  the  difficulties 
which  Parliament  must  encounter  in 
dealing  with  the  subject  in  the  country 
as  a  whole.  There  were  two  tendencies 
in  reference  to  assessment.  G-enerally 
speaking,  the  Assessing  Bodies  for  local 
purposes  desired  to  make  assessment  as 
high  as  possible ;  but  for  Imperial  pur- 
poses the  desire  was  to  make  it  as  low 
as  possible.  The  result  of  the  conflict 
of  these  two  ideas  in  the  Metropolis  had 
been  to  raise  the  valuation  for  Imperial 
purposes  above  its  average  in  the  coun- 
try ;  and  consequently  there  was  a  dis- 
position on  the  part  of  those  who  repre- 
sented the  country  outside  the  Metropolis 
not  to  encourage  the  extension  of  the 
system  which  was  the  basis  of  the  Me- 
tropolis Valuation  Act.  In  the  Metro- 
polis that  subject  presented  less  diffi- 
culty, and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
indicated  perhaps  the  only  mode  of  deal- 
ing with  the  case  in  the  country  gene- 
rally— namely,  by  the  importation  of  the 
surveyor  of  taxes-  He  hoped  that,  in 
any  measure  applicable  to  the  whole 
country,  care  would  be  taken  to  de^ 
with  the  defects  in  the  Metropolitan  Act. 
As  an  instance  of  points  requiring  at- 
tention, he  might  refer  to  that  of  appeals 
to  the  Assessment  Committee.  In  some 
parts  of  the  Metropolis  sufficient  no- 
tice was  not  given  of  the  time  when 
appeals  to  the  Assessment  Committee 
would  come  on  for  hearing,  the  conse- 
quence being  that  many  persons  were 
obliged  to  submit  to  an  unfair  assess- 
ment '  or  else  appeal,  at  much  greater 
cost,  to  the  Quarter  Sessions.  He  trusted 
that  whenever  a  general  system  was 
brought  forward  for  the  whole  country 
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the  machinery  of  the  Metropolis  Valua- 
tion Act  would  be  carefully  overhauled. 

Besolution  agreed  to, 

INCOME  TAX.— RESOLUTION. 

Mb.  BAETLEY  (Islington,  N.),  in 
rising  to  call  attention  to  the  way  in 
which  Income  Tax  was  levied ;  and  to 
move — 

"That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  way  in  which  Income  Tax  is 
leried,  especially  on  unlet  property,  on  par- 
tially let  property,  on  property  rated  above  its 
present  letting  value,  on  the  investments  of 
Insurance  Companies,  Savings  and  other  Banks, 
and  other  oases  in  which  Income  Tax  is  claimed 
on  more  than  the  income  actually  received," 

said,  he  wished  to  remind  the  House  of 
a  few  instances  in  which  excessive  hard- 
ship was  inflicted  upon  those  who  had 
to  pay  Income  Tax  on  larger  sums  than 
they  were  really  earning.  The  real 
crux  of  this  point  was  the  payment  of 
the  collectors  and  assistant  commis- 
sioners by  a  system  of  poundage.  In 
all  the  Associations  which  were  growing 
up  for  the  reform  and  better  adminis- 
tration of  the  Income  Tax.  the  first 
principle  laid  down  was  that  the  pound- 
age system  should  be  done  away  with. 
The  way  in  which  the  Income  Tax  was 
assessed  led  to  serious  anomalies  and 
excesses.  Since  he  introduced  the  sub- 
ject in  the  debate  on  the  Customs  and 
Inland  Bevenue  Bill  he  had  received 
many  letters  thanking  him  for  having 
called  attention  to  the  excessive  pay- 
ments which  in  various  instances  people 
had  to  make.  In  one  case  a  man 
was  called  on  to  pay  Income  Tax 
on  £3,000  a-year  profit,  when  at  the 
end  of  the  year  ^  he  was  a  bankrupt. 
In  another  case  a*  man  who  had  earned 
only  £8  profit  for  three  years  was  re- 
quired to  pay  on  £60  a-year.  In  an- 
other more  startling  case  he  had  been 
shown  the  accounts  of  a  Company  which, 
though  losing  £20,000  a-year  for  some 
years,  was  paying  Income  Tax  on 
£12,000  a-year  profit.  There  was  an- 
other class  of  injustice— small  doctors 
who  were  paid  salaries  by  Boards  of 
Guardians  for  attending  to  the  poor, 
and  also  a  certain  amount  of  extra  fees, 
were  made  to  pay  on  the  full  amount  of 
their  earnings,  and  had  no  allowance 
made  to  them  for  expenditure  on  drugs 
and  other  necessaries  of  their  Profession, 
and  which  came  out  of  their  income. 
Again,  as  to  depf  eciation  of  profit,  if 
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a  man  purchased  a  patent,  say,  for 
£10,000,  if  it  brought  in  an  income  of 
£1,000  a-year  he  was  required  to  pay 
Income  Tax  on  that  sum,  though  the 
patent  might  terminate  at  the  end  of  10 
years.  Then  there  was  the  uncertainty 
of  the  law  on  this  subject,  rendering  it 
highlv  important  that  there  should  be  a 
complete  investigation.  He  was  con- 
nected with  an  Institution  which  had 
been  ^oing  on  for  15  years.  During 
that  time  there  had  been  three  sur- 
veyors of  taxes  with  whom  the  Com- 
pany had  been  concerned.  The  first 
surveyor  thought  that  depreciation,  whe- 
ther on  their  leases  or  on  their  furni- 
ture, was  not  to  be  considered  as  income, 
and  allowed  them  to  deduct  it  on  both. 
Unfortunately,  a  second  surveyor  took 
his  place  for  five  years,  and  he  held 
^tbat  neither  the  one  nor  the  other  should 
be  exempt.  And  now  they  had  a  third, 
and  he  held  that  depreciation  on  leases 
was  income,  but  depreciation  on  furni- 
ture was  not.  Therefore,  though  we  had 
had  Income  Tax  for  40  years,  within  15 
years  it  was  possible  to  have  three  dif- 
ferent decisions  upon  the  same  subject. 
He  thought  that  he  had  made  out  his 
second  position — that  some  Committee 
ought  to  be  appointed  for  the  purpose 
of  laying  down  distinctly,  clearly,  and 
finally  the  mode  in  which  the  Income 
Tax  should  be  assessed.  It  was  notorious 
that  in  large  towns  the  assessment  of 
houses  was  very  often  in  excess  of  their 
letting  value,  and  Income  Tax  was 
charged  upon  the  full  assessable  value 
though  that  amount  might  not  have 
been  earned.  People  did  not  complain 
so  much  when  the  tax  was  only  2d.  or  Zd. 
in  the  pound ;  but  when  it  was  8rf.,  and, 
concurrently  with  that,  trade  was  bad 
and  the  small  tradesmen  did  not  know 
where  to  turn,  then  people  did  com- 
plain, and  it  was  the  duty  of  that  House 
to  see  that  the  tax  was  levied  in  the 
fairest  possible  manner.  The  constitu- 
ency which  he  represented  was  very 
largely  composed  of  small  tradesmen, 
who  were  greatly  interested  in  the  sub- 
ject, and  that  House  was  bound  to  see 
that  no  hardship  was  inflicted,  while  it 
was  also  bound  to  see  that  everybody 
paid  his  full  share.  Eeports  from  dif- 
ferent Associations  in  such  places  as  Wol- 
verhampton and  Birmingham  showed 
that  they  were  not  satisfied  with  the 
system  of  assessment  or  appeal.  The 
tax  should  be  limited  to  income  that 
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was  earned — ^not  to  the  gross  income, 
but  to  the  net  sum  which  a  man  put  into 
his  pocket.  The  hon.  G-entleman  con- 
cluded by  moving  his  Besolution. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  way  in  which  Income  Tax  is 
levied,  especially  on  nnlet  property,  on  par- 
tially let  property,  on  property  rated  above  its 
present  letting  value,  on  the  investments  of 
Insarance  Companies,  Savings  and  other  Banks, 
and  other  cases  in  which  Income  Tax  is  claimed 
on  more  than  the  income  actually  received,'*— 
(Mr.  BartUy.) 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
SURT(Mr.HENEY  H.  Fowlbb)  ( Wolver- 
hampton,  E.)  said,  that,  with  all  respect 
to  the  hon.  Member,  he  did  not  think 
he  had  made  out  a  case  to  support  the 
Motion  which  he  had  put  upon  the  Paper 
of  the  House.  If  he  had  understood  the 
hon.  Member  correctly,  what  he  chiefly 
objected  to  was  the  present  mode  of 
remunerating  collectors  by  a  poundage, 
and  the  means  of  appeal  against  assess- 
ments. The  Gtovemment  had  really 
yery  little  control  oyer  the  Income  Tax. 
That  tax,  he  should  think  more  than  any 
other  tax  leyied  in  this  country,  was 
leyied,  so  to  speak,  outside  the  Govem- 
ment,  and  was  in  the  hands  of  local 
gentlemen,  who  were  selected  for  the 
purpose,  and  had  special  qualifications ; 
and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  Government 
had  hardly  anything  whatever  to  do 
with  it.  For  the  special  purpose  of  deal- 
ing with  oases  under  Schedule  B,  under 
which  traders  were  assessed,  special 
commissioners  were  set  apart,  and  if  a 
taxpayer  was  not  satisfied  with  their 
assessment,  he  had  the  right  of  appeal 
to  Somerset  House.  He  could  hardly 
conceive  it  possible  to  devise  a  machinery 
more  perfectly  in  the  hands  of  the  tax- 
payers themselves  than  the  machinery 
under  which  the  Income  Tax  was 
assessed  and  levied,  and  more  inde- 
pendent of  the  Government.  The  prin- 
oiple  of  the  Income  Tax  was  always 
administered  with  great  wisdom,  great 
forbearance,  and  great  equity.  Very 
strong  Committees  had  been  twice  ap- 
pointed to  investigate  the  whole  mode  of 
assessing  the  Income  Tax,  and  both  had 
reported  that  they  could  do  nothing.  He 
did  not  think  that  was  any  encourage- 
ment to  the  House  to  embark  again  in 
the  matter.  With  reference  to  the 
poundage  question,  he  entirely  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  on  that  point,  j 
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and  he  was  happy  to  say  that  now  the 
collection  of  taxes  in  all  the  large  towns 
had  passed  into  the  hands  of  the  Inland 
Bevenue.  If  the  hon.  Member  had  been 
prepared  with  a  Motion  on  the  pound- 
age question,  he  would  have  felt  very 
great  difficulty  in  opposing  him.  The 
non.  Member  had  raised  the  very  old 

?uestion  of  the  principle  on  which  the 
ncome  Tax  was  levied.  That  principle 
had  been  discussed  over  and  over  again 
on  the  old  question  whether  income 
arising  from  an  uncertain  source  was  to 
be  taxed  at  the  same  rate  as  income 
arising  from  a  certain  source.  But  the 
principle  which  the  House  of  Commons 
had  affirmed  over  and  over  again  was 
that  the  Income  Tax  was  to  be  levied 
upon  the  income  for  the  year,  and  that 
property  should  pay  upon  the  actual  in- 
come value,  and  trades  and  professions 
upon  the  actual  net  income  earned. 
There  were  a  great  many  complaints 
made  about  the  returns  made  by  sur- 
veyors ;  but  inaccuracies  were  due  to  the 
reluctance  of  taxpayers  to  make  returns 
themselves.  It  was  the  duty  of  the  tax- 
payer to  make  his  own  return,  and  what 
the  House  ought  to  require  was  a  case 
of  an  honest  taxpayer  who  had  made  an 
honest  return  being  unfairly  charged 
beyond  what  he  ought  to  pay.  If  the 
tribunal  which  the  State  had  selected  to 
hear  appeals  failed  to  do  justice  in  such 
a  case,  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the  House 
to  inquire  whether  any  other  tribunal 
could  be  substituted  for  it.  No  such 
failure,  however,  had  been  proved ;  and 
under  the  circumstances  he  was  bound 
to  say  that  he  did  not  think  a  case  had 
heen  made  out  for  a  Committee,  as  he 
did  not  see  any  probability  that  another 
Committee,  if  appointed,  could  inquire 
into  the  working  of  the  tax  with  any 
better  result  than  had  attended  the 
efiPorts  of  the  two  Committees  that  had 
previously  sat.  While,  however,  on  the 
one  hand,  the  Government  did  not  think 
that  any  case  had  been  made  out  for  a 
Parliamentary  inquiry,  on  the  other 
hand  the  Treasury  and  the  Inland 
Eevenue  would  be  exceedingly  obliged 
to  any  hon.  Member  who  would  bring 
before  their  notice  any  case  of  hardship. 
Any  such  case  should  certainly  be  in- 
quired into.  

SiE  EGBEET  FOWLEE  (London) 
said,  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
spoken  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  had,  no 
doubt,  said  all  that  was  to  be  said  in 
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faTOur  of  the  tax ;  but  still  there  was  a 
great  deal  to  be  said  in  favour  of  inquiiy. 
He  feared  they  must  look  on  the  tax  as 
a  permanent  charge;  at  all  events,  he 
was  not  saneuine  enough  that  they 
would  be  able  to  get  rid  of  it.  Sir 
Robert  Peel  had  originally  intended 
that  the  Income  Tax  should  endure 
for  three  years  only ;  while  the  Prime 
Minister  had  ofiPered  to  abolish  it ;  and 
yet  at  the  present  moment  it  stood  at  8^. 
in  the  pound,  and  appeared  likely  to  in- 
crease in  case  of  war.  Inequalities  in 
levying  the  Income  Tax  could  hardly  be 
dealt  with  by  the  whole  House,  and  he 
thought  that  they  might  very  properly 
be  referred  to  a  Committee  for  inquiry. 
He,   therefore,  cordially  supported  the 

Motion.       

Sib  WHITTAKEE  ELLIS  (Surrey, 
Kingston)  said,  what  he  feared  was  that 
the  Income  Tax  being  looked  upon  as  a 
permanent  tax,  it  would  be  extended  to 
a  very  large  degree.  He,  therefore,  con- 
sidered that  this  Motion  raised  a  ques- 
tion of  the  deepest  interest  to  the  com- 
munity, inasmuch  as  a  tendency  had 
been  indicated  to  throw  a  larger  burden 
upon  all  forms  of  property.  The  mode 
of  collecting  the  tax  deserved  the  serious 
consideration  of  the  House.  He  cordially 
supported  the  Motion. 

'  Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  63  ;  Noes 
174 :  Majority  11  l.-~(Div.  List,  No.  94.) 

LOSSES    BY    RIOT    (COMPENSATION) 

BILL. 

MOTION  FOB  LEAVE. 

The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  por 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Ohildebs)  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  I  rise  to 
fulfil  a  pledge  I  gave  to  the  Honse  when 
carrying  tlm>ugh  the  Bill  for  giving 
compensation  for  damage  done  in  Lon- 
don during  the  riot  on  the  8th  of  Feb- 
ruary last.  The  Bill  I  now  ask  leave  to 
introduce,  which  is  entitled  a  measure 
•*To  Provide  Compensation  for  Losses 
by  Riots,"  will  extend  to  the  whole  of 
England  and  Wales,  and  is  framed 
mainly  according  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Metropolitan  Act.  I  will  give  the 
Houi*e  one  or  two  of  the  leading  features 
of  the  measure,  and  will  then  ask  for  it 
a  first  reading.  It  will  give  compen- 
sation to  the  insured  as  well  as  to  the 
uninsured — that  is,  it  will  allow  the  un- 
insured to  stand  in  the  shoes  of  the  in* 
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sured.  Power  is  given  to  the  Secretary 
of  State  to  lay  down  general  regulations 
under  which  the  claims  should  be  sub- 
mitted. The  area  within  which  the 
contribution  is  to  be  made  will  be  that 
of  the  police  district  in  which  the 
damage  is  done.  If,  for  instance,  it  was 
done  in  a  town  having  a  police  force, 
then  the  police  rate  of  that  town  would 
bear  the  expense ;  in  the  same  way,  if 
it  was  a  county,  the  police  rate  of  the 
county  would  bear  it.  There  are,  how- 
ever, two  exceptions.  One  is  where  the 
county  has  been  divided  into  districts 
under  a  special  Act,  the  only  instance  of 
which,  I  believe,  at  present,  is  Lan- 
cashire. There  the  district,  and  not  the 
county,  would  bear  the  expense.  The 
other  exception  is  where  a  borough  has 
come  to  an  arrangement  with  the  county, 
under  which  the  county  police  does  the 
police  work  for  the  borough.  There 
the  expense  would  be  shared  between 
the  county  which  provided  the  police 
and  the  borough  itself,  according  to  the 
proportions  agreed  upon  for  sharing  this 
expense.  That  is  really  the  whole  scope 
of  the  Bill.  On  other  points,  as  I  have 
said,  it  will  follow  the  provisions  of  the 
measure  which  became  law  the  other 
day  for  London.  I  do  not  propose  that 
it  shall  be  retrospective,  although  pos- 
sibly some  clause  of  a  retrospective  kind 
might  be  introduced  of  a  very  limited 
character.  The  Bill,  however,  will  not 
be  generally  retrospective,  any  more 
than  the  London  Bill  was.  It  will  be 
circulated  in  a  few  days,  and  I  will  ask 
hon.  Gentlemen  to  postpone  their  criti- 
cism until  they  see  it.  in  conclusion,  I 
beg  to  ask  leave  to  introduce  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*^  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  give  Compensation  for  Losses  by 
Riot."— (ifr.  Secretary  Childere.) 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston) :  I  will 
not  do  more  than  offer  a  few  observa- 
tions on  behalf  of  several  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  sit  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
who  urged  this  question  on  the  atten- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
to  whom  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave 
the  promise  to  bring  in  the  Bill  as  soon 
as  it  was  in  his  power.  So  far  as  I  can 
judge,  the  measure  appears  to  carry  out 
the  ideas  of  those  Members  of  the  House 
who  spoke  on  the  previous  occasion, 
except  in  one  respect — and  that  was  the 
last  point  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
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ral  oliaraoter,  so  that  relief  might  be 
giyen  to  those  who  have  suffered  from 
riotous  proceedings  during  the  past  few 
months.  

Sm  E.  ASSHETON  CROSS  (Lan- 
cashire, S.W.,  Newton):  I  do  not  see 
the  use  of  carrying  on  a  discussion  on 
this  Bill  at  the  present  moment.  I  will 
myself  set  an  example — ^I  will  say  no 
more,  except  that  I  am  glad  the  oppor- 
tunity has  arrived  for  remedying  what  is 
really  a  very  serious  defect  in  &e  law. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  I  have  no  right  of 
reply;  but  with  the  permission  of  the 
House  I  will  state  that  the  point  con- 
cerning the  individual  case  of  rioting 
mentioned  shall  be  considered.  If  this 
were  made  a  generally  retrospective  Bill 
it  would  be  found  impracticable  to  carry 
it  out.  If  I  rightly  understand  the  hon. 
Member,  he  proposes  that  if  it  is  the  de- 
sire of  the  Local  Authority  that  com- 
pensation should  be  paid  to  persons  who 
have  suffered  losses  through  riots  within 
certain  limits  of  time,  power  should  be 
given  them  to  pay  it,  and  that  the  mea- 
sure should  be  made  retrospective  to 
that  extent,  the  proposal  is  one  to  which 
I  will  undertake  to  give  the  best  atten- 
tion. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Secretary  Childers,  Mr.  Broadhxtbst, 
and  Mr.  Attorkey  General. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time. 
[Bill  209.] 

LAND    TRAN8PEK    (SCOTLAND)    BILL. 
{Mr,  Soyd-Xinnear,  Mr,  Bntce,  Mr. 

Mason,  Mr,  M*Laren,) 
[bill   144.]       SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  BOYD-KINNEAR  (Fife,  E.)  : 
I  beg  to  move  the  second  reading  of 
this  Bill.  I  venture  to  think  that,  at 
all  events,  the  object  of  this  Bill  is  one 
which  will  commend  itself  to  Gentlemen 
on  both  sides  of  the  House,  for  I  think 
there  is  nothing  which  we  are  more 
generally  agreed  upon,  and  there  is  no- 
thing more  desired  in  the  way  of  land 
reform  in  the  country, than  that  it  should 
be  possible  to  transfer  land  from  hand 
to  hand  In  a  more  simple,  easy,  and  inex- 
pensive way  than  it  is  possible  to  adopt 
at  present.  The  matter  is  one  that 
strongly  affects  wealthy  persons,  and 
that  affects  still  more  strongly  poor  per- 


tleman  alluded — namely,  that  it  is  not 
to  be  retrospective.  Amongst  the  strong 
cases  that  were  brought  forward  by  way 
of  argument,  and  pressed  on  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Government,  was  the  par- 
ticular case  of  Nottingham.  I  see  the 
hon.  Member  for  Nottingham  (Mr.  Oar- 
vell  Williams)  in  his  place,  and  probably 
he  may  be  inclined  to  say  a  word  on  the 
matter.  If  the  Bill  is  not  made  retro- 
spective at  all,  the  case  of  Nottingham 
and  one  or  two  other  places  will  be 
altogether  left  out  of  the  Bill.  Perhaps 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  re- 
fuse, on  the  part  of  the  Government,  to 
consider  any  cases  of  a  retrospective 
character  that  may  be  properly  brought 
within  the  purview  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  OAEVELL  WILLIAMS  (Not- 
tingham, S.):  I  am  glad  to  acknowledge 
the  promptitude  with  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  fulfilled  his  promise 
to  introduce  this  general  measure ;  but 
my  satisfaction  is  somewhat  diminished 
by  the  statement  he  has  made,  that  the 
Bill  is  not  to  be  retrospective  in  its  cha- 
racter. The  measure,  in  that  respect, 
will  be  quite  inconsistent  with  the  pro- 
visions of  the  London  Bill,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  passing  of  which  the 
present  Bill  was  promised.  The  Bill  to 
give  compensation  to  those  whose  pro- 

Serty  was  injured  through  riots  in  Lon- 
on  was  wholly  retrospective.  I  do  not 
see  how  any  distinction  can  be  logically 
drawn  between  payments  on  account  of 
occurrences  that  have  happened  in  Lon- 
don, and  payments  on  account  of  similar 
occurrences  that  have  happened  in  the 
country.  I  still  venture  to  press  on  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  propriety  and 
necessity  of  reconsidering  this  point. 
And  at  least  I  wish  to  express  this  nope, 
that  he  will  provide  in  his  Bill  that 
wherever  the  Local  Authority  is  willing 
to  give  compensation,  it  shall  be  in  the 

fewer  of  that  Local  Authority  to  do  so. 
have  reason  to  believe  that  that  would 
meet  the  wish  of  the  town,  a  division  of 
which  I  have  the  honour  to  represent. 
The  Corporation  of  Nottingham  has 
funds  to  pay  for  damages.  They  are 
not  unwilling  to  pay  the  compensation, 
but  they  are  prevented  from  doing  so  by 
the  present  uncertain  state  of  the  law. 
If  the  authorities  in  that  and  other  towns 
are  willing  to  pay  they  should  have  per- 
mission to  do  so ;  and  I  must  say  I  should 
be  better  pleased  with  the  Bill  if  it  con- 
tained a  provision  of  even  a  more  gene- 
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sons  and  is  one  that  lies  at  the  root  of 
all  reform  which  it  is  hoped  to  efifeot  in 
regard  to  the  land  of  this  country.  But 
while  that  is  the  main  and  large  ohject 
I  have  in  view,  the  approach  I  venture 
to  make  to  it  on  this  occasion,  by  the 
measure  I  now  ask  the  House  to  read  a 
second  time,  is  of  a  very  humble  and 
limited  character.  The  Bill  I  have 
brought  in  applies  only  to  Scotland, 
and  it  would  be  impossible  to  extend 
it  to  England  under  present  conditions, 
because  England  does  not  possess  the 
machinery  and  arrangements  which 
exist  in  Scjptland,  and  which  make  it 
possible  to  proceed  in  Scotland  on  the 
unes  which  the  Bill  suggests.  In  Scot- 
land, as  in  England,  there  have  been 
for  a  good  many  years  past  a  great 
many  changes  tending  towards  the 
simplification  of  conveyancing.  These 
have  been  chiefly  in  the  direction  of 
lopping  off  unnecessaiy  and  tortuous 
stages  of  the  process  of  the  transfer  of 
land,  and  partly,  to  a  great  extent, 
in  lopping  off  superfluous  phrases  in 
the  deeds  by  which  that  transfer  is 
effected.  There  have  been  Acts  passed 
for  shortening  the  language  used,  and 
though  these  Acts  in  Scotland  have  been 
of  a  voluntary  character,  yet  they  have 
been  accepted  in  Scotland  by  the  Pro- 
fession, and  acted  upon  almost,  I  might 
say,  uniyersally,  on  their  being  first 
brought  forward.  But  whilst  we  have 
done  a  great  deal  in  this  direction,  there 
is  still  considerable  difficulty  and  con- 
siderable complexity  in  the  process  of 
the  transfer  of  land,  and  that  arises 
chiefly  from  the  fact  of  the  language  in 
which  the  description  of  the  land  is 
oouohed — the  language  which  is  in  Eng- 
land called  the  ''parcels,"  or  the  state- 
ment of  the  exact  part  and  portion  of 
the  land  that  is  the  subject  of  transfer. 
Now,  in  Scotland  the  description  is,  per- 
haps, carried  back  to  a  degree  which 
exceeds  anything  existing  in  England. 
It  is  quite  common  in  the  conveyances 
of  Scotland  to  find  that  you  draw  back 
the  description  of  the  land  to  some 
events  that  took  place  500  years  ago. 
If  I  were  to  read  to  the  House  some  of 
these  descriptions  it  would  weary  hon. 
Members.  1  will  not  trouble  them ;  but 
I  merely  mention  the  fact — thoroughly 
well  known  to  Scotsmen — for  the  in- 
formation of  English  Members.  There 
are  many  conveyances  which  carry  back 
the  desoription  to  the  survey  and 


ment  and  revaluation  which  was  mado 
in  the  Beign  of  Alexander  II. — before 
the  days  of  Bruce  and  Wallace ;  and  if 
we  widi  to  come  down  later  than  that 
we  add  to  the  description  of  the  pieces 
of  land  the  conditions  under  which  they 
were  held  at  the  time  the  last  transfer  took 

Elace.  If  it  has  not  happened  that  they 
ave  been  transfeiTod — which  is  com- 
mon enough — for  60  or  100  years  back, 
then  we  are  told  in  these  conveyances 
that  the  lands  are  such  as  were  possessed 
by  an  individual  whose  name  is  now  en- 
tirely forgotten,  and  are  bounded  on  the 
north  by  the  lands  of  another  indivi- 
dual, who  is  also  equally  forgotten,  and 
similarly  on  the  south,  east,  and  west. 
Therefore,  when  you  come  to  deal  with 
the  sale  of  such  lands  you  are  obliged 
to  throw  aside  as  utterly  useless  all 
those  legal  descriptions  of  the  land 
which  you  find  in  the  title  deeds. 
To  find  what  is  actually  transferred  you 
are  obliged  to  come  to  the  land  itself 
and  inquire  what  is  the  property  which 
the  person  who  is  going  to  sell  is  in 
possession  of.  You  have  to  get  someone 
to  show  you  the  limits  of  the  land — ^to 
show  you  what  it  is  the  owner  is  in 
possesion  of,  by  himself  or  his  tenant 
and  what  is  the  subject  to  which  this 
elaborate  and  ancient  language  of  title 
deeds  applies.  I  admit,  of  course,  that 
in  some  perfectly  modem  conveyances 
in  regard  to  land  in  towns,  or  in  the 
immediate  neighbourhood  of  towns, 
which  is  very  valuable,  you  find  the 
subject  described  otherwise — ^by  so  many 
feet  stretching  along  such  a  street  at 
right  angles  with  such  another  street, 
and  so  on.  These  are  the  most  accurate 
and  clear  descriptions  of  modem  times ; 
but  they  are  not  the  kind  of  description 
which  is  given  to  the  bulk  of  the  land 
in  the  country  which  passes  by  convey- 
ance. In  dealing  witn  property  under 
such  titles  as  these  it  is  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  employ  lawyers,  for  none  but 
lawyers  can  trace  out  these  ancient  title 
deeds ;  and  they  have  to  employ  other 
persons  to  identify  the  lands  and  see 
whether  they  correspond  with  the  Ian* 
guage  of  the  ancient  form  of  the  title 
deeds.  This  is  the  cause  of  much  ex- 
pense and  complexity ;  and  the  proba« 
bility  is  that,  when  the  transfer  is  com- 
pleted, no  none  but  a  lawyer  is  able  to 
comprehend  it.  I  venture  to  think  that 
instead  of  endeavouring  to  apply  these 
ancient  descriptions  to  uie  present  state 
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of  the  land,  we  should  try  and  identify 
estates  by  their  present  actual  state;  and 
that  we  are  able  to  do  in  Scotland  in  a 
way  that  is  not  possible  in  England. 
The  Motion  which  has  been  discussed 
to-night  on  the  subject  of  the  valuation 
of  real  property  points  to  the  adoption 
of  machinery  for  England  which  we 
have  in  Scotland.  We  have  in  Scotland  a 
County  Valuation ;  and  in  the  Valuation 
Book  we  have  a  description  not  only  of 
every  separate  estate,  but  of  every  sepa- 
rate possession.  There  is  a  separate  entry 
for  every  property  held  by  every  different 
occupier.  There  is  more  than  that  in 
Scotland.  Local  taxation  there  was  ori- 
ginally levied  on  the  owners  alone,  and 
not  on  the  occupiers  at  all ;  and,  though 
it  has  been  partially  extended  to  occu- 
piers, still  the  owner  is  the  person  chiefly 
responsible.  The  person  most  fully  bur- 
dened is  the  person  it  is  most  important 
to  find  out  and  state  accurately.  Well, 
for  this  reason  it  is  the  case  that  the 
owner  is  entered  in  the  first  column  of 
the  Valuation  Eoll  of  Scotland,  which, 
for  the  information  of  English  Members, 
I  will  translate  into  **  Rate  Book ; "  the 
second  column  gives  the  name  of  the 
tenant ;  the  third  the  occupier,  who  may 
be  under  the  tenant;  and  the  fourth 
the  annual  value,  to  be  fixed  by  an 
officer  appointed  by  the  county  who  is 
generally  Surveyor  of  Taxes  also.  Thus 
we  have  on  the  Eegister,  in  every  county 
and  in  every  burgh  in  Scotland,  a  state- 
ment of  the  actual  state  of  ownership 
and  of  possession  of  every  inch  of  land. 
I  propose  to  take  that  Begister  as  the 
basis  of  land  ownership,  and  to  provide 
that  it  shall  be  in  the  power  of  every 
person  who  desires  to  sell  and  every 
person  who  desires  to  buy  a  property  so 
entered  to  effect  their  purpose  by  simply 
substituting  the  name  of  the  purchaser 
for  the  name  of  the  seller  in  the  Book, 
so  that  the  name  of  the  purchaser  being 
so  substituted  for  the  name  of  the  seller 
will  give  him  the  same  legal  rights  as 
the  seller  possessed.  I  venture  to  say 
that  nothing  can  be  more  simple,  com- 
prehensive, or  complete.  By  the  means 
1  propose  you  will  have  whatever  pro- 
perty belonged  to  the  seller  transferred 
just  as  it  is,  complete,  with  all  its  rights 
and  appurtenances,  to  the  purchaser.  I 
do  not  profess  to  do  more.  I  do  not 
profess  to  meet  the  desire  which  some 
sellers  have  of  laying  down  conditions, 
reserving  certain  rights  for  their  benefit ; 

Mr.  Boyd-Kinnear 


but  in  the  great  majority  of  cases  in 
which  it  is  desired  to  transfer  the  whole 
right  of  a  subject  from  one  possessor  to 
another  possessor,  the  system  I  have 
drawn  up  in  this  Bill  is  capable  of  taking 
effect  completely.  There  are  precautions 
to  be  taken.  In  order  that  there  may  be 
no  fear  whatsoever  that  there  will  be  any 
flaw  or  error  in  the  transaction  as  to  the 
persons  who  are  parties  to  the  sale,  I 
propose  to  take  two  precautions.  In  the 
first  place,  the  seller  will  make  an  appli- 
cation for  a  form.  The  assessor  will 
transmit  it  in  a  registered  letter  ad- 
dressed to  the  person  who  is  registered 
as  the  possessor ;  therefore,  it  will  only 
reach  the  hand  of  the  true  owner.  The 
true  owner  when  he  receives  that  form 
will  fill  it  up,  sign  it,  and  send  it  back  to 
the  assessor  to  be  entered  in  the  Trans- 
fer Book,  which  the  assessor  is  to  keep. 
But  I  provide  in  the  Bill  that  the  convey- 
ance in  this  way  shall  convey  only  the 
right  of  the  person  who  signs  the  trans- 
fer ;  and,  consequently,  if  by  any  chance 
a  person  signs  the  transfer  who  is  not  the 
true  owner,  it  will  carry  nothing  away 
from  him.  It  will  be  merely  a  piece  of 
waste  paper,  and  will  not  affect  the  rights 
of  the  true  owner,  so  long  as  it  is  not 
signed  by  him.  That  places  no  difficulty 
in  the  way  of  a  bond  fide  transaction,  be- 
cause the  purchaser  will  only  purchase 
from  the  person  he  knows  to  be  the  true 
owner.  He  will  receive  the  rights  of  the 
true  owner  which  will  be  sufficient  for 
him.  This  system  will  absolutely  pre- 
vent the  true  owner  from  suffering  ^m 
any  penury  or  duplicity  whatsoever.  In 
Scotland  we  have  another  admirable  in- 
stitution that  does  not  generally  exist  in 
England,  and  that  is  a  Kegister  of  Deeds 
which  has  been  in  full  operation  for 
800  years.  Now,  that  Register  of  Deeds 
has  an  advantage  which  is  not  enjoyed 
under  the  local  Eegistries  in  England. 
It  has  the  advantage  that,  according  to 
the  law  of  Scotland,  the  Begister  is  ac- 
cessible to  the  public ;  it  is  notice  to  all 
the  world,  and  no  deed  can  take  effect 
until  it  is  registered.  In  order  to  secure 
to  this  new  method  of  conveyance 
all  the  advantages  which  belong  to 
this  form  of  Begister,  I  propose  that 
the  assessor — the  public  officer  to 
whom  the  transfer  has  been  sent — 
shall,  after  entering  the  transfer  on  his 
own  local  Valuation  Book,  transmit  it  to 
the  Sasine  Office  in  Edinburgh,  where  it 
will  be  registered,  and  this  wiU  have  all 
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those  principles  witb  which  we  are  so 
familiar  as  applied  to  property  in  stocks 
and  shares  and  to  property  in  ships. 
Speaking  as  a  lawyer,  I  do  not  see  that 
there  is  any  real  difficulty  in  applying 
these  same  principles  to  land.  The 
difficulty  has  always  been  said  to  lie 
in  the  fact  that  whereas  stocks  and 
shares  are  of  a  somewhat  specific  cha- 
racter, or  are,  at  all  events,  capable  of 
being  exactly  defined,  land  is  more  diffi- 
cult to  define.  But  I  venture  to  say 
that,  in  this  Bill,  by  using  the  Begisters 
that  are  existing,  I  have  provided  a 
means  of  making  the  definition  as  clear 
and  specific  in  the  one  case  as  the 
other.  Tbe  result  of  the  Bill  will  simply 
be  that  in  the  cases  to  which  it  will 
apply — for  I  have  not  said  it  will  be 
applicable  in  all  cases— it  will  open  to 
purchasers  an  easy  and  inexpensive 
method  of  obtaining  a  transfer.  If  they 
are  not  satisfied  with  the  method,  they 
can  resort  to  the  old  one.  It  is  optional, 
and  not  compulsory ;  but  I  am  sure  that, 
in  spite  of  its  optional  character,  if  it 
passes  there  are  a  large  number  of  per- 
sons who  will  avail  themselves  of  it.  I 
beg  to  move  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^^That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  Boyd-Kinnear.) 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoxtb)  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  I  am 
sure  that  all  of  us  will  heartily  sym- 
pathize with  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman in  the  object  he  has  ii^  view  in 
introducing  his  measure.  He  has  rightly 
said  that  the  titles  to  land  in  Scouand 
have  been  greatly  simplified  in  recent 
years,  and  I  sincerely  hope  and  firmly 
believe  that  that  process  of  simplification 
is  not  at  an  end.  While  it  is  true  that 
a  great  deal  has  been  done,  still  the 
landlords  and  tenants  in  Scotland  are 
satisfied  that  many  improvements  tend- 
ing to  simplify  titles  to  land  may  be 
effected.  But  I  am  afraid  that  anyone 
who  is  familar  with  Scottish  titles  to 
land,  and  the  practice  of  dealing  with 
Scottish  land  by  way  of  sale  and  incum- 
brance or  otherwise,  must  feel  that 
this  Bill  does  not  afford  a  practical  or 
feasible  method  of  accomplishing  the 
object  its  authors  have  in  view.  I  think 
the  first  essential  object  of  every  system 
of  land  transfer  must  be  reasonable  cer- 
tainty and  security  of  title.    You  most 
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the  effects  of  infetment  on  a  disposition. 
The  Keeper  of  the  Begister  of  Sasines 
in  Edinburgh,  on  receiving  the  transfer, 
will  deal  with  it  exactly  as  he  does  with 
conveyances  sent  at  present,  entering  it 
in  the  proper  Eegister,  under  the  head 
of  the  property  to  which  it  refers,  and 
under  the  name  of  the  owner  who  ap- 
pears in  the  index.  Everything  will  be 
done  with  these  new  conveyances  which 
is  done  with  the  old  ones.  In  this  simpler 
method  we  obtain  all  the  securities  and 
advantages  of  the  existing  system,  with 
this  great  advantage  added — that  it  can 
be  carried  into  effect  by  common,  plain, 
persons  who  understand  each  other, 
without  the  necessity  of  lawyers  at 
all.  It  would  be  possible,  under  this 
Bill,  for  two  ordinary  persons  to  effect  a 
traosfer  without  other  assistance  than 
that  of  their  own  plain  common  sense. 
We  know  what  is  the  experience  of  the 
Begisters  at  present.  We  know  what 
sums  are  necessary  to  enable  the  Go- 
vernment to  maintain  these  Begisters; 
and  so  far  as  the  State  charges  are 
concerned,  the  payment  for  a  transfer 
will  not  be  greater  than  it  is  at  pre- 
sent. There  is  a  profit  out  of  the 
Begister  of  Sasines  in  Edinburgh,  and 
I  propose  in  Committee  on  the  Bill 
to  move  certain  words  which  will  fix  the 
cost  of  transfer  at  rates  which  will  be 
sufficient  to  pay  the  whole  expense, 
and  which  will  not  be  more  than  the 
sum  for  which  we  can  transfer  stocks, 
or  shares,  or  ships — namely,  about 
2«.  6i.  per  cent.  There  are  some  de- 
tails in  the  process  I  propose  which  I 
fully  admit  will  be  proper  subjects  for 
consideration  in  Committee,  if  the  Bill 
should  be  permitted  to  reach  the  Com- 
mittee stage.  There  is  the  question  as 
to  the  method  of  transferring  portions 
of  property.  I  have  sketched  out  a 
method  of  doing  that.  It  is  suggested 
that  it  is  not   complete ;    but  I  would 

r)int  out  that  it  admits  of  amendment. 
will  not,  at  this  stage,  refer  to  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  difficulty  may  be  over- 
come ;  but  will  merely  remind  hon.  G-en- 
tiemen  that  the  difficulty  applies  to  only 
a  small  part  of  the  measure,  and  is  one 
which  may  easily  be  removed  by  a  slight 
adjustment  of  the  language  used  in  the 
drafting.  I  will  not  detain  the  House 
longer  by  entering  upon  a  full  explana- 
tion of  the  details  of  the  Bill.  I  frankly 
admit  Uiat  the  principle  is  new  as  ap- 
plied to  land ;  but  it  will  apply  to  land 
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know  what  the  subject  yoa  are  dealing 
with  18,  and  you  must  see  on  what  foot- 
ing the  title  stands.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  quite  right  in  say- 
ing that  for  that  purpose  we  haye  in 
Scotland,  besides  the  system  of  con- 
veyancing or  transfer,  that  of  registra- 
tion, not  the  same  as  that  in  England, 
but  which,  haying  many  common  fea- 
tures, has  one  thing  which  does  not 
exist  in  England  which  we  regard  aa  of 
great  yalue.  We  haye  in  Scotland  a 
system  of  registration  by  which  after 
the  conyeyance  has  been  made  it  is  put 
on  record.  This  record  is  a  public  re- 
cord or  register  which  is  accessable  to 
eyeryone,  whether  it  be  an  intending 
purchaser  or  a  lender,  or  a  person  haying 
any  other  interest  in  the  land,  and  thus 
you  haye  an  element  of  certainty  in  the 
title.  But  what  is  the  proposal  of  this 
Bill  ?  It  is  to  substitute  for  a  conyey- 
ance containing  a  description  of  the  sub- 
ject— not  an  unnecessarily  long  descrip- 
tion, but  just  enough  to  identify  the 
subject — one  which  need  not  contain 
any  such  description  at  all,  and  might 
not  be  an  identification.  We  have,  both 
by  statute  and  custom,  enormously  cur- 
tailed our  description ;  and  I  venture  to 
say  that  the  descriptions  that  are  in 
Scotch  conyeyances  are  no  longer  than 
is  necessary  to  identify  the  subject ;  at 
any  rate,  if  they  are  not  it  is  bad  con- 
yeyanoing,  and  it  needs  no  Act  of  Par- 
liament to  rectify  the  evil.  The  object 
of  the  description  can  only  be  to  make 
it  clear  what  the  subject  is.  But  what 
is  the  proposal  of  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  ?  He  proposes  that  the  conyey- 
ance should  not  contain  any  description 
at  all ;  he  proposes  to  use  what  is  called 
a  Begister,  but  which  I,  with  great  re- 
spect, say  is  not  a  Begister  at  all.  He 
proposes  the  Valuation  Boll  for  the  pur- 
pose of  identifying  the  subject.  I  do 
not  intend  to  go  into  a  wrangle  on  the 
snbject  of  Scotch  conveyancing;  but  I 
should  like  the  House  to  know  exactly 
what  that  means.  This  Valuation  Boll 
is  the  Boll  on  which  all  the  local  rates 
are  charged,  and  the  entries  vary  from 
year  to  year,  the  object  of  the  Boll  being 
to  bring  out  a  money  sum  so  that  the 
person  who  has  to  collect  the  rates  will 
know  what  sum  to  charge  the  ratepayer. 
But  these  varying  entries  do  not  dis- 
criminate between  different  subjects, 
and  the  record  is  not  a  permanent  one, 
but  is  made  up  every  year.    What  my 
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hon.  and  learned  Friend  proposes  to 
do  is  to  say — **I  will  not  give  you  a  de- 
scription which  will  enable  you  to  iden- 
tify the  subject,  but  a  Boll  giving 
the  names  of  the  proprietor,  occupier, 
and  Bubjeoty  which  is  prepared  to  bring 
out  the  value  of  the  subject  for  the 
purpose  of  laying  on  the  rate."  If 
you  desire  to  get  at  the  identification 
of  the  subject  you  will  require  to  go 
behind  the  Valuation  Boll  to  the  Ke- 
gister  and  examine  the  man's  title ;  so 
that  the  Bill,  so  far  from  being  a  sim- 
plification of  transfer,  would  be  the 
reverse.  It  would  drive  you  back  to  ti^e 
description  on  the  Begister,  which  it 
would  be  a  very  easy  thing  to  go  to  now, 
when  the  Bill  is  new;  but  I  do  not 
know  what  would  happen  if  this  system 
of  conveyancing  went  on  for  10,  20,  or 
30  years,  and  you  ceased  to  have  any 
description  at  all.  But  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  proposes  to  have  recourse 
to  the  real  Begister  after  all.  He  pro- 
poses, in  the  first  place,  to  have  this 
Begister,  which  is  not  a  Begister  at  all, 
but  a  Bate  Book,  and  then  to  put  the 
entry  in  the  Bate  Book  on  to  the  true 
Begister.  I  have  explained  what  the 
object  of  the  true  Begister  is.  It  is  to 
enable  everyone  to  see  how  the  true 
title  stands,  and  what  the  subject  is. 
What  will  be  the  value  of  the  Bate 
Book  after  the  transfer  to  the  Begister  ? 
The  yalue  of  the  Bate  Book  would  be 
totally  inappropriate  to  that  Begister. 
Not  only  would  this  be  a  bad  system  of 
getting  the  description  into  the  convey- 
ance, but  it  would  destroy  the  utility  of 
the  Begister  we  haye  already.  There 
are  many  other  objections  to  be  taken 
to  the  Bill  as  it  stands,  and  I  should 
have  to  apologize  for  wearying  the 
House  if  I  went  into  them.  I  do  not 
see  how  it  could  be  possible  that  there 
could  be,  not  only  security,  but  intelli- 
gibility, in  any  title  framed  on  this  sys- 
tem— at  all  events,  for  any  length  of 
time.  I  quite  understand  this — that  if 
we  were  dealing  with  a  new  country  like 
Australia,  or  portions  of  the  United 
States  of  America,  where  you  have  the 
land  drawn  out  in  numbered  lots,  you 
could  find  all  you  wanted  by  consulting 
an  authoritatiye  Government  map,  and 
would  be  able  to  dispense  with  descrip- 
tions of  the  subject;  but  in  an  old 
settled  country,  where  land  has  become  of 

great  value,  especially  near  towns,  where 
esoriptions  run  into  yards,  feet,  and 
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inobes,  until  it  is  of  great  monetary  im- 
portanoe  to  know  exactly  wliat  the  sub- 
lect  is — such  a  description  will  not  do. 
l7ow,  even  if  these  oojections  were  not 
valid — and  they  seem  to  me  to  be  un- 
answerable to  anyone  who  knows  any- 
thing about  Scotch  titles — ^I  would  point 
out  Uiat  if  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  are 
valid  in  regard  to  properties  transferred 
as  they  stand  and  without  sub-division, 
what  is  to  be  the  case  when  you  propose 
to  sub -divide  properties  ?  It  is  all  very 
well  if  you  can  find  out  what  the  subject 
is ;  but  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  no 
doubt,  felt  that  the  system  would  not  do 
in  its  original  form,  except  in  conveying 
something  which  had  already  got  a  defi- 
nite **  local  habitation  and  a  name,"  so 
to  speak.  He  felt  there  would  be  some 
difficulty  in  dealing  with  the  case  of 
selling  off  pieces  of  an  estate.  What  is 
bis  proposal  in  Clause  8  ?  It  is  that  the 
proprietor  or  his  agent  shall  meet  the 
assessor  on  the  ground  to 

'*fiU  up  the  transfer  with  such  deeoription 
of  the  jMurts  of  the  subjecta  to  be  transferred  as 
he  shaU  deem  sufficient  for  identification," 

and  so  on.  It  is  assumed  that  when  a 
person  wishes  to  sell  or  convey  a  part  of 
the  subject  he  can  still  do  without  a 
professional  description,  and  that  con- 
veyancing will  disappear —that  you  are 
to  do  without  the  professional  gentleman 
in  the  person  of  the  lawyer,  just  as  some 
people  would  do  without  the  services 
of  the  doctor  or  the  clerjnrman  —  per- 
haps not  the  clergyman.  No  doubt,  this 
would  be  a  very  desirable  thing  if  it 
could  be  done;  but  the  proprietor  is 
to  call  in  the  assessor  —  a  gentleman 
whose  business  is  not  to  frame  descrip- 
tions of  the  subject,  but  to  put  a 
value  on  it  for  purposes  of  rating.  It 
would  seem  as  though  the  adjustment, 
being  effected  by  a  public  officer,  were 
taking  place  in  the  public  interest. 
But  who  is  he  to  adjust  the  mat- 
ter with?  He  cannot  adjust  it  with 
himself,  and  he  has  no  antagonist  or 
opponent  to  deal  with.  Apparently  this 
is  to  be  the  invocation  of  a  public  officer 
to  adjust  with  a  man  himself  the  de- 
scription of  his  own  property.  What 
would  be  the  validity  of  that  against 
a  neighbour  or  anybody  else  ?  If  a 
man  is  only  acting  with  himself,  let  him 
make  the  adjustment  himself — he  does 
not  want  the  assistance  of  the  assessor 
or  anybody  dse,  and  the  adjustment 
could  not  be  more  invalid.     1  would 
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point  out  that  the  assessor  is  not  an 
official  chosen  or  appropriate  for  such  a 
purpose  as  this.  He  is  chosen  because 
he  is  a  man  who  knows  the  letting  value 
of  land ;  and  he  goes  about  with  a  book 
filling  up  the  BoU,  upon  which  the  rates 
are  levied,  and  discharging  a  function 
altogether  inappropriate  to  the  character 
of  the  work  which  would  have  to  be 
done  under  this  Bill.  I  leave  it  to  the 
House,  and  to  anyone  who  knows  any- 
thing about  this  subject  and  can  ap- 
preciate the  importance  of  a  title,  whe- 
ther it  is  possible  that  the  method  pro- 
posed could  have  any  practical  value  or 
useful  purpose.  The  hon.  and  learned 
G-entleman  says  the  measure  would  not 
render  his  system  of  conveyancing  uni  • 
versal  or  compulsory,  and  that  the  old 
system  would  be  retained;  but  that 
would  only  lead  to  additional  confusion, 
the  proper  course  for  amendment  of  the 
Law  of  Conveyancing  to  take  being  in  the 
direction  of  simplifying  descriptions  of 
the  subject,  and  bringing  about  brevity 
in  the  language  used.  I  venture  to  think 
that  whilst  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
deserves  the  thanks  of  the  House  for 
some  of  the  suggestions  he  has  made, 
which  may  lead  to  something,  the  Bill, 
as  it  stands,  would  not  be  available  or 
practicable  as  a  Conveyancing  Bill  at 
all.  I  do  not  see  how  it  could  be  made 
useful  in  Committee — if  I  did  I  should 
have  the  greatest  possible  pleasure  in 
assenting  to  the  second  reading.  I  do 
not  see  how,  in  any  form  or  shape,  the 
objections  I  have  pointed  out  could  be 
met ;  therefore,  I  put  it  to  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  whether  he  thinks  it 
necessary  to  press  a  Bill  which  is  open 
to  such  very  grave  objections? 

Mr.  GREGORY  (Sussex,  East  Grin- 
stead)  :  8ome  years  ago  I  sat  on  a  Select 
Committee  which  took  a  great  deal  of 
evidence  on  the  subject  of  conveyancing 
in  Scotland.  I  remember  the  experience 
we  gained  on  that  Committee  excited 
such  considerable  admiration  on  the  part 
of  some  of  us  for  the  system  which  pre- 
vailed in  Scotland,  that  we  were  anxious 
to  see  it  carried  into  effect  in  England. 
When  we  had  to  consider  a  Bill  for  the 
improvement  of  the  Registry  in  York- 
shire, we  incorporated  into  it,  so  far 
as  we  could,  the  Scotch  system,  in  the 
hope  that  it  would  be  introduced  gene- 
rally throughout  England.  I  do  not 
think  you  can  have  anything  very 
much  better  than  the  Scotch  system  of 
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oonyeyancing ;  and  I  do  not  think  any 
hon.  Member  from  Scotland  does  well 
when  he  introduces  a  measure  to  inter- 
fere with  a  system  which  has  worked  so 
well,  and  which  is  so  well  adapted  to 
the  country.  The  Bill  is  against  the 
operation  of  the  existing  system,  be- 
cause it  introduces  a  new  element  into 
the  registration.  It  would  make  the 
Bate  Book  goyem  the  Begister,  instead 
of  the  Register  govern  the  Rate  Book. 
Anybody  on  the  Rate  Book  would  have 
the  right  to  make  a  conveyance  under 
the  BiU  and  transmit  it  to  the  Registrar. 
But  what  evidence  of  title  does  the  Rate 
Book  contain?  It  is  merely  for  the 
purpose  of  the  assessment  of  the  pro- 
perty, and  does  not  profess  to  be  in  any 
way  a  register  of  title.  Again,  all  that 
a  person  could  convey  would  be  such  an 
interest  as  he  happened  to  have  in  the 
property,  and  a  purchaser  might  find 
that  this  was  merely  a  tenancy  for  life, 
or  that  it  was  subject  to  charges  and  in- 
cumbrances of  all  kinds — in  fact,  that 
he  got  little  or  nothing  for  his  money.  I 
must  say  it  goes  to  my  heart  to  have  to 
oppose  a  Bill  which  its  framers  believe 
will  have  the  effect  of  dispensing  with 
the  services  of  us— the  lawyers,  for  such 
measures  always  bring  us  new  clients. 
The  best  customers  we  have  are  those 
who  make  their  own  wills;  their  re- 
latives come  to  us  afterwards.  So  would 
it  be  with  those  who  do  their  own  con- 
veyancing ;  they  or  their  descendants 
would  come  to  us  to  put  right  their 
work,  and  we  should  have  all  the  benefit 
of  the  consequent  litigation,  instead  of 
the  small  profit  on  the  original  transfer. 
Mr.  will  (Montrose,  &c.) :  I  agree 
with  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Lord  Advocate  that  the  thanks 
of  the  House  are  due  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  who  has  moved  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill ;  and  I  hope 
that  good  results  will  attend  his  efforts, 
and  that  the  attention  of  the  Lord 
Advocate  will  be  directed  to  this  very 
pressing  matter.  There  is  less  excuse 
for  delay  in  amending  the  law  in  Scotland 
than  in  England,  for  the  very  simple 
reason  that  in  Scotland  there  already 
exists,  in  perfect  working  order,  all  the 
machinery  that  is  necessary  for  the 
purpose  of  recording,  registering,  and 
preserving  title  to  property.  The 
Lord  Advocates  of  Scotland,  whether 
belonging  to  one  Party  or  the  other, 
have  not  neglected  the  subject  of  the 

Mr,  Gregory 


simplification  of  title.  I  know  the  efforts 
of  1868,  and  how,  by  the  Act  of  that 
year,  no  less  than  1 1  Acts  of  Parliament 
were  either  totally  repealed  or  repealed 
in  part,  and  that  titles  were  very  much 
simplified.  I  also  know  how  in  that  year 
another  Act  of  Parliament  was  passed, 
collecting,  so  to  speak,  the  Registers 
into  one,  doing  away  .with  the  County 
Registers,  making  one  Central  Register. 
But  this  only  shows  how  much  easier  it 
is  for  Scotland  to  deal  with  this  ques- 
tion of  titles.  The  main  defect  pointed 
out  in  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  is  that  it  does  not  provide 
for  a  description  of  the  property,  which 
is,  after  all,  the  difficulty  in  the  matter, 
because  there  is  no  difficulty  whatever  in 
transferring  property  as  easily  as  a  share 
in  a  ship,  or  a  table,  or  anything  else,  if 
the  particular  property  can  be  described. 
It  seems  to  me  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member's  proposal  could  be  simplified 
in  this  way.  It  is  true  that  the  assessor 
does  not  have  in  his  Valuation  Roll  or 
Rate  Book  the  boundaries  of  the  pro- 
perty and  the  names  of  the  persons  who 
occupy  the  contiguous  property ;  but  he 
is  generally  a  gentleman  accustomed  to 
the  making  of  plans,  and  if  the  transfers 
were  accompanied  by  plans,  that  would  be 
an  improvement  which  might  very  well 
be  adopted,  as  it  has  been  with  advan- 
tage in  other  countries.  Whatever  may 
be  the  result  of  this  Bill,  I  trust  that  the 
matter,  having  been  brought  forward, 
will  lead  to  further  consideration  ;  and 
that  ultimately  a  Bill  will  be  introduced 
dealing  with  the  further  simplification 
of  titles  in  Scotland. 

Mr.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth) :  It  is 
not  necessary  to  trouble  the  House  with 
many  observations  after  what  has  fallen 
from  the  Lord  Advocate;  but  as  the 
Motion  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  this  day  six  months  stands  in  my 
name,  I  beg  to  offer  some  observations 
upon  what  has  passed,  particularly  as 
to  what  has  fallen  from  the  last  speaker, 
as  to  the  Rate  Book  official  making 
plans.  The  official  referred  to  may  not 
be  a  person  accustomed  to  the  making  of 

Elans.  He  may  never  have  seen  one  in 
is  life ;  he  may  know  nothing  about 
the  ownership  of  property  or  about  the 
disposition  of  it,  and  yet  he  may  have 
imposed  upon  him,  in  addition  to  the 
simple  duty  he  already  performs  of  pre- 
paring the  Valuation  Roll  for  the  pur- 
pose of  levying   a  rate,  the  duty  of 

uigiiizea  oy  KjOOV  Lv^ 


821 


Land  Tramfer 


{May  11,  1886} 


{Scotland)  Bill. 


822 


aaoertaining  the  ownership,  the  ezaot 
boandary,  the  rights  and  incidents  of 
all  the  property  of  all  the  owners,  or 
reputed  owners,  or  persons  who  assert 
themselves  to  be  owners,  and  desire  to 
be  put  upon  the  Valuation  Roll,  in  the 
district.  That  would  be  a  task  so  pro- 
digious as  to  utterly  prevent  the  per- 
formance of  his  ordinary  duties.  I 
never  heard  of  a  Rate  Book  being  ac- 
companied by  plans  either  in  this  or  any 
other  country,  and  I  have  travelled  in  a 
great  many.  I  should  have  come  across 
them  if  they  had  existed.  But  what  is 
the  object  of  this  Bill?  The  scope  of 
the  measure — if  I  understand  it  aright — 
is  this.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man who  brings  it  in  finds  existing  in 
Scotland  what  is  considered  a  perfect 
system  of  registration  of  conveyances 
^for  the  information  of  lay  persons  I 
will  use  the  word  '*  transfers."  Transfers 
from  A  to  B,  and  from  B  to  0,  and  from 
C  to  D,  are  entered  as  they  occur  in  this 
Register.  I  could  conceive,  if  the  pro- 
position were  that  a  simple  entry  on  this 
Register  should  in  future  be  substituted 
for  a  deed  of  conveyance,  and  simply 
refer  to  the  deed  of  conveyance  that  last 
occurred  on  the  Register,  and  the  pur- 
chaser wishes  to  have  a  much  more 
simple  conveyance  than  he  would  get  if 
he  went  to  his  lawyer  to  have  a  formal 
deed  of  conveyance  prepared — lean  con- 
ceive that  it  would  be  much  more  simple 
for  him  to  apply  the  machinery  of  this 
Bill  to  this  Register,  so  that  the  Registrar 
of  Deeds  could  have  before  him  Mr.  Q 
and  Mr.  R,  the  former  to  say — "  I  wish 
to  transfer  the  particular  property  de- 
scribed in  the  last  conveyance  on  the 
Register  to  me  to  Mr.  R."  It  would 
be  a  simple  process  before  the  Registrar 
for  Q  to  have  an  entry  in  the  Register 
made  so  as  to  convey  to  R  all  that  had 
been  conveyed  to  him  by  P.  But  what 
does  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
do?  He  makes  the  Rate  Book  the 
basis  of  the  transaction — a  book  pre- 
pared for  another  purpose  by  an  ac- 
countant. The  assessor  will  have  an 
entry  in  his  Rate  Book,  "John  Smith  " 
— or,  as  we  are  speaking  of  Scotland,  I 
will  say  "Donald  Cameron*' — as  the 
reputed  owner  in  possession,  without  any 
description  of  the  property  transferred 
beyond  its  name,  say,  "Whiteacre." 
The  acreage  of  the  land  is  perhaps  stated, 
but  not  its  boundaries— only  the  annual 
▼alae,  which  is  required  for  the  purpose 


of  rating  the  reputed  owner — it  may 
possibly  be  only  the  owner  for  life,  and 
very  often  is  only  the  owner  for  life — 
and  upon  that  evidence  a  document  is  to 
be  prepared  transferring  "Whiteacre" 
from  "Donald  Cameron."  That  docu- 
ment has  to  go  to  be  recorded  by  the 
Registrar  of  Deeds,  who  is  not  concerned 
to  see  whether  "  Donald  Cameron  "was 
the  last  man  on  his  Register  or  not 
in  respect  of  "  Whiteacre,"  or  whether 
"  Whiteacre  "  is  the  property  comprised 
by  the  description  in  the  last  registered 
title  document  or  not,  so  that  the  pur- 
chaser starts  a  new  title  on  the  Register. 
The  question  would  arise  in  the  mind 
of  any  subsequent  purchaser  whether 
"  Whiteacre "  was  really  the  property 
that  "Cameron"  possessed,  and  he 
would  have  to  go  through  the  long 
process  which  he  would  have  done  if 
the  old  system  had  been  adopted.  He 
would  have  the  additional  difficulty  put 
on  him  that  if  many  years  had  elapsed 
the  purchaser  and  his  advisers  would 
have  to  examine  the  land,  and  likely 
enough  take  oral  testimony  as  to  whe- 
ther in  1886  the  property  to  be  pur- 
chased was  the  property  which  passed  by 
the  last  registered  deed  to  "  Cameron." 
That  is  not  all.  My  experience  is  this 
— that  not  one  transaction  in  real  pro- 
perty in  100  is  simply  between  A  and  B, 
or  B  and  C,  and  of  such  a  simple  descrip- 
tion as  to  be  conveyed  in  a  stereotyped 
form.  In  testimony  of  that  I  may  point  to 
several  Acts  that  have  been  passed  from 
time  to  time  in  both  countries  for  the 
simplification  of  conveyance.  Why  have 
they  not  been  availed  of  by  the  public  ? 
It  may  be  answered — "  Because  the  in- 
terest of  the  Legal  Profession  is  against 
them."  But  I  de^  that.  The  reason 
is,  they  do  not  adapt  themselves  to  more 
than  one  case  in  100,  and  because  there 
are  modifications  in  the  covenants — pro- 
visions containing  reservations,  and  so  on 
— all  of  which  have  to  be  provided  for  by 
special  definitions.  As  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate pointed  out,  this  is  not  a  Bill  which 
can  be  made  into  a  good  working  Bill  in 
Committee;  otherwise  I  have  so  much 
sympathy  with  the  object  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  which  is  to  bring 
about  a  simplification  of  transfer,  as 
would  induce  me  to  say  that  I  would 
vote  for  the  second  reading.  But  there 
are  two  clauses  in  the  Bill  not  only 
mutually  destructive  to  themselves,  but, 
dynamite-like,  they  explode  the  whole 
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Bill.  The  person  who  buys  from 
'*  Donald  Cameron  "  will  only  acquire 
from  him  such  rights  as  he  had; 
but  there  may  hare  been  none.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  says  in 
Clause  11 — 

"But  luoh  transfer  shall  only  conTey  laoh 
right  as  may  legally  pass  under'  the  testamentary 
disposition  on  whidi  it  is  founded." 

What  is  he  obliged  to  do  to  make  a 
basis  of  future  title  ?  Why,  in  the  very 
next  clause  he  would  enact — 

**  A  transfer  duly  made  and  recorded  in  the 
Begister  of  Sasines  under  this  Act  shall  be 
deemed  to  form  a  title  on  which  tiie  positire 
prescription  may  run  to  the  same  effect  as  if 
such  transfer  had  been  a  charter  followed  by 


That  is  to  say,  it  is  called  a  transfer, 
though  he  has  said  it 

<<  shall  only  oonvey  such  right  as  may  legally 
pass  under  the  testamentary  disposition  on 
which  it  is  founded," 

which  may  be  no  right  at  all ;  and  yet 
when  it  is  put  on  record  on  the  Ee- 
gister  of  Deeds  it  shall  constitute  a  title, 
and  shall  be  as  good 

**  as  if  such  transfer  had  been  a  charter  fol- 
lowed by  sasine." 

These  two  things  are  utterly  inconsis- 
tent. For  these  reasons  I  object  to  the 
Bill. 

Mb.  mason  (Lanark,  Mid) :  I  rise 
to  support  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  my  name  being  on  the  back  of 
it.     It  contains  a  simple  remedy  for  the 

? resent  inconveniences  of  registration, 
^erhaps  it  is  too  simple  for  many  of 
those  who  have  spoken  since  I  entered 
the  House.  There  can  be  no  question 
that  the  proposals  which  are  made  in  the 
Bill  will  reduce  the  fees  of  a  consider- 
able number  of  those  who  have  spoken 
against  the  measure*  and  I  suppose  that 
goes  a  long  way  towards  the  objections 
that  have  been  raised.  The  simplicity  of 
the  Bill  is  too  apparent  for  many  who  are 
interested  in  drawing  out  for  us  long 
lawyers'  deeds  for  the  possession  of 
property,  which,  in  my  travels  over  the 
world,  I  have  found  quite  unnecessary 
elsewhere.  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
idea  which  this  Bill  embodies  is  to  give 
a  good  title,  or,  at  all  events,  to  give  the 
same  title  to  the  new  proprietor — to  the 
gentleman  who  buys  the  property — as 
that  possessed  by  his  predecessor;  or, 
in  other  words,  that  the  party  willing  to 
buy  enters  into  the  possession  of  the 
former  proprietor,  or,  as  we  should  say 

Mr.  K%mh0r 


in  Scotland,  simply  goes  into  his  shoes. 
If  the  purchaser  chooses  to  take  that 
responsibility,  whatever  are  the  encum- 
brances on  the  property  or  the  defects  of 
its  title,  that  is  a  matter  for  him  entirely. 
If  he  holds  the  property  by  having 
bought  it  and  paid  for  it,  surely  he  is  to 
be  at  liberty  to  enter  into  possession ; 
and  if  exchange  can  be  accomplished  on 
much  more  economical  terms  than  we  are 
accustomed  to,  I  think  that  would  be  to 
the  advantage  of  the  general  conununity, 
and  the  main  body  of  those  who  are  en- 
gaged in  buying  and  selling  heritable 
property.  That  is  the  main  feature  of 
the  Bill.  We  ^nsh  to  make  heritable 
property  as  easily  transferable  as  other 
property,  and  we  see  no  reason  why  its 
conveyance  should  be  so  hedged  by  law- 
yers' phrases  and  words  which  seem  un- 
necessaiy,  and  which  we  are  willing  to 
dispense  with.  The  fees  payable  in 
Scotland  are  not  less  than  ^  per  cent 
on  all  the  property  exchanged.  There 
will  be  a  considerable  saving  by  the 
introduction  of  this  plan  to  the  com- 
munity at  large.  I  believe  that  the 
Bepresentatives  of  the  Legal  Profes- 
sion are  unnecessarily  alarmed,  be- 
cause the  probability  is  that  10  or  20 
times  the  amount  of  property  will  change 
hands  which  does  now,  and  that  it  will 
be  done  more  simply  and  cheaply  than  it 
is  at  present.  People  now  are  terrified 
at  the  long  processes  they  have  to  go 
through  to  get  property  transferred; 
therefore  I  think  that  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate has  acted  unwisely  with  reg^ard  to 
the  position  he  has  taken  up  in  regard 
to  this  Bill.  I  do  not  think  that  any  of 
the  objections  which  have  been  urged 
against  the  measure  can  be  justified; 
and  I  think  I  am  fortified  in  the  position 
I  assume  when  it  is  considered  that  the 
Convention  of  Boyal  and  Parliamentary 
Burghs  have  sent  a  Petition  to  Parliament 
in  favour  of  the  Bill,  a  fact  which  should 
go  a  long  way  towards  calming  the  fears 
of  the  English  Members.  I  am  quite  sure, 
having  regard  to  the  common  sense  of 
the  people  of  Scotland,  that  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill  now  before  the  Mouse 
will  very  shortly  become  the  law  of  the 
land.  I  trust,  while  we  do  not  go  in  for 
Home  Bule,  that  we  shall  by-and-bye 
come  to  consider  why  we  may  not  have 
a  little  more  of  Home  Bule  than  we  now 
possess ;  that  we  shall  be  guided  by 
common  sense  in  our  affairs,  and  not 
entirely  by  those  who  are  supposed  to 
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be  tlie  gnides  of  pnblio  opinion.  I  have 
risited  our  Colonies,  and  found  that  a 
much  cheaper  and  better  system  of  the 
transfer  of  property  in  land  existed 
there,  and  1  see  no  reason  why  we 
should  not  take  a  lesson  from  them  and 
adapt  ourselves  to  the  growing^  wisdom  of 
the  age.  For  these  reasons,  I  hope  that 
the  House  will  assent  to  the  Motion  for 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  There 
are,  no  doubt,  differences  of  opinion  in 
connection  with  some  parts  of  the  ques- 
tion ;  but  the  sponsors  for  the  Bill  are 
perfectly  willing  to  consider  them  in 
Oommittee,  and  there,  I  hope,  the  Lord 
Adyocate,  with  all  his  legal  knowledge, 
will  give  us  his  assistance  in  perfecting 
the  Bill. 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MAODONALD  (Edin- 
burgh and  St.  Andrew's  Universities) : 
Sir,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  who 
moved  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill 
has  made  the  usual  stereotyped  attack 
against  the  honafdes  of  lawyers.  I  am 
sure  that  the  hon.  and  learned  G^entle- 
man  uses  the  expressions  I  refer  to  in 
a  Pickwickian  sense ;  but  it  seems  to  me 
that  he  forgets  that  if  there  is  any  part 
of  the  Legal  Profession  which  has  no 
anxiety  to  make  transfers  of  property 
indisputable,  it  is  that  represented  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  oppo- 
site. With  regard  to  the  Colonial  sys- 
tem alluded  to  oy  the  hon.  Member  who 
has  just  spoken,  I  can  conceive  that 
there  might  have  been  much  more 
ground  for  what  the  hon.  Member  said 
tL  he  had  supplied  us  with  a  Bill  shadow- 
ing out  what  is  done  under  the  Colonial 
system  and  the  way  in  which  they  prove 
their  titles  there.  There  are  many  Mem- 
bers who  may  not  be  so  intimate  with 
the  system ;  and  I  say  that  if  it  be  so 
sufficient,  so  g^od,  and  so  admirably 
suited  to  this  country,  where  properties 
are  divided  into  small  and  curious  pro- 
portions and  shapes — if  it  be  so  appli- 
cable to  the  condition  of  things  here— it 
is  a  great  pity  that  it  is  not  embodied 
in  this  Bill.  The  hon.  Member  said 
that,  in  his  opinion,  the  Government 
^ould  assent  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill 
and  allow  the  matter  to  be  threshed  out 
in  Committee ;  but  the  fact  is,  there  is 
nothing  in  the  Bill  which  admits  of 
being  threshed  out  in  Committee.  It  is 
a  proposal  for  using  a  book,  which  in 
Scotland  is  useful  for  one  purpose  only, 
for  a  purpose  for  which,  in  its  inception 
and  in  the  mode  of  its  employment, 


makes  it  absolutely  unsuitiLble.  I  am 
convinced  that  the  great  mass  of  Scotch- 
men will  not  readily  assent  to  the  pro- 
position that  they  are  safe  in  taking  a 
title  of  land  which  consists  simply  of  an 
entry  on  the  Valuation  Roll,  and  that  the 
description  of  the  property  in  the  Valua- 
tion Boll  is  sufficient.  As  evidence  of  the 
unsuitability  any  entry  in  the  Valuation 
EoU  is  for  the  purpose  of  giving  any 
person  a  title  to  land  by  a  mere  reference 
to  it,  we  have  only  to  look  to  the  use  to 
which  Valuation  Bolls  may  be  put  in 
our  Courts  of  Law.  The  object  of  the 
Valuation  Boll  is  to  fix  the  value  of  pro- 
perty, and  to  enter  some  person  from 
whom  to  get  payment  of  the  rates ;  but 
so  clear  is  it  that  the  Boll  is  only  for 
fixing  value  and  nothing  else,  that  it  is 
no  evidence  of  proprietorship  in  a  Court 
of  Law ;  and  yet  you  are  now  proposing 
that  the  Valuation  Boll  shall  be  sufficient 
evidence  to  satisfy  a  person  in  taking  over 
property.  Our  Begistration  Acts  for  the 
purpose  of  Parliamentary  franchise  make 
use  of  the  Valuation  Boll ;  but  so  clear 
was  it  to  the  Legislature  when  these  Acts 
were  passed  that  it  would  be  futile  to 
use  it  as  evidence  of  ownership  of  the 
subject,  that  in  the  Begistration  Acts  for 
the  purpose  of  the  franchise  it  is  ex- 
pressly declared  that  the  Valuation  Boll 
shall  be  evidence  of  value  and  of  nothing 
else— that  is  to  say,  that  when  the  ques- 
tion is  whether  A  B  shall  be  placed  on 
the  Begister,  the  fact  that  the  property 
is  of  a  certain  value  shall  be  proved  by 
the  Boll ;  but  that  whether  AB  is  owner 
or  occupier  of  the  subject  cannot  be  de- 
cided by  the  Valuation  Boll.  In  other 
words,  while  the  value  of  the  subject  is 
taken  from  the  Boll,  evidence  to  prove 
ownership  has  to  be  taken  from  other 
sources.  Evidence  has  been  given  in 
many  cases  proving  that  the  proprietor 
entered  in  the  Valuation  Boll  was  not 
the  true  proprietor  at  all,  which  shows 
that  for  the  purpose  intended  by  the 
Bill — ^namely,  the  transfer  of  land — ^the 
Valuation  Boll  is  absolutely  useless. 
From  what  I  have  shown,  I  think  it 
must  be  plain  to  the  House  that  it  would 
be  absurd  to  base  a  system  of  title  of 
land  on  such  a  document  as  the  Valua- 
tion Boll  of  a  county,  or  to  suppose  that 
it  would,  in  the  hands  of  any  surveyor 
or  assessor,  make  up  a  title  satisfactory 
to  the  parties  concerned.  I  am  of  opi- 
nion that  the  transfer  of  land  should  be 
simplified  only  in  the  sense  in  which  it 
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can  be  of  teal  yalue  to  the  people — 
namely,  by  inBuring  that  there  shall  be 
no  difficulty  or  dispute  about  title  after 
the  transfer  has  taken  place.  But  for 
that  purpose  the  Bill  would  not  be  of  the 
slightest  use,  inasmuch  as  it  will  only 
provide  work  for  lawyers.  I  think,  there- 
fore, that  the  course  taken  by  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate with  regard  to  the  Bill  is  essen- 
tially the  right  one  for  the  House  to 

follow.  

Mr.  D.  CRAWFOED  (Lanark,  N.E.): 
Sir,  I  think  it  would  be  a  great  pity  if 
any  disposition  were  shown  in  this  House 
to  throw  cold  water,  so  to  speak,  upon 
any  proposal  which  had  for  its  object 
the  simplification  of  the  transfer  of  land. 
I  venture  to  think,  however,  so  far  as 
relates  to  the  present  discussion,  that 
that  is  by  no  means  the  case.  As 
the  Lord  Advocate  has  pointed  out,  the 
simplification  of  deeds  has  already  been 
largely  carried  out,  and  where  the 
transfer  of  land  is  not  now  less  costly  I 
think  that  the  cause  must  be  one  of  two 
things.  In  the  first  place,  the  transfer 
may  not  be  a  simple  transfer  of  the 
subject  from  the  vendor  to  the  pur- 
chaser; it  may  be,  and  very  often  is, 
complicated  by  conditions  of  various 
kinds,  modifying  the  rights  of  the  per- 
sons having  interest  in  the  property, 
or  creating  new  rights  and  interests. 
That  is  a  serious  and  a  natural  source 
of  expense.  But  the  plan  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Fife 
(Mr.  Boyd-£[innear)  has  proposed  to 
the  House  does  not  apply  to  that  class 
at  all;  it  is  only  applicable  and  can 
only  be  applied,  as  he  has  explained, 
to  simple  transfers.  The  other  cause  of 
expense  is  where  the  investigation  of 
title  is  long  and  complicated.  In  the 
case  of  simple  transfer  our  present 
form  of  conveyancing  gives  a  complete 
remedy — ^that  is  to  say,  a  reference  to 
the  last  description  of  the  subject  on  the 
Register.  But,  instead  of  that,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  proposes  that,  in- 
stead of  reference  to  deeds  already  on  the 
Begister,  a  method  which  supplies  a  com- 
plete and  satisfactory  description  of  the 
subject,  he  makes  reference  to  the  Valua- 
tion Boll,  which,  as  it  has  been  pointed 
out,  affords  no  means  of  identification 
whatever.  IChe  entry  in  the  Bate  Book 
is  a  statement  of  value  only ;  it  is  not  a 
statement  of  ownership ;  and  if  you  want 
to  ascertain  who  are  the  owners  of  pro- 
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perty  yon  must  go  behind  the  Valuation 
KoU^that  is  to  say,  to  the  deeds.  The 
argument  which  I  submit  to  the  House 
is  that  a  much  better  means  is  already 
provided  by  the  law  than  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  offers — ^namely,  recourse 
to  the  last  description  of  the  subject  on 
the  Begister;  and,  as  I  have  pointed 
out,  conveyance  of  that  kind  is  no  more 
costly  than  the  means  which  he  pro- 
poses. If  a  purchaser  desires  to  be  his 
own  lawyer,  it  is  as  easy  for  him  to  avail 
himself  of  the  simple  form  provided  for 
him  by  the  present  Statutes  as  it  would 
be  under  this  Bill.  I  venture  to  think 
that  this  is  a  proposal  which  will  not 
commend  itself  to  the  House,  and  I  con- 
sider that  the  grounds  of  objection  to 
the  Motion  before  the  House  stated  by 
the  Lord  Advocate  are  entirely  conclu- 
sive. 

Question  put,  and  negat%v0d, 

CHARITIES,    &C.    (exemption    FBOM   LOCAL 

bates)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Julian  Goldsmid,  Bill  to 
exempt  Charities  and  Hospitals  from  Local 
Rates,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Julian 
Goldsmid,  Mr.  Baggallay,  Mr.  Octavius  Morgan, 
Sir  Robert  Fowler,  Baron  F.  de  Rothschild,  Sir 
Al^femon  Borthwiok,  and  Mr.  H.  W.  Lawson. 
BHHprtemtedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  210.] 

pabuamentabt   elections    (betubning 

offioebs)  act  (1875)  amendment  bill, 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Bill  to  make 

better  provision  for  appeals  from  judgments  of 

County  Courts  under  the  provisions  of  "  The 

Parliamentary  Elections   (Returning  Officers) 

Act,  1875,"  ordered  to  be  brought  m  by  Mr. 

T.  M.  Healy  and  Mr.  Chance. 

BiR presented f  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  21 1 .] 

BAILWAT  AND   CANAL  TBAFFIC 

[expenses,  &0.] 
Comidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Seeohed,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the 
payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by 
Farliament,  of  the  Expenses  of  the  Ridlway 
Commissioners  caused  by  the  holding  of  local 
sittings ;  of  the  remuneration  of  assessors,  and 
of  persons  employed  for  the  consideration  of 
complaints  against  Railway  Companies,  in  pur- 
suance of  any  Act  of  the  present  Session  for 
the  better  regulation  of  Railway  and  Canal 
Traffic. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrouf. 

Hoose  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  One  o*clook. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  I2th  May,  1886. 


MINUTES. V-Sblbct  Oommittbbs  —  National 
Provident  InBarance,  Mr.  Llewellyn  and  Mr. 
Wason  added  ;  Forestry,  nominated. 

PiTBLic  Bills  —  Ordered  —  Firet  Beading  — 
Stipendiary  Magistrates  (Pensions)  *  [212]. 

Second  Reading — Parliamentary  Elections  (Re- 
toming  Officers*  Expenses)  (Ireland)  [8]; 
Ck>mpiUsory  Purchase  of  Land  Compensa- 
tion [145] ;  Beer  Adulteration  (No.  3)  [66]. 

Committee— Chxoi^  Patronage  [4],  debate  ad- 
journed;  Returning  Officers'  Charges  (Scot- 
land) [IBS]— R.P. 

Pbovisional  Order  Bills — Report— -CommonB 
Regulation  (Stoke)  •  [164] ;  Commons  Regu- 
lation and  Indosure  (Tottemhoe)*  [166]; 
Looed  (Government  •  [173J ;  Local  Govern- 
ment (No.  2)*  [174];  Local  Government 
(Poor  Law)*  [1721;  Local  Government 
(Poor  Law  (No.  2)*  [176]  ;  Local  Govern- 
ment (Poor  Law)  (No.  8)»  [176];  Local 
Government  (Poor  Law)  (No.  4)»  [177]; 
Local  Government  (Poor  Law)  t  (No.  6)  • 
[178];  Local  Government  (Poor  Law) 
(No.  6»  [179]. 

ORDERS   OF  THE  DAT. 


PARLLAMENTAHY      ELECTIONS      (RE- 
TURNING OFFICERS'  EXPENSES) 
(IRELAND)  BILL.— [Bill  8.] 
(Mr.  Tuite,  Mr.  Chanee,  Mr,  Timothy  Barringion^ 
Mr.  Maurice  Reahf^  Mr.  Alexander  Blane.) 
SECOND    BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  TUITE  (Westmeath,  N.),  in 
moving  that  the  l^ill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said,  the  conduct  of  Be- 
toming  Officers  at  the  last  General  Elec- 
tion had  so  far  influenced  public  opinion  as 
to  the  necessity  of  amending  the  law  re- 
lating to  the  scale  of  charges  allowed  to 
these  officials  that  it  was  quite  unneces- 
sary for  him  to  plead  any  justification 
for  the  introduction  of  the  Bill.  No 
doubt,  Sherififs  looked  upon  a  General 
Election  as  a  sort  of  golden  harvest,  or 
a  Heaven-sent  opportunity  which  per- 
mitted them  to  fleece  the  unfortunate 
candidates  who  had  the  courage  to  ofl'er 
themselves  for  Parliamentary  honours. 
The  Corrupt  Practices  Act  had  done  a 
good  deal  to  purify  the  conduct  of  elec- 
tions in  Ireumd;  but  he  maintained 
tiiat  the  Schedule  of  Beturning  Officers' 
charges  attached  to  the  Act  of  1875,  was 
a  blot  on  the  Statute  Book,  inasmuch 


as  it  allowed  too  large  a  margin  for  the 
charfi^es  which  Beturning  Officers  were 
entitled  to  receive  at  Parliamentary 
Elections.  In  every  case  at  the  recent 
Election  in  Ireland  the  Sheriffs  ^ked  for 
the  full  amounts  which  the  Schedule 
authorized  them  to  charge.  In  almost 
every  instance  where  it  was  possible  to 
do  so  the  Beturning  Officers  employed 
their  own  friends,  and  had  solicitors  and 
agents  at  every  polling  station  where 
there  were  300  or  400  electors.  At  one 
place  in  Ealkenny,  where  the  number  of 
electors  on  the  Begister  was  only  327, 
the  Beturning  Officer  had  two  polling 
booths,  at  each  of  which  a  solicitor  was 
stationed.  One  booth  was  provided  with 
a  solicitor  and  two  clerks ;  the  other  with 
a  solicitor  and  a  clerk.  Such  a  state  of 
things  ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  exist. 
So  long  as  it  was  tolerated  the  repre- 
sentation in  that  House  could  not  be  in 
any  degree  perfect,  inasmuch  as  the 
poor  man  was  prevented  from  attempt- 
ing to  contest  a  seat  in  Parliament.  The 
Beturning  Officers,  knowing  that  in 
many  cases  their  accounts  would  not 
bear  scrutiny,  struck  off  50  per  cent; 
but  notwithstanding  this  the  accounts 
were  far  too  high.  For  example, 
£3  3«.  was  charged  for  the  erection  of 
polling  booths.     He  was  satisfied  from 

gersonal  inspection  that  they  could  not 
ave  cost  more  than  5«.  each.  The  fact 
was  that  these  Schedules  of  charges  be- 
longed to  the  bygone  days  when  the 
longest  purse  won  the  battle.  That  con- 
dition of  things  no  longer  existed ;  they 
were  now  living  in  democratic  times. 
Parliament  was  in  a  large  measure 
demooratic  in  its  character,  and  the  cost 
of  entering  the  House  should  be  made 
democratic  and  popularized.  It  was 
absurd  to  have  restrictions  of  this  kind, 
their  effect  being  to  hinder  any  man 
who  had  a  wish  in  this  direction  from 
aspiring  to  Parliamentary  honours.  The 
principal  clause,  the  backbone  of  the 
Bill,  was  the  clause  which  would  pre- 
vent the  recurrence  of  what  he  might 
call  the  fraudulent  contests  which  had 
disgraced  Ireland  in  the  late  Elections. 
Of  78  contests  in  Ireland  50  were  of 
this  character.  They  had  been  simply 
forced  on  the  people  for  the  purpose  of 
putting  the  Nationalist  candidate  to 
needless  expense.  A  glance  at  the 
Begister  would  have  shown  those  bogus 
candidates  the  futility  of  coming  for- 
ward.   In  21  of  these  contests  the  num- 
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ber  of  Totee  recorded  for  the  so-called 
Loyalist  candidate  did  not  exceed  800, 
while  the  minimuni  number  was  80. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  number  of  votes 
recorded  for  the  Nationalist  candidate 
ranged  from  1,380  to  7,800.  In  East 
Kerry  the  Oonserrati^e  candidate  polled 
80  votes;  the  Nationalist  candidate 
polled  3,169.  In  West  Clare  the  Con- 
servative candidate  polled  289,  the  Na- 
tionalist 6.768.  In  nearlv  every  case 
the  Loyalist  candidate  did  not  venture 
to  address  the  electors,  nor  to  employ  a 
representative  at  any  of  the  polling 
stations.  In  his  own  constituency  the 
work  of  the  Loyalist  candidate  began 
and  ended  by  his  handing  in  the  nomi- 
nation paper  to  the  Sheriff,  the  object 
being  simply  to  put  the  Nationalist  can- 
didate to  unnecessary  expense.  Elec- 
tions would  not  be  pure  so  long  as  this 
state  of  things  was  allowed  to  exist,  and 
he  hoped  the  provision  made  in  the  Bill 
to  meet  cases  of  this  kind  would  be 
adopted  by  the  House.  It  placed  a 
penalty  on  the  bogus  candidate  who 
wantonly  came  forward  in  order  to  put 
an  opponent  to  unnecessary  cost,  and  the 
constituency  to  the  trouble  and  vexation 
of  a  contested  election,  when  by  con- 
sulting the  Begister  it  could  easily  be 
seen  what  the  state  of  Parties  was,  and 
the  probable  chances  of  success.  He 
trusted  the  House  would  accept  the 
measure,  and  pass  it  by  such  a  large 
majority  as  to  insure  its  becoming  law. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Jfr.  Tuite.) 

OoLONBL  KING-HAEMAN  (Kent, 
Isle  of  Thanet)  said,  he  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  7th  clause,  on 
which  the  hon.  Member  so  greatly  re- 
lied, was  undoubtedly  the  backbone  of 
the  Bill.  It  deserved  the  serious  atten- 
tion of  the  House,  because  it  seemed  to 
him  to  be  calculated  to  deprive  minorities 
of  the  right  of  expressing  their  opinions 
at  the  polling  booths  at  all.  It  was 
an  attempt  to  introduce  an  innovation 
which  he  hoped  the  House  would  guard 
itself  from  permitting  to  pass.  It  was 
perfectly  true  that  in  many  of  the  elec- 
tions in  Ireland  the  numbers  polled  by 
the  minority  candidate  were  exceedingly 
small.  They  knew  very  well,  however, 
by  the  number  of  voters  who  polled, 
taking  the  whole  of  the  contests  to- 
gether, that  the  Nationalist  candidates 
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did  not,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  poll  one- 
half  of  the  voters  on  the  Begister.  This 
was  proved  by  figures  which  were  ab- 
solutely incontestable.  Supposing,  how- 
ever, for  the  sake  of  argamenl^  that 
many  of  the  candidates  who  went  to  the 
poll  were  certain  not  to  poll  a  large 
number  of  votes,  was  that  any  reason 
why  the  Loyalist  portion  of  the  inhabi- 
tants should  not  have  an  opportunity 
of  expressing  their  opinions  ?  It  seemed 
to  him  that,  bad  as  the  system  of  in- 
timidation and  oppression  prevalent  in 
Irish  elections  was  now,  the  passing  of 
this  clause  penalizing  the  minority  can- 
didate would  lead  to  greater  intimida- 
tion and  oppression  in  the  future.  At 
the  last  Election  the  Nationalist  candi- 
dates affected  to  treat  the  minorities 
with  great  contempt.  If  it  were  a  ques- 
tion, therefore,  that  the  candidate  who 
did  not  poll  more  than  a  certain  number 
of  votes  should  be  liable  to  pay  the  ex- 
penses incurred,  he  put  it  to  the  Hoase 
whether  it  was  unlikely  that  intimida- 
tion would  be  brought  to  bear  on  the 
voters  in  order  to  swell  the  majority  and 
to  cause  voters  to  stay  away  from  sup- 
porting the  minority  candidate.  The 
scale  of  charges  in  the  Bill  seemed  to 
him  to  have  been  proposed  in  a  some- 
what harum-scarum  fashion.  For  in- 
stance, the  hon.  Member  said  that 
£8  3«.  was  too  much  to  pay  for  polling 
booths;  but  the  Schedule  of  his  Bill 
allowed  £4  4«.  Comparing  these  chaises 
with  those  in  the  Bill  of  the  Go- 
vernment relating  to  elections  in  Scot- 
land, he  found  that  the  Qovemment 
allowed  £7  7».  for  the  same  object. 
The  hon.  Member  spoke  of  candidates 
having  the  courage  to  offer  themselves 
to  the  constituencies,  and  he  desired 
that  no  candidate  should  present  him- 
self unless  he  was  perfectly  certain  of 
obtaining  a  majority.  The  intention  of 
that  Bill  evidently  was  to  oppress  and 
to  snuff  out  the  minority  and  prevent 
them  from  expressing  their  opinions.  He 
begged,  therefore,  to  move  as  an  Amend- 
ment that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time 
that  day  six  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  l^o 
word  **  now,''  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  ''upon  this 
day  six  months." — {Colonel  Kt^kg-Mmr- 

mtm,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 
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Mk.  change  (Kilkenny,  8.)  said, 
he  bad  no  heBitation  in  saying  that  if 
that  measure  passed  the  expenses  of 
elections  would  be  reduced  by  about  35 
per  cent.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  sat  down  was  anxious 
that  the  minority  should  have  a  chance 
of  showing  how  many  supporters  it  had. 
So  were  they ;  indeed,  they  would  have 
been  sorry  if  this  Bill  had  been  law  last 
year,  for  then  they  should  not,  pro- 
bably, have  known  how  many  sup- 
gorters  the  so-called  Loyalist  minority 
ad.  He  could  assure  the  House  that 
the  Nationalist  Party  had  been  very 
much  pleased  last  year  to  see  the  num- 
ber of  supporters  which  their  opponents 
could  bring  to  the  poll  at  the  elections 
in  Ireland.  In  Kerry  they  polled  30 
Yotes  to  the  Nationalist  candidates' 
5.000.  In  South  Mayo,  76  votes  to  the 
Nationalist's  4,900  ;  in  East  Tipperary. 
196  to  the  Nationalist's  4,064  ;  in  North 
Cork,  102  to  the  Nationalist's  4,982; 
and  so  it  was  all  along  the  line.  He 
would  put  this  question  to  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  the  Isle  of  Thanet, 
who  said  that  the  Nationalist  candidates 
did  not  represent  one-half  of  the  voters 
— If  5,000  voters  represented  less  than 
half  the  voting  population  in  a  consti- 
tuency, what  proportion  would  80  voters 
represent?  That  was  an  arithmetical 
calculation,  which  he  would  recommend 
to  the  consideration  of  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member.  Under  that  Bill  the  ex- 
penses of  election  would  be  cut  down  so 
much  that  the  amount  which  the  unsuc- 
cessful candidate  would  pay  would  hardly 
be  more  than  the  share  he  had  to  pay 
now ;  while,  on  the  other  hand,  he  would 
be  prevented  from  mulcting  his  success- 
ful opponent  to  the  tune  of  some  £400 
or  £500,  merely  in  order  to  enable  him 
to  trot  out  his  60  or  70  voters.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  said  it  was  proposed 
by  the  Bill  that  the  candidate  who  failed 
should  pay  everything ;  but  that  was  not 
the  case.  It  was  only  the  candidate  who 
ignominiouely  failed  who  would  have  to 
do  so.  This  Bill  allowed  every  candi- 
date to  take  his  chance  at  the  polls ;  but 
if  a  candidate  who  got  30  supporters  as 
against  5,000  took  his  chance  at  the  poll 
it  was  only  reasonable  that  such  a  gen- 
tleman should  pay  for  it.  Therefore, 
the  Bill  provided  that  if  a  candidate  only 
got  half  of  the  number  polled  by  the 
sucoeseful  candidate  he  would  have  to 
pay  the  whole  cost  of  the  election ;  but 
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they  would  not  have  any  objection  if 
the  House  desired  to  reduce  the  propor- 
tion to  one-third  or  one-fourth.  Instead 
of  preventing  the  constituencies  from 
being  properly  contested,  the  Bill  would 
compel  elections  to  be  so  conducted  that 
the  real  opinion  of  the  constituencies 
would  be  shown  by  the  result.  He  de- 
sired to  call  the  attention  of  Liberal 
Members  to  the  fact  that  this  provision 
would  have  a  very  great  effect  in  doing 
away  with  those  three-cornered  contests 
which  did  so  much  injury  to  the  Liberal 
Party  at  the  last  General  Election.  He 
asked  the  House,  and  especially  the 
Eadical  and  Liberal  portion  of  it,  to 
support  the  general  principle  of  the  Bill ; 
and  when  the  measure  got  into  Commit- 
tee its  promoters  would  be  ready  to  listen 
to  any  reasonable  proposal  for  the  modi- 
fication of  its  details. 

Mr.  MAOFARLANE  (Argyll)  said, 
he  accepted  the  principle  of  the  clause 
fining  bogus  candidates  ;  but  thought  it 
would  be  rather  hard  to  make  a  man 
pay  the  whole  of  the  expenses  unless  he 
polled  half  as  many  votes  as  the  success- 
ful candidate  did.  If  one-third  or  one- 
quarter  were  substituted  for  one-half, 
the  House  might  be  disposed  to  assent 
to  the  proposal.  A  great  many  of  theih 
had  had  experience  of  bogus  candidates, 
and  he  himself  among  the  number ;  and 
if  this  Bill  had  been  in  operation,  he 
should  have  had  no  expenses  to  pay  for 
his  election. 

Mr.  HANDEL  C08SHAM  (Bristol, 
E.)  said,  he  wished  that  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  should  apply  to  the  whole  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  as  many  men  in  Eng- 
land had  suffered  from  the  want  of  ez- 
plicitness  in  the  law  dealing  with  that 
question.  He  was  of  opinion  that  all 
the  requirements  of  the  case  would  be 
fully  met  if  the  proportion  of  voters  en- 
tailing the  cost  of  the  election  on  an 
unsuccessful  candidate  were  made,  as 
had  been  sug&^ested  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Argyllshire  (Mr.  Macfarlane), 
one-third  instead  of  one-half  as  pro- 
posed by  the  Bill.  He  was  of  opinion 
that  hon.  Members  sitting  on  the  Minis- 
terial side  of  the  House  ought  to  lend 
their  aid  to  every  attempt  made  to  pro- 
mote the  purity  of  elections,  because  he 
was  qxdte  sure  that  the  aim  and  desire 
of  the  electors  generally  was  in  that 
direction.  Morever,  it  was  well-known 
that  electoral  corruption  did  not  gene- 
rally proceed  firom  the  Liberal  side,  but 
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was  rather  to  be  looked  for  on  tbe  part 
of  those  who  belonged  to  the  Conserva- 
tive Party.  [Cries  0/  **  Oh  !  "]  Well, 
then,  it  usually  came  from  the  men  who 
represented  the  money-bags.  There- 
fore it  was  that  he  should  do  everything 
in  his  power  in  favour  of  any  measure, 
the  principle  of  which  was  tbe  promotion 
of  purity  of  election  as  well  as  the  purity 
of  the  candidates  themselves.  No  one 
in  that  House  would  be  inclined  to  dis- 
pute the  statement  that  the  charges  of 
the  Sheriffs  throughout  the  English 
divisions  of  the  constituencies  were  made 
on  a  scale  that  left  great  room  for  im- 
provement ;  and  he  should  give  his  vote 
for  the  second  reading  of  this  measure 
in  the  hope  that  it  would  be  made  ap- 
plicable to  the  United  Kingdom  gene- 
rally. 

Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  (Dublin, 
College  Green)  said,  that  the  object  of 
the  Bill  was  to  prevent  sham  can- 
didates putting  the  constituencies  to 
the  expense,  trouble,  and  delay  of  a 
contested  election  in  cases  in  which  they 
knew  that  they  had  not  the  slightest 
chance  of  being  returned.  An  election 
ought  to  be  a  grave  and  a  serious  affair, 
instead  of  which,  in  many  instances,  it 
was  an  absolute  farce.  Such  proceed- 
ings were  an  outrage  on  the  constituen- 
cies. It  was  an  insult  to  the  community 
and  to  the  constituencies  that  candidates 
should  be  put  forward  who  had  no 
chance  of  success,  and  who  by  such  action 
put  the  honest  and  hond  fide  candidate 
to  the  trouble  and  expense  of  a  con- 
tested election.  In  Ireland  they  had  a 
good  deal  of  that  kind  of  thing— of  these 
sham  candidates  polling  a  ridiculously 
small  number  of  votes.  Those  who  put 
themselves  forward  in  such  a  position 
did  no  good  either  to  themselves  or  their 
cause.  They  had  only  had  the  poor 
satisfaction  of  putting  the  National 
candidates  and  the  National  League  to 
expense  and  trouble.  In  such  a  matter 
as  an  election  of  a  Member  to  sit  in 
that  House  such  tricks,  stratagems,  and 
devices  should  not  be  permitted,  and 
the  matter  ought  to  be  so  regulated  as 
to  be  made  a  very  serious  thing  for  all 
concerned.  After  the  last  Election  the 
Nationalists  were  naturally  very  much 
rejoiced  at  the  results,  seeing  the  large 
majorities  they  had  secured.  But  what 
did  they  find  ?  They  found  that  a  series 
of  ingenious  calculations  were  got  up 
by  the  friends  of  the  defeated  candidates 

JIfr.  Eandel  Coeham 


to  show  that,  in  reality,  they  were  the 
victors  and   the    Nationalists   the   de- 
feated.    All  the  dead  and  absent  men 
were  all  calculated  as  having  voted  for 
the  defeated  candidates.    They  were  told 
that  intimidation   had  kept  thousands 
away  from  the  polls.    Well,  where  was 
the  intimidation,  and  how  was  it  exer- 
cised, and  were  these  gentlemen,  so  in- 
timidated, the  brave  '*  Loyal  minority  " 
who  were  to  line  the  ditches?  Were  these 
the  brave,  bold  men  who  were  buying 
Snider  rifles  ?    Why,  the  whole  story  of 
this  intimidation  was  nonsense  and  hum- 
bug.    It  was  a  plea  put  forward  and 
used  simply  to  deceive  people;  but  he 
had  a  very  poor  idea  of  the  intellect  and 
good  sense  of  the  people  who  could  be 
deceived  by  such  nonsense  as  the  8ug« 
gestion  that  men  were  intimidated  from 
coming  to  the  poll  with  the  Ballot  to 
guard  them.     If  it  was  under  the  old 
system  there  might  be  some  excuse  for 
such  suggestions ;   and  yet  here    they 
found  i£at  the   brave  Loyal  minority 
could  not  muster  up  courage  enough  to 
come  to  the  poll  and  drop  their  ballot 
papers  into  the  box.     But  let  them  look 
at  the  thing  from  the  other  point  of  view. 
If  it  was  the  **  Loyal  minority  "  who  had 
secured  the  thousands  at  the  poll  and 
the  Parnellites  the  hundreds,  he  would 
like  to  know  would  they  not  hear  that 
the  voice  of  the   country  had  spoken 
most  eloquently  on  their  behalf?     He 
did  not  think  it  needful  to  say  very  much 
on  this  subject,  on  the  merits  of  which 
all  were  united.     They  all  desired  that 
elections  to  Parliament  should  be  honest 
and  hond  fide  transactions,  and  that  no 
sham  or  bogus  candidates  should  inter- 
fere for  the  mere  purpose   of  worry, 
trouble,   and  annoyance.     As  to  those 
men  who  did  not  secure  one-half  of  the 
number  of  votes  carried  by  their  oppo- 
nents, he  thought  the  penalty  proposed 
was  too  severe.     They  wanted  to  meet 
the  case  of  men  who  knew  in  their  hearts 
that  they  had  no  real  chance  in  the  elec- 
tion.   That  was  perfectly  fair,  and  the 
principle  must  commend  itself  to  the 
good  sense  of  every  honest  man.     No 
one  could  object  to  it  except  those  who 
meant   to   play  again  the  game    they 
played  before,  which  he  hoped  would 
not   receive   the    approbation    of   this 
House.      They    suffered   more    in  Ire- 
land than  in  England  in  this  matter; 
but  if  the  English  Members  wished  to 
have  a  similar    measure  extended    to 
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England  they  were  perfectly  ready  to 
aid  them* 

Mb.  T.  ROBINSON  (Gloucester)  said, 
he  would  have  been  pleased  if  a  Bill  had 
been  introduced  to  put  the  subject  of 
Eetuming  Officers'  expenses  on  a  better 
footing  for  the  entire  Kingdom.  This 
was  not  a  Party  question,  and  he  would 
support  the  principle  of  the  Bill. 

Major  SAUNDERSON  (Armagh,  N.) 
said,  some  reference  had  been  made  to 
intimidation  during  the  recent  elections 
in  Ireland,  and  it  had  been  charged 
against  the  Representatives  of  the 
^rthern  constituencies  that  they  had 
spoken  of  the  Loyal  electors  having  been 
intimidated.  He  desired  to  state  that 
neither  he  nor  his  Friends  had  ever  said 
the  Loyal  minority  had  been  intimidated. 
That  minority  required  stronger  mea- 
sures to  intimidate  them  than  had  yet 
been  invented.  What  they  had  said 
was  that  there  existed  in  Ireland  an  in- 
timidation society,  otherwise  known  by 
the  name  of  the  National  League,  and 
that  that  Society  had  succeeded  in  ter- 
rorizing and  dominating  the  minds  of 
those  who  were  subjected  to  its  sway  in 
Ireland,  the  existence  of  that  organiza- 
tion absolutely  precluding  the  Irish 
people  from  expressing  their  deliberate 
opinions  as  to  who  should  be  their  Re- 
presentatives. He  would  simply  instance 
the  manner  in  which  the  candidates  were 
chosen  at  the  last  Election  in  Ireland, 
and  in  doing  so  would  mention  the  case 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Clare. 
That  hon.  G-entleman  was  elected  for 
the  West  Clare  Division  without,  he  be- 
lieved, ever  having  seen  the  constitu- 
ency. The  Nationalist  Party  wanted  to 
get  hold  of  a  representative  Protestant, 
to  show  that  at  least  some  portion  of  the 
Protestants  of  Ireland  sympathized  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  ;  and,  not  being 
able  to  find  one  in  Cork  or  Kerry,  or 
Munster  or  Connaught,  they  were  at 
least  enabled  to  pounce  upon  him  in  Ennis- 
kilien.  They  brought  their  candidate 
from  that  place,  and  he  was  informed 
by  a  gentleman  resident  in  Clare  that 
he  was  never  shown  to  the  constituency 
until  after  the  Election  was  over,  when 
the  hon.  Member  was  produced  —  he 
(Major  Saunderson)  hoped  to  the  satis- 
faction of  the  electors.  This  was  what 
he  called  a  bogus  candidature.  The 
Loyal  Party  undoubtedly  undertook  to 
fight  some  of  the  constituencies  in  the 


South  and  West  of  Ireland  without 
much  hope  of  success.  This  he  did  not 
for  one  moment  attempt  to  deny;  but 
he  wished  to  say  that  what  they  wanted 
to  do  was  this — they  wanted  to  give  an 
opportunity  to  the  constituencies  to  re- 
cord, if  they  chose  to  do  so,  their  votes 
in  favour  of  Loyalist  candidates ;  and  he 
might  add  that  they  wanted  to  do  some- 
thing more— they  desired  to  show  how 
many  Irishmen  would  vote  for  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork ;  and,  although  they 
did  not  attempt  to  act  so  unfairly  as  to 
count  those  who  abstained  from  voting 
at  all  as  being  on  their  own  side — they 
had  never  made  that  assertion  —  they 
considered  that  they  acted  with  perfect 
fairness  in  stating  that  those  who  ab- 
stained from  votinff  did  not  record  their 
votes  for  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.  He 
did  not  think  that  even  the  ingenuity  of 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  would 
enable  them  to  suggest  that  those  ab- 
stainers really  did  vote  for  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork.  The  result  was  that 
more  than  113,000  electors  did  not  vote 
for  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  at  the 
last  Election,  and  he  thought  this  was 
something  gained;  while  in  the  very  City 
which  that  hon.  Member  represented 
there  were  no  fewer  than  7,000  abstainers 
from  voting.  Although  he  admitted 
that  the  Loyalist  candidate  for  Cork  did 
not  get  many  votes,  he,  nevertheless, 
was  of  opinion  that  it  was  a  point  of  con- 
siderable value  to  have  shown,  as  they 
had  thus  been  enabled  to  show  to  Eng- 
land and  the  rest  of  the  United  King- 
dom, that  in  the  very  City  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  represented  as 
the  head  of  the  Separatist  Party,  there 
were  7,000  electors  who  had  refrained 
from  recording  their  votes  in  his  favour. 
It  had  been  said  that  the  backbone  of 
the  Bill  before  the  House  was  the  fine 
it  would  impose  on  the  merely  bogus 
candidates.  On  this  point  he  might  say 
that,  in  the  constituency  he  represented, 
he  had  been  opposed  by  the  whole  force 
of  the  Nationalist  Party  and  the  Radical 
Party ;  but  he  was  enabled  to  beat  his 
opponent  by  almost  the  proportion  men- 
tioned in  the  Bill  as  that  which  would 
impose  the  fine  referred  to.  Still,  he 
should  be  very  sorry  to  enforce  such  a 
provision,  even  against  a  Nationalist,  if 
that  Nationalist  wished,  in  the  constitu- 
ency which  he  had  the  honour  to  repre- 
sent, to  display  his  weakness.  Every 
great  cause  which  ultimately  triumphed 
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had  a  begmning.  If  thej  precluded 
any  Englishman,  Irishman,  or  t^ootch- 
man  from  advooaoj  of  a  cause  which 
might  become  a  great  one  at  the  begin- 
ning, when  he  was  not  likely  to  find 
many  supporters,  they  would  be  taking 
away  one  of  the  greatest  rights  that 
could  be  claimed  in  either  country — a 
right  which  he,  for  one,  did  not  wish  to 
deny  to  those  who  sat  below  the  Gang- 
way, nor  to  anyone  else.  He  therefore 
hoped  the  House  would  pause  before 
giving  its  sanction  to  such  a  measure  as 
that  now  under  discussion.  It  admitted 
what  would  be  an  absolutely  new  prin- 
ciple in  Parliamentary  elections,  the 
adoption  of  which  would  have  the  effect 
of  preventing  an  Englishman,  Irishman, 
or  Scotchman  from  coming  forward  to 
seek  the  representation  of  a  constituency 
under  the  penalty  of  a  heavy  fine  if  he 
happened  to  be  unsuccessful  in  polling 
the  exact  proportion  of  voters  named  in 
this  Bill. 

Mb.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) 
said,  he  was  not  one  of  those  who  were 
animated  by  an  excessive  desire  to  be 
severe  on  unsuccessful  candidates,  and 
he  thought  that  the  proposal  in  the  Bill 
to  place  the  burden  of  the  expenses  of 
election  upon  a  candidate  who  polled 
less  than  one-half  of  the  number  of 
votes  polled  by  the  successful  candidate 
was  open  to  serious  objection.  He  was, 
therefore,  glad  to  hear  from  those  who 
were  in  charge  of  the  Bill  that  they  did 
not  insist  upon  this  particular  proposal, 
but  were  willing  to  modify  it  in  Com- 
mittee. He  could  not  have  supported 
the  proposal  as  it  stood,  because  he 
should  be  sorry  to  say  that  his  opponent 
in  East  Aberdeenshire,  who  would  have 
been  mulcted  under  this  Bill,  was  by 
any  means  a  bogue  candidate.  He  was 
an  honourable  candidate,  who  had  a 
right  to  lay  his  principles  before  the 
constituency,  although  he  had  not  a 
sufficient  number  of  followers  to  save 
him  from  the  penalties  inflicted  by  this 
Bill.  In  principle,  he  (Mr.  Esslemont) 
supported  the  Bill,  because  he  thought 
that  a  fine — or,  rather,  the  burden  of 
the  expenses— should  fall  upon  candi- 
dates who  were  manifestly  coming  for- 
ward with  no  idea  or  expectation  of  any- 
thing else  than  simply  to  bring  about 
a  vexatious  opposition,  and  inflict  an 
unnecessary  expense  upon  the  popular 
candidate  and  upon  the  constituency. 
It  was  a  great  pity,  on  the  other  hand, 
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that  anyone  should  be  restrained,  under 
reasonable  circumstances,  from  vindi- 
cating before  a  constituency  the  prin- 
ciples which  he  held.  He  ventured, 
therefore,  to  hope  that  the  Bill  would 
not  be  opposed  in  principle,  but  that  it 
would  be  so  amended  in  Committee  as  not 
to  deter  hondfide  candidates  from  taking 
the  field.  The  House  was  not  met  to 
discuss  very  much  the  unfortunate  cir- 
cumstances of  those  in  Ireland  who 
were  not  successful  at  the  last  Election, 
or  to  account  for  their  want  of  success 
on  any  special  principle.  But  they  were 
all  agreed  that  the  expenses  of  elections 
ought  to  be  minimized  to  the  lowest 
possible  scale,  so  as  to  secure  that  elec- 
tions should  be  carried  on  in  the  inte- 
rests of  the  country.  As  far  as  the  ex- 
penses of  elections  were  concerned,  he 
should  be  inclined  to  go  a  good  deal 
further  than  the  proposals  of  this  BilL 
He  saw  no  reason— so  far,  at  least,  as 
Scotland  was  concerned — why  the  Re- 
gistrar of  each  parish  should  not  take 
the  poll,  so  that  the  expenses  in  each 
parish  should  not  exceed  £5.  With 
such  a  simple  system  of  ballot  as  they 
now  had,  there  was  no  great  necessity 
— and  the  law  did  not  require  it— that 
they  should  have  legal  assistance  at 
great  expense  in  every  parish.  The 
ballot  ouffht  to  be  so  simple  and  so 
easily  worked  that  it  would  require  no 
great  legal  acumen  to  carry  it  out.  He 
hoped  that  the  official  expenses  connected 
with  elections  would  not  only  be  brought 
as  low  as  they  were  fixed  in  the  Schedule 
of  this  Bill,  but  that  they  might  be 
made  lower.  He  believed  that  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  was  approved  of  on 
both  sides  of  the  House,  and  he  hoped, 
therefore,  that  it  would  be  agreed  to 
without  a  division.  If  a  division  were 
taken,  he  should  record  his  vote  in 
favour  of  the  Bill,  on  the  assurance  that 
those  who  brought  it  forward  would 
accept  in  Committee  the  Amendments 
which  had  been  foreshadowed  in  the 
debate. 

Mr.  JOHNS  (Warwick,  Nuneaton) 
said,  the  principle  of  the  Bill  was  most 
admirable,  and  ought  to  be  supported.  It 
was  not  a  question  between  Nationalists 
and  Loyalists,  but  of  doing  away  with 
bogus  candidates.  He  hoped  that  this 
Bill  was  only  a  first  instalment,  and 
that  the  second  instalment  would  be  the 
application  of  the  principle  to  England 
and  Scotland.    His  idea  was  that  the 
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charges  levied  on  the  candidates  shoald 
be  npon  a  percentage  system,  and  he 
wonld  try  to  introduce  this  change  in 
Committee. 

Colonel  WAEING  (Down.  N.)  said, 
he  strongly  objected  to  the  principle  of 
this  Bill.     He  objected  to  the  principle 
of  every  Bill  which  was  made  applicable 
to  Ireland  alone.     The  state  of  things 
in  Ireland  would  have  been  very  dif- 
ferent now  if  this  pernicious  plan  had 
not  been  adopted  of  excluding  Ireland 
from  some  Bills  and  passing  other  Bills 
for  Ireland  alone,  and  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell) 
never  would  have  occupied  the  position 
lie  held  in  that  House.     All  Bills  should 
apply  to  England  and  Ireland  alike.  [Mr, 
T.  D.  Sullivan  :  "What  about  coercion?] 
The  Coercion  Acts  ought  to  have  applied 
to  the  whole  Kingdom.     This  was  the 
main  and  the  only  principle  on  which  he 
Greeted  to  the  Bill  before  the  House. 
"With    regard  to  the  question  of  the 
Sheriffs'  expenses,  he  felt  sure  that  no 
Member  of  that  House  would  object  to 
a  proposal  by  which  they  could  be  re- 
duced ;  but  he  doubted  whether  the  Bill 
tinder  discussion  would  really  effect  the 
reduction  it  contemplated.    In  the  first 
place,  he  thought  the  proposed  reduction 
Tvith  regard  to  the  cost  of  polling  booths 
was  a  great  mistake.    They  had  already 
found  the  accommodation  afforded  by 
the  polling  booths   insufficient.    They 
founa  that  a  great  many  persons  were 
crowded  into  small  booths,  and  that  the 
arrangements   for   marking  the  ballot 
papers  were  so  bad  that  even  educated 
men  could   hardly  find   room  for  the 
points  of  their  pencils ;  while  the  rest  of 
the  arrangements  were  so  faulty  that 
they  greatly  facilitated  the  desire  exhi- 
bited by  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway 
to  ensure  the  freedom  from  secrecy  of 
the  ballot  by  enabling  a  number  of  gen- 
tlemen who  had  no  business  there  to 
loiter   about  the  rooms.     To  his  own 
knowledge,  in  many  districts  the  polling 
booths  were  crowded  from  morning  to 
night  by  people  who  had  no  more  busi- 
ness there  than  he  had.   [An  hon.  Mem- 
bee  :  Where  ?!     It  occurred  all  over  the 
country ;  and  he  thought  it  undesirable 
that  anything  should   be   done    which 
would  have  the  effect  of  further  limiting 
the  accommodation  then  afforded.  With 
regard  to  the  presiding  officers,  he  held 
that  they  were  already  amply  paid ;  and 
he  would  point  out  that  there  was  no  diffi- 


culty in  gettine  gentlemen  to  undertake 
the  office.  In  his  own  constituency  the 
proposal  of  the  Bill  would  make  a  dif- 
ference of  no  less  than  £54  additional 
expense  for  Betuming  Officers  alone, 
there  being  18  polling  districts,  which, 
at  £3  38.  extra  each,  would  amount 
to  the  sum  named,  while  the  travel- 
ling expenses  at  some  of  the  sta- 
tions would  be  small,  because  the  Bel- 
fast and  County  Down  Eailway  would 
convey  all  the  officers  from  the  different 
districts,  and  bring  back  all  the  ballot 
boxes.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had 
spoken  of  the  object  of  the  Bill  as  being 
to  inflict  a  fine  on  bogus  candidates,  so  as 
to  prevent  the  setting  up  of  bogus  candi- 
dates. He  did  not  think  bogus  candidates 
would  be  found  in  the  ranks  of  those  who 
were  sneered  at  as  representing  the  land- 
lord party,  because  too  much  care  was 
being  taken  to  deplete  their  money  bags, 
so  that  there  need  be  little  fear  of  their 
entering  into  heavy  expenditure  for 
sham  purposes.  But  how  would  it  be 
in  the  case  of  men  who  were  advocating 
new  opinions  and  ventilating  new  ideas  ? 
How,  ne  asked,  would  it  be  in  the  case 
of  the  working  men  candidates  in  many 
of  the  districts  where  they  had  not  as 
yet  shown  themselves,  but  which  they 
might  desire  to  contest,  if  they  were  to 
be  fined  in  the  manner  suggested  by  the 
Bill,  because  they  might  not  be  able  to 
succeed  in  at  once  persuading  a  large 
number  of  electors  to  give  them  their 
support  ?  How  would  it  be  possible  to 
get  the  great  labour  question  fairly  put 
before  the  constituencies  ?  They  must 
either  trust  men  who  were  not  to  be 
trusted,  or  run  the  risk  of  imposing  a 
ruinous  fine  on  those  whom  they  got  to 
contest  the  districts.  He  did  not  pro- 
pose to  contest  very  violently  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill,  if  that  principle  were 
that  election  expenses  should  be  reduced ; 
but  he  would  oppose  the  Bill  on  the 
ground  that  it  ought  to  be  applied  to 
the  whole  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and 
not  to  Ireland  only.  It  would  be  much 
better  if  the  matter  were  taken  up  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  a  Bill 
introduced  by  them  in  such  a  form  that 
it  would  be  applicable  to  the  whole  of 
the  United  Kingdom. 

Sib  JOHN  SWINBUENE  (Stafford- 
shire, Lichfield^  wished  to  ask  the  Lord 
Advocate,  whether  the  Government  were 
likely  to  make  the  Bill  applicable  to 
England,  because  there  was  on  the  Paper 
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a  Bill  on  the  same  subject  relating  to 
Scotland  which  was  not  yet  printed? 
He  had  lust  been  told  so  at  the  "Vote 
Office,  where  he  had  asked  for  a  copy 
of  it. 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  (Clackmannan,  &c.)  said,  there 
were  two  Bills  on  the  Paper  to-day.  One 
of  them,  not  printed,  was  given  Notice 
of  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Aberdeen ;  but  when  the  Government 
took  the  matter  up  his  hon.  Friend  did 
not  persevere  with  his  Bill.  The  Govern- 
ment Bill  had  been  printed  for  weeks. 

Mr.  ESSLEMONT  said,  there  was 
evidently  a  misunderstanding  about  this 
Bill,  because  when  he  inquired  he  got 
the  very  same  answer,  that  the  Bill  was 
not  yet  printed. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE :  Perhaps  1 
may  be  allowed  to  explain 

Mb.  SPEAKER;  Order,  order;  Sir 
John  Swinburne. 

Snt  JOHN  SWINBURNE  said,  that 
as  he  had  been  a  considerable  sufferer 
at  the  late  Election  he  would  give  this 
Bill  his  most  hearty  support,  and  if  the 
Forms  of  the  House  allowed,  he  would 
move  in  Committee  to  make  it  applicable 
to  England.  Working-men  candidates 
would  favour  such  a  Bill  more  than 
others,  because,  before  submitting  their 
claims  to  a  constituency,  they  were  well 
aware  of  the  amount  of  support  they 
were  likely  to  obtain.  In  the  North,  of 
England  working-men  candidates  suf- 
fered very  severely  from  having  men 
put  forward  without  the  remotest  chance 
of  election. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Londonderry,  S.) 
said,  that  the  Irish  Members  had  good 
reason  to  be  gratified  with  the  reception 
which  the  Bill  had  received  on  both  sides 
of  the  House.  They  would  be  only  too 
happy  to  see  the  Bill  extended  to  Eng- 
land if  English  Members  so  desired  ;  but 
the  history  of  the  Returning  Officers'  Ex- 
penses Act  of  1875  had  something  to  do 
with  the  Bill  being  introduced  as  appli- 
cable to  Ireland  alone.  When  the  Bill 
of  1875  was  introduced  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bury  (Sir  Henry 
James),  Mr.  Butt,  on  behalf  of  the  Irish 
Representatives,  protested  against  its 
application  to  Ireland,  and  it  was  agreed 
by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
that  it  should  not  be  extended  to  Ireland, 
and  so  passed  its  second  reading.  The 
late  Mr.  McCarthy  Downing,  however,  in 
Committee,  and  behind  the  backs  of  the 
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majority  of  the  Irish  Party,  got  the  Bill 
applied  to  Ireland.  At  no  time  conse^ 
quently  had  the  Irish  Members  agreed 
to  the  principles  of  the  Returning 
Officers  Act  of  1875;  and  last  year  when 
they  moved  in  the  matter  they  got  a 
pledge  from  the  Government  that  when 
the  subject  came  up  again  Ireland  would 
be  dealt  with.  He  and  his  Colleagues 
were  in  almost  entire  agreement  with 
the  remarks  made  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  North  Down.  That  hon. 
Member's  points  were  all  such  as  might 
be  dealt  with  in  Committee.  The  hon. 
Member  was  in  error  in  supposing  that 
the  Bill  would  increase  the  Returning 
Officers'  fee  for  polling  booths  to  £5  5#. ; 
because  the  hon.  Member  had  not 
noticed  that  all  the  expenses  for  ballot 
boxes  and  mileage  were  proposed  to  be 
taken  away,  and  thus,  to  a  large  extent, 
the  Bill  diminished  the  cost.  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  before  speaking,  had  ex- 
amined the  Bill  more  at  large  he  would 
have  perceived  his  error.  The  fact  was 
the  **  Loyal  minority  "  had  been  misled 
in  regard  to  the  Bill  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  the  Isle  of  Thanet 
(Colonel  King-Harman),  who  had  not 
appeared  previously  in  the  House  for  a 
long  time,  and  had  on  his  re-appearance 
to- day  assumed  the  leadership  of  that 
minority.  Perhaps,  now  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  the  Isle  of 
Thanet  perceived  that  the  Bill  would  be 
extended  to  England,  he  would  see  the 
advantage  of  allowing  it  to  proceed. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Down  (Colonel  Waring)  had  spoken  of 
the  Clare  election ;  but  he  should  be 
more  careful  before  he  indulged  in  reck- 
less statements,  which  he  was  so  fond  of 
making ;  for  the  truth  was  that  the  Clare 
Convention  was  attended  by  delegates 
from  every  district  of  the  county,  and 
the  County  of  Catholic  Emancipation 
unanimously  adopted  the  candidature  of 
the  Ulster  Protestant  (Mr.  Jordan.) 

Mr.  HOLMES  (Dublin  University) 
said,  he  was  surprised  at  the  readiness 
with  which  the  principle  of  this  Bill  had 
been  adopted  by  hon.  Members  on  the 
Liberal  and  Radical  Benches.  He 
thought  it  was  conceded  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  was  to  be  found  in  the 
second  sub- clause  of  Clause  2,  and  he 
agreed  with  an  hon.  Member  that  the 
principle  ought  not  to  be  regarded  from 
a  Party  point  of  view.  It  would  be  ad- 
mitted by  every  one  that  the  principle 
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iiiToIved  was  an  innovation — ^noihing 
resembling  it  was  to  be  found  in  exist- 
ing legislation,  and  he  believed  that 
nothing  resembling  it  had  ever  before 
been  submitted  to  the  consideration  of 
this  House.  It  was  not  merely  an  in- 
novation— it  would  be  found  on  exami- 
nation to  be  a  very  dangerous  innova- 
tion. In  so  saying,  he  was  looking  at 
the  principle,  not  alone  from  the  Tory 
point  of  view ;  but  from  the  point  of 
view  in  which  questions  of  this  kind 
were  usually  regarded  by  Liberals  and 
Badicals.  That  House  had  over  and 
over  again  engaged  in  legislation  for 
the  purpose  of  enabling  the  free  will 
of  the  people  to  be  expressed  at  a 
General  Election.  It  seemed  just  as 
important  that  candidates  desirous  of 
advocating  particular  principles  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  doing  so  without 
any  risk  of  penalty.  It  had  been  said 
that  it  was  desirable  to  keep  away  bogus 
candidates ;  but  his  dif&culty  was  how 
to  find  out  whether  they  were  bogus 
candidates  or  not.  He  was  satisfied 
that  they  never  could  apply  as  a  test  the 
number  of  votes  a  man  might  receive 
from  a  constituency.  He  thought  it 
would  be  admitted  by  everyone  that  the 
limit  in  this  Bill  of  one-half  the  number 
of  votes  would  be  no  test.  He  admitted 
the  number  was  a  matter  which  might 
be  left  till  the  Committee  stage  ;  but  he 
personally  found  a  difficulty  in  defining 
any  number  which  would  be  a  fair  test. 
The  real  question  was  this — was  the 
candidate  coming  forward  in  good  faith 
to  support  principles  in  which  he  be- 
lieved, and  with  regard  to  which  a  num- 
ber of  men  in  the  constituency  might 
share  his  belief  ?  When  labour  candi- 
dates first  came  forward  in  England  they 
received  very  little  support;  but  they 
were  not  bogus  candidates  in  any  respect. 
They  were  desirous  of  seeing  how  far 
their  opinions  were  supported,  and  as 
election  after  election  passed  they  ob- 
tained favour  among  the  constituencies. 
One  of  the  things  to  be  expected  from 
Democratic  constitutions  was  that  a 
greater  variety  of  opinions  would  spring 
up,  and  that  instead  of  having  two  great 
Parties  they  might  have  three  or  four. 
They  could  understand  that  a  person 
knowing  he  had  but  a  small  minority  of 
followers  in  a  constituency  might  think 
it  well  to  introduce  his  views  to  that 
constituency  in  the  hope  that  as  time 
went  on  those  views  might  permeate  the 


greater  portion  of  the  electors.  So  much 
as  to  the  principle.  On  a  secondary 
matter,  he  pointed  out  that  the  security 
deposited  with  the  Sherifi^  now  was  based 
on  the  fact  that  the  unsuccessful  candi- 
date should  pay  half  the  expenses.  If 
this  arrangement  were  altered  to  make 
the  unsuccessful  candidate  pay  the  entire 
amount  the  security  must,  of  course,  be 
increased.  That  provision  would  not 
bear  hardly  on  those  who  had  money  to 
spare,  but  on  those  who  had  not.  Every 
Member  of  the  House  was  interested  in 
keeping  down  the  Sheriff's  expenses  as 
much  as  possible.  Any  amendment  of 
the  Schedule  of  the  Act  of  1875,  by  which 
the  Returning  Officer's  charges  would  be 
amended,  was  not  unreasonable.  It  was 
desirable  that  the  Sheriffs  should  be  in- 
demnified ;  but  he  was  opposed  to  their 
getting  one  penny  beyond  the  amount 
necessary  to  indemnify  them.  The  Sche- 
dule to  that  measure  did  not  specify  the 
sum  the  Sheriff  was,  under  aU  circum- 
stances, to  receive,  but  the  maximum 
amount;  and  there  was  provision  for 
taxing  the  Sheriff's  bill  by  means  of  a 
satisfactory  tribunal,  there  being  an 
appeal  to  a  County  Court  Judge  in  Ire- 
land. It  might  be  that  the  maximum 
charges  fixed  by  the  Schedule  were  too 
great ;  but  it  occurred  to  him  that  the 
House  would  be  a  very  bad  tribunal 
sitting  in  Committee  to.  decide  that  ques- 
tion. The  Government,  he  thought, 
should  consider  this  Bill  as  they  had 
considered  the  Bill  in  regard  to  Scot- 
land ;  or  it  might  be  dealt  with  by  a 
small  Committee,  which  would  go  into 
details,  and  if  necessary  take  evidence. 
He  did  not  see  his  way,  however,  to 
support  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and 
therefore  could  not  vote  for  its  second 
reading. 

Mh.  MAURICE  HEALT  (Cork)  said, 
he  apprehended  that  the  question  the 
House  ought  to  consider  was  not  whe- 
ther the  principle  of  the  Bill  was  an  in^ 
novation — which  it  no  doubt  was — but 
whether  it  was  a  desirable  innovation. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man who  had  last  spoke  did  not  think 
it  a  desirable  innovation.  He  agreed 
with  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman's argument  to  this  extent — 
that  they  could  not  draw  a  hard-and- 
fast  line  which  would  decide  in  every 
case  whether  or  not  a  candidate  was 
bogus.  The  Bill  did  not  enact  that  a 
man  should  not  become  a  candidate  un- 
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less  he  was  certain  of  receiving  a  certain 
number  of  votes.  All  it  enacted  was  that 
a  candidate  who  was  not  satisfied  that 
he  bhould  ^et  a  reasonable  proportion  of 
votes  should  not  put  his  opponent  to  the 
expense  of  a  contest.  He  thought  that  a 
safe  and  just  and  an  equitable  rule.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  argued 
that  the  Bill  would  press  against  work- 
ing-men candidates.  That  House,  he 
hoped,  would  give  no  more  encourage- 
ment to  working  men,  as  far  as  unreason- 
able contests  were  concerned,  than  to  any 
other  candidates.  All  that  working  men 
could  require  was  that  they  wotdd  be 
made  equal  to  their  social  superiors  be- 
fore the  law.  In  Ireland,  at  the  last 
Election,  they  had  to  deal  not  merely 
with  individual  bogus  candidates,  but 
with  a  universally  extended  organization 
— LtfAtf^*"j — of  bogus  candidates.  It  ap- 
peared that  the  notion  held  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  North  Armagh 
who  cheered  (Major  Saunderson)  of  a 
bogus  candidate  was  that  the  description 
did  not  ajpply  to  one  who  got  only  30 
Totes,  while  his  opponent  received  6,000; 
BO  the  House  need  not  concern  itself 
with  the  views  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Oentleman  on  this  subject.  Candidates 
were  put  forward  in  Ireland  who  had  not 
the  smallest  hope  of  getting  more  than 
an  infinitesimal  fraction  of  the  votes  of 
the  constituency.  The  Irish  Loyal  and 
Patriotic  Union  not  merely  put  con- 
stituencies to  the  turmoil  of  contested 
elections  in  hopeless  cases,  but  they  did 
so  without  any  pecuniary  risk  to  these 
bogus  candidates,  and  some  of  their  can- 
didates engaged  in  contests  at  a  pecu- 
niary profit.  [**No,  no  V*  and  *'Hear, 
hear !  ^]  He  was  himself  personally 
aware  of  one  case  of  the  sort ;  and  he  would 
fearlessly  state  the  fact  in  the  House,  that 
one  of  the  candidates  who  was  put  up 
to  contest  one  of  the  divisions  of  the' 
County  of  Cork  made  a  profit  of  consider- 
ably over  £100.  [Cries  of  "  Name !  '*] 
H!e  made  that  statement  from  his  own 
personal  knowledge.  [Itenewed  cries  of 
•*  Name !"]  His  Colleague  to  whom  he 
referred  was  Dr.  Kenny.  "When  these 
things  happened  he  apprehended  it  was 
high  time  for  the  House  to  inquire  into 
the  matter.  It  had  been  said  that  the 
effect  of  Clause  2  of  the  Bill  would  be 
to  necessitate  an  increase  in  the  amount 
of  security  to  be  lodged  by  a  candidate. 
That,  he  thought,  was  a  mistake;  be- 
cause it  had  been  invariably  found  that 
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the  deposit  was  far  in  excess  of  what  the 
election  could  legitimately  cost  When 
once  the  House  had  ascertained  that  the 
machinery  for  Parliamentary  elections 
was  used  to  give  trouble  and  annoyance 
to  political  opponents,  and  to  impoie 
large  expense  upon  them,  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  House  to  interfere  and  see  that 
the  machinery  should  be  no  longer  pat 
to  that  illegitimate  use.  As  to  the  second 
branch  of  the  question,  there  seemed  to 
him  to  be  a  general  ooncurrence  of  opi- 
nion in  the  House. 

Thb  CHIEF  SECRET AEY  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  John  Mobley)  (Newoastle- 
on-Tyne) :  I  a^ee  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  has  just  sat  down  that  the 
general  effect  of  the  discussion,  in  spite 
of  what  at  first  promised  to  be  one  or 
two  rather  heated  passages  as  to  the 
interpretation  of  the  last  elections  in 
Ireland,  has  been  to  develop  a  very 
strong  concurrence  of  opinion  in  all 
parts  of  the  House.  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  North  Armagh  (Major 
Saunderson)  even,  who  objected  so  much 
to  one  of  the  sub- sections  of  the  Bill,  said 
his  dissent  only  arose  on  points  which 
could  be  satisfied  and  removed  in  Com- 
mittee. So  I  understood  him.  [Colonel 
Wabino  :  As  regards  election  expenses.] 
Tes ;  but  this  Bill  is,  in  its  substance,  aBiU 
for  the  reduction  of  expenses.  On  Uiat 
hon.  Q-entlemen  from  Ireland  below  the 
Gangway,  and  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
are  of  the  same  mind.  There  has  been 
almost  complete  unanimity  of  opinion  in 
all  quarters  of  the  House ;  and  it  is  per- 
fectly natural,  and  almost  inevitable, 
that  it  should  be  so.  Of  course,  we  all, 
whether  the  majority  or  the  minority, 
are  interested  in  getting  election  ex- 
penses reduced  to  the  lowest  possible 
level.  Some  objection  has  been  taken 
by  hon.  G-entlemen  to  the  fact  that  this 
Bill  deals  especially  with  Ireland.  One 
hon.  Gentleman  expressed  the  benevo- 
lent wish  ^hat  even  Coercion  Acts  might 
be  extended  to  England  and  Scotland 
and  Wales.  We  on  this  side  of  the 
House  may  be  excused  for  dissenting 
from  that  view ;  but  the  truth  is  that 
under  the  existing  state  of  the  law  a 
difference  is  made  between  the  different 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom.  For 
example,  the  Returning  Officers  Act  of 
1875  does  not  extend  to  Scotland ;  and  as 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  in  the  pre- 
sent Session,  is  to  ask  the  House  to  alter 
the  system  of  election  expenses  in  Scot* 
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land,  it  would  be  very  difficult  for  us  to 
resist  a  Bill  for  reforming  election  ex- 
penses in  Ireland  merely  on  the  ground 
that  it  affected  only  one  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  I  confess  my  opinion 
at  first  rather  turned  in  the  direction  indi- 
cated by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Mr.  Holmes),  that  there 
are  points  in  the  Bill  which  might  be 
with  advantage  referred  to  a  small  Com- 
mittee, because  the  virtue  of  this  Bill, 
apart  from  the  disputed  clauses,  lies  in 
the  Schedule,  and  the  Schedule  refers  to 
minute  details  ;  and  it  is  rather  an  open 
question  with  me  whether  Parliament 
possesses  the  necessary  information  in 
order  to  settle  the  scheme  without  taking 
evidence.  It  might  be  found  upon  in- 
vestigation that  some  Sheriffs  were  able 
to  show  that  they  have  actually  been 
put  to  costs  payable  by  themselves  for 
expenditure  inadequately  provided  for 
by  the  Schedule  which  now  exists ;  and 
Irish  Sheriffs  are  not  in  such  easy  cir- 
cumstances at  present  that  it  would  be 
desirable  to  impose  upon  them  any  risk 
of  beinff  put  to  personal  expense.  How- 
ever, I  have  listened  to  the  course  of  the 
debate,  and  it  has  become  pretty  clear 
that  Gentlemen  from  Ireland,  both 
above  and  below  the  Gangway,  feel  that 
they  know  enough  on  this  subject  to 
decide  in  Committee  upon  the  terms  and 
details  of  tiiie  Schedule  in  this  Bill. 
That  being  so,  and  being  a  matter  which 
really  concerns  Gentlemen  from  Ireland, 
it  is  no  longer  my  intention  to  insist 
upon  a  reference  of  the  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee  as  a  condition  of  our  assent 
to  the  second  reading  of  it.  Upon  the 
clause  which  has  given  rise  to  so 
much  interesting  discussion  I  feel 
rather  more  reserve ;  because  there  is  no 
doubt,  as  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  North  Armagh  has  said,  that  it  is  an 
innovation,  and  I,  for  one,  have  so  often 
been  in  a  minority  in  my  life  that  I  am 
not  inclined  to  put  a  penalty  on  any  per- 
son who  happens  to  be  in  a  minority.  I 
think,  however,  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Dublin  University,  when  he  said  the 
effect  of  this  clause  would  be  to  deny 
the  right  of  taking  one's  chance  at  an 
election  unless  you  were  perfectly  cer- 
tain of  a  majority,  is  not  quite  accurate. 
It  is  clear  that  is  not  the  intention  of 
the  clause,  and  I  do  not  think  that  a 
clause  in  that  sense  would  be  accepted 
by   Parliament.      The  hon.    Members 


below  the  Gangway,  I  believe,  are 
ready  to  assent  to  a  change  in  the  pro- 
portion of  the  votes  which  would  be  re- 
quired to  exonerate  an  unsuccessful  can- 
didate from  liability ;  and  though  I  can- 
not feel  that  the  effect  of  the  clause 
would  be  what  was  stated  by  the  hon. 
Members  from  Ireland  above  the  Gang- 
way, still  it  does  introduce  a  very  re- 
markable change  into  the  principles  of 
our  electoral  proceedings.  It  would  be 
very  difficult  to  justify  the  extension  to 
Ireland  of  that  change,  unless  we  were 
prepared  to  extend  it  to  England  as 
well.  I  am  bound  to  say,  at  the  same 
time,  that  it  appears  to  be  perfectly  cer- 
tain that  if  we  had  a  Bill  embodying 
this  principle  of  the  pecuniary  liabilily 
of  bogus  candidates  with  regard  to  Eng- 
land, if  put  to  the  test  of  a  division 
this  afternoon,  such  a  Bill  would  be 
carried.  A  good  deal  has  been  said  as 
to  the  definition  of  a  bogus  candidate. 
We,  ourselves,  in  the  Bill  brought  in  by 
the  Lord  Advocate  dealing  with  the  case 
of  Scotland,  define  a  certain  kind  of 
bogus  candidate,  but  not  the  kind  re- 
ferred to  by  the  framers  of  this  Bill. 
The  Bill  of  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  is  to  the  effect  that  when  a  can- 
didate, generally  known  as  a  carpet- 
bagger candidate,  ventures  to  invade 
Scotland,  then  the  persons  who  siffu 
his  nomination  paper  shall  be  liable, 
conjointly  with  the  candidate  and  with 
each  other,  for  the  charges  payable  to  the 
Eetuming  Officer  by  such  candidate.  The 
question  of  bogus  candidates  arises  in 
various  shapes  and  various  conditions; 
but  that  is  one  way  of  deaUng  with  this 
particular  form  of  candidate.  The  ques- 
tion of  the  exact  proportion  of  votes 
which  shall  constitute  the  unlucky  can- 
didate a  bogus  candidate  is,  I  confess, 
somewhat  difficult  to  determine ;  but  I 
am  clear  that  whatever  the  proportion  is 
it  ought  to  be  the  same  in  all  the  three 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom — I  mean  so 
long  as  we  continue  our  existing  system  of 
legislation.  One  method  of  dealing  with 
a  familiar  form  of  bogus  candidate  has 
been  referred  to ;  but  I  should  prefer  to 
see  it  dealt  with  by  the  proposal  for  a 
second  ballot.  I  believe  that  that  would 
be  the  most  effectual  check  on  such  a  can- 
didature. [Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  :  Who  would 
pay  for  the  first  ?]  There  are  other  pro- 
posals for  dealing  with  a  similar  evil. 
From  these  illustrations  I  have  given  of 
the  difficulties  surrounding  the  question 

uiqiiizea  dv  V_j  v^ v./  x  Iv^ 


851     Farliamentary  Elections,         {COMMONS} 


^e.  {Ireland)  Bill.  852 


of  the  bog^s  candidate  I  think  it  will  be 
Been  that  we  ought  to  move  with  con- 
siderable caution.  I,  therefore,  must 
not  be  understood  as  pledging  the  Go- 
vernment when  the  Bill  reaches  Com- 
mittee to  accept,  without  further  pre- 
cautions and  reservations,  the  principle 
which  is  laid  down  in  the  second  sub- 
section of  Clause  2.  I  do  not  think  I 
have  anything  to  add  to  these  remarks, 
beyond  saying  that,  in  the  circumstances 
I  have  described,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment felt  themselves  unable  to  offer  any 
resistance  to  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill. 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  (Edin- 
burgh and  St.  Andrews  Universities) 
said,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  had  told  them  that  any 
legislation  on  this  matter  ought  to  apply 
to  the  Three  Kingdoms,  and  not  to  Ire- 
land alone ;  and  it  was,  therefore,  quite 
evident  that  he  did  not  immediately  ex- 
pect that  their  Irish  Friends  below  the 
Gangway  would  have  an  opportunity  of 
making  their  own  lews.  As  a  Member 
for  Scotland,  not  elected  by  ballot,  he 
might  say  a  few  words  on  this  question. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  truly 
said  that  the  definition  of  a  bogus  can- 
didate was  a  very  difficult  matter.  He 
(Mr.  Macdonald)  did  not  think  that  that 
difficulty  would  ever  be  satisfactorily  got 
over  by  fixing  a  proportion  to  sums  of 
money  or  averages  ;  because  they  might 
have  many  cases  in  which  a  candidate, 
representing  general  political  opinions, 
might,  in  consequence  of  some  special 
question  arising  in  the  constituency  at 
the  time  of  the  election,  or  about  which 
in  that  constituency  there  was  a  strong 
feeling,  find  himself  in  a  considerable 
minority.  The  hon.  Member  for  Kil- 
kenny (Mr.  Chance)  mentioned  that  this 
Bill  would  have  a  great  effect  in  pre- 
venting three  candidates  contesting  one 
seat.  Was  it  always  to  be  supposed  to 
be  desirable  to  exclude  the  possibility  of 
there  being  three  candidates  for  a  seat  ? 
Were  there  not  questions — such  as  the 
great  Liquor  Question — that  sometimes 
so  agitated  the  community  that  up  to 
the  day  of  the  poll  it  was  extremely 
difficult  and  uncertain  to  guess  how  the 
vote  would  go  with  three  candidates, 
two  of  whom  might  be  Liberal,  and  one 
Conservative  ?  Was  the  least  success- 
ful of  the  three  to  be  held  to  be  a  bogus 
candidate  because,  forsooth !  his  num- 
ber was  not  a  third  of  the  number  of  the 
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successful  candidate  ?  Th^y  might  have 
many  similar  cases;  but  what  struck 
him  most  forcibly  about  this  sub- section 
of  Clause  2  was  that  it  went  directly  in 
the  teeth  of  all  the  principles  they  had 
been  endeavouring  to  establish  for  many 
years  in  regard  to  the  freedom  of  the 
voter  to  conceal  altogether  until  he  went 
to  the  poll  for  whom  he  intended  to  vote. 
He  knew  that  many  who  would  vote  for 
this  Bill  would  be  prepared  to  vote 
against  canvassing  or  against  voters 
being  asked  to  pledge  themselves  for 
one  particular  candidate  before  the  elec- 
tion. Well,  if  it  was  a  sound  principle 
to  put  down  canvassing  and  pledging, 
how  on  earth,  while  they  voted  under 
the  ballot,  could  anyone  ascertain  whe- 
ther the  principles  which  he  had  been 
pressing  on  the  community  were  making 

Erogress  unless  it  was  tested  at  the 
allot  box  ?  If  imsuccessful,  then  was 
he  ever  afterwards  to  be  denied  the  right 
of  impressing  those  principles  on  the 
community,  or  of  showing,  from  time  to 
time,  by  the  polling  at  an  election,  that 
there  was  an  increasing  minority  in 
favour  of  his  views?  He  would  ask 
hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway 
whether  they  considered  that  taking  di- 
visions in  this  House,  when  they  had  no 
expectation  for  a  moment  of  carrying 
them,  was  a  bogus  proceeding  or  not  ? 
Were  Irish  Members  prepared  to  say 
that  progress  towards  success  upon  their 
part  of  the  principles  they  had  in  view 
had  not  been  made  by  taking  divisions 
which  were  practically,  according  to  the 
view  of  the  House  generally  at  the  time, 
bogus  divisions?  [An  hon.  Member: 
They  cost  nothing.]  They  cost  time  and 
shoe-leather.  They  had  heard  of  a  cer- 
tain proceeding  called  Obstruction,  of 
which  they  had  seen  very  little  this  Ses- 
sion ;  but  he  presumed  Obstruction  meant 
bogus  working  against  the  House  carry- 
ing on  its  Business ;  and  he  was  sure  no 
Irish  Member  would  get  up  and  say  that 
he  did  not  consider  that  a  most  valuable 
weapon  for  influencing  public  opinion  in 
his  favour ;  for  he  understood  that  the 
sole  reason,  not  for  giving  the  Irish 
a  Legislature  of  their  own,  but  for  the 
Irish  not  sitting  in  this  House,  was  that 
their  presence  here  was  looked  upon  by 
the  Prime  Minister  as  a  very  great  ob- 
struction to  the  Business  of  the  other 
parts  of  the  Kingdom.  Therefore,  he 
must  say  that  as  regarded  the  principle 
of  this  Bill,  which  was  entirely  contained 
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in  sub-section  2  of  Clause  2,  he  could 
never  give  it  his  support.  If  he  could 
see,  or  if  any  Member  could  show  him 
any  possible  criterion  by  which  they 
could  possibly  fairly  test  a  bogus  can- 
didate, then  no  one  would  be  more  in 
favour  of  the  principle  than  he ;  but  it 
was  because  he  saw  that  in  endeavour- 
ing to  stop  whaty  undoubtedly,  was  an 
evil  they  would  create  greater  evils  that 
he  was  decidedly  against  the  principle 
of  this  clause.  One  evil  most  certainly 
would  follow,  and  that  was  that  in  the 
case  of  candidates  where  there  was  con- 
siderable doubt  in  regard  to  both  can- 
didates as  to  how  the  vote  would  go,  so 
far  as  the  proportion  fixed  by  the  Act 
was  concerned,  then  they  would  have 
the  greatest  temptation  to  corruption 
and  bribery  on  the  part  of  both  candi- 
dates, because  they  would  introduce  into 
the  question  of  election  a  direct  money 
interest  to  be  fought  for  at  the  poll.  The 
losing  candidate  would  have  an  interest 
to  do  what  he  could  to  bribe  over,  say, 
40  or  50  electors,  so  as  to  get  his  pro- 
portion of  one-third  or  whatever  it 
might  be,  and  the  other  candidate 
might  do  the  same  thing  in  order  to  get 
the  proportion  of  two-thirds.  It  might 
thus  become  a  mere  question  of  money 
and  of  debauching  a  constituency.  As 
regarded  the  remaining  parts  of  the  Bill, 
he  and  all  Scottish  Members  could  give  j 
hearty  concurrence  to  the  proposal  to 
have  a  Schedule  of  expenses  for  limit- 
ing the  expenses,  and  also  to  the  prin- 
ciple that  the  Sheriff  or  Heturning  Officer 
should  be  fully  indemnified  for  reason- 
able expenses,  but  should  in  no  case  re- 
ceive any  profit  out  of  that  duty.  But 
while  that  was  perfectly  correct,  that 
was  no  reason  for  having  separate  Bills 
on  the  subject  for  the  Three  Kingdoms, 
and  he  thought  there  should  be  a  Bill 
applicable  to  the  United  Kingdom. 
Their  view  was  that  the  proper  course 
to  take  was  to  assimilate  the  law  of 
Scotland  in  regard  to  this  matter  to  that 
of  England,  except  so  far  as  it  might  be 
desirable  to  make  such  alterations  in  the 
Schedule  necessary  from  the  different 
circumstances  of  the  two  countries.  He 
trusted  that,  as  a  result  of  this  debate, 
they  would  have  applied,  as  regarded  He- 
turning  Officers'  expenses,  one  principle 
for  the  whole  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Sir  JAMES  P.  OORRY  (Armagh, 
Mid)  said,  that  he  did  not  rise  for  the 
purpose  of  opposing  the  second  reading 


of  the  Bill  before  the  House,  for  he 
believed  that  in  whatever  part  of  the 
House  they  sat  they  were  all  agreed  that 
the  expenses  of  elections  should  be  made 
as  small  as  possible.  All  that  he  took 
exception  to  in  the  Bill  was  the  2nd 
sub-section  of  the  2nd  clause.  This, 
he  thought,  at  all  events  in  its  present 
shape,  would  work  most  injuriously;  and 
he  therefore  hoped  that  the  hon.  Member 
who  brought  in  the  Bill  would  consent 
to  omit  that  clause.  He  only  wished 
now  to  refer  to  a  remark  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  South  Derry 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  as  to  the  omis- 
sion of  Ireland  from  the  Beturning 
Officers  Act  of  1875.  When  that  Bill, 
which  was  in  charge  of  the  then  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Taunton  (Sir  Henry 
James),  was  introduced  into  the  House 
it  included  Ireland;  but  most  of  the 
Irish  Members  were  not  satisfied  that 
Ireland  should  be  so  included,  and  there- 
fore Ireland  was  left  out.  That  was  one 
of  the  great  misfortunes  in  the  use  of 
separate  legislation  for  different  parts  of 
the  United  Kingdom.  He  had  much 
rather  that  matters  of  interest  to  all  the 
Three  Kingdoms  be  dealt  with  all  to- 
gether, and  he  thought  it  unfortunate 
that  Ireland  should  be  excluded  from  the 
Act  in  question.  The  Chief  Secretary 
said  that  he  had  at  first  been  in  favour 
of  referring  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, and  that  he  had  since  changed 
his  mind.  He  (Sir  James  P.  Corry) 
thought  there  would  be  great  advantage 
in  referring  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, when  the  Schedule  might  be 
examined.  He  had  a  telegram  in  his 
hand  from  a  gentleman  who  had  served 
the  office  of  Sheriff  at  a  contested  election 
in  Ireland  ;  and  this  gentleman,  to 
whom  he  had  sent  a  copy  of  the  Bill, 
said  that  the  proposed  changes  in  the 
Schedule  were  totally  inadequate,  and 
he  was  prepared  to  give  evidence  to  that 
effect  before  a  Select  Committee.  He 
thought,  therefore,  that  it  would  be  well 
if  the  Government  would,  under  all  the 
circumstances,  consent  that  after  the 
second  reading  the  Bill  should  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee.  The  pro- 
ceedings begun,  that  Committee  need 
not  be  long,  and  then  in  a  short  time  the 
whole  matter  might  be  disposed  of.  He 
did  not  personally  desire  to  oppose  the 
second  reading  ;  but  he  hoped  that  the 
Government  would  see  that  the  2Dd 
clause  required  modification .  He  thought 
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that  clause,  as  it  stood,  would  defeat  the 
object  of  many  gentlemen  who  wished  to 
stand  as  candidates.  There  was  another 
point.  An  hon.  Member  below  the 
Gangway  (Mr.  M.  Healy)  had  said 
that  some  of  those  who  stood  against 
his  friends  at  the  last  Election  had  re- 
ceived a  pecuniary  consideration  for  so 
doing,  and  had  made  money  out  of  the 
transaction.  But  he  was  told  by  gentle- 
men who  could  speak  with  authority  on 
the  point  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
been  entirely  misinformed;  and  he 
must  say  that  he  thought  that  before 
making  a  statement  of  such  a  kind  as 
that  he  had  referred  to,  hon.  Members 
ought  to  take  care  that  their  information 
was  correct.  In  conclusion,  he  desired 
to  say  that  he  had  no  objection  to  the 
second  reading,  proyided  that  the 
2nd  clause  of  the  Bill,  as  it  now  stood, 
underwent  modification  in  Committee. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  1 74  ;  Noes 
56  :  Majority  118.— (Div.  List,  No.  95.) 

COMPULSORY    PURCHASE    OF    LAND 

COMPENSATION  BILL.-[Bill  146.] 

(Mr.   M^Laren^  Mr.   Houldstoorth^    Mr.    Joseph 

Bolton,  Mr.  Jeste  Colling$. ) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  M'LAEEN  (StafiFord),  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  its  object  was  to  amend  one  of  the 
sections  of  the  Land  Clauses  Consolida- 
tion Act,  which  dealt  with  the  mode  in 
which  juries  and  arbitrators  assessed 
damages  for  land  required  for  public  pur- 
poses by  Corporations  and  other  public 
authorities  under  powers  of  compulsory 
purchase.  The  present  system  on  which 
compensation  was  assessed  in  cases  of 
public  undertakings  was  entirely  one- 
sided. The  owner  of  land  which  was 
required  by  the  promoters  of  public  im- 
provements generally  asked  a  price  in 
excess  of  the  real  value  of  the  land, 
with  the  intention,  in  many  cases,  of 
extorting  money  from  the  Corporation 
proposing  to  purchase.  The  Act  gave 
the  parties  power  to  go  to  a  jury,  or 
to  have  an  arbitrator  appointed  to 
assess  the  value;  but  instead  of  the 
law  enabling  the  promoters  and  the 
owner  to  state  their  respective  cases 
fairly,  all  evidence  on  the  part  of  the 
promoters  to  show  that  the  proposed 
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works  would  increase  the  value  of  other 
adjoining  property  belonging  to  the  same 
owner  was  excluded,  while  the  owner 
was  placed  in  the  position  of  being  able 
to  bring  a  train  of  professional  witnesses 
to  prove  that  he  would  be  seriously  pre- 
judiced by  the  execution  of  the  works. 
On  the  one-sided  argument  which  thus 
took  place  compensation  was  assessed, 
and  it  was  in  most  cases  very  much 
above  the  real  value  of  the  land.  The 
Bill  would  alter  this  state  of  things,  and 
would  enable  both  sides  of  the  question 
to  be  heard,  leaving  the  jury  to  decide,  as 
at  present.  When  town  improvements 
were  being  effected,  and  the  houses  on 
one  side  of  the  street  were  pulled  down, 
and  the  frontages  set  back,  the  value 
of  the  houses  left  on  the  other  side 
was  often  enormously  increased.  The 
result  was  that  Corporations  became 
land-jobbers.  In  Manchester  the  Cor- 
poration bought  a  very  large  tract  of 
Duilding  land  on  each  side  of  the 
street,  so  that  the  whole  of  the  pro- 
perty, with  its  improved  value,  should 
be  theirs.  That  was  not  a  thing  to 
be  encouraged.  The  debts  of  Corpora- 
tions were  very  largely  increased  by 
the  system.  What  he  proposed  was 
no  novelty.  It  was  the  law  of  the 
United  States,  of  France,  and  of  other 
countries.  He  had  taken  pains  to  ascer- 
tain what  the  law  on  the  subject  was  in 
various  countries,  and  he  found  that 
the  procedure  was  such  as  this  Bill,  if 
passed,  would  introduce  into  this  coun- 
try. All  the  French  railways  had  been 
made  under  such  a  law  ;  and  conmiercial 
improvements  under  a  law  even  more 
stringent  against  owners.  What  he 
proposed  was  simply  a  concession  to 
natural  equity  and  to  the  ordinary  prin- 
ciples of  justice.  The  House  knew 
very  well  that  the  capital  spent  on  pur- 
chases for  railways  very  largely  exceeded 
the  value  of  the  property  acquired.  Rail- 
way Companies  had  paid  for  the  land 
they  required  more  than  £50,000,000 
beyond  what  justice  would  have  exacted. 
He  was  very  much  mistaken  if  ttiat 
House  would  insist  any  longer  on  con- 
tinuing those  advantages  to  landholders, 
which  had  cast  such  heavy  burdens  on 
railway  property  and  on  those  who  had 
to  pay  railway  rates.  Having  pointed 
out  numerous  actual  cases  of  excessive 
valuations  of  land  acquired  recently  by 
new  lines  near  London,  and  shown  that 
there  was  a  practical  grievance  in  the 
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law  as  it  stood,  he  boped  the  House 
would  consent  to  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill,  which  he  now  begged  to 
move. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — iMr.  M'Laren.) 

Mb.  GEEQORT  (Sussex,  East  Grin- 
stead)  said,  that  the  Bill  would  intro- 
duce an  entirely  new  method  of  valuation 
— namely,  that  the  jury,  in  estimating 
the  value  of  the  property  to  be  acquired, 
should  take  into  consider^ation  the  con- 
tingent advantages  which  might  accrue 
to  the  adjacent  property  from  the  change 
proposed.  He  recollected  that  when  he 
practised  before  Parliamentary  Commit- 
tees, the  first  two  days  of  their  sitting 
was  usually  occupied  by  the  promoters 
of  any  undertaking  of  importance  in 
giving  evidence  of  the  great  benefits 
which  it  would  confer  upon  the  district. 
Evidence  of  traffic  managers,  surveyors, 
and  officials  was  never  wanting,  and  all 
this  would  be  at  the  command  of  pro- 
moters in  any  case  of  valuation;  and 
how  was  an  individual  to  meet  it  ?  It 
was  entirely  evidence  of  opinion,  and  any 
individual  must  be  placed  under  great 
disadvantage  in  meeting  it.  It  must  be 
borne  in  mind  that  the  valuation  preceded 
the  completion,  if  not  the  commence- 
ment, of  the  undertaking.  There  was 
nothing,  therefore,  by  which  to  test  the 
opinion  expressed,  and  in  some  cases  the 
undertaking  might  never  be  carried  out 
or  completed  at  all.  Where  it  was,  a 
man  might  have  half  his  field,  or  ware- 
house, or  factory  taken,  and  be  told  that 
he  was  entitled  to  no  compensation  for 
it  in  consideration  of  the  contingent  ad- 
vantages to  the  remaining  half.  The 
extravagant  expenditure  which  Bailway 
Oompanies  often  incurred  was  in  many 
cases  due  to  the  proposed  establishment 
of  competing  or  **  fighting"  lines.  In 
one  case  he  was  told  by  the  late  Mr. 
Bobert  Stephenson  that  £500,000  had 
been  utterly  wasted.  Something  had 
been  said  of  the  expense  incurred 
in  acquiring  land  for  a  line  to  Har- 
row. He  did  not  think  that  £800  per 
acre  was  at  all  too  large  a  simi  to  give 
for  land  near  London.  He  had  him- 
self sold  land  near  London  for  £1,000 
an  acre.  He  ventured  to  think  the  pro- 
posed alteration  was  entirely  uncalled 
for,  and  that  the  existing  legislation 
was  quite  satisfactory  in  its  working. 
Holding  that  no  case  had  been  made 


out  for  the  Bill,  he  begged  to  move  that 
it  be  read  a  second  time  that  day  six 
months. 

Me.  F.  8.  POWELL  (Wigan).  who 
seconded  the  Amendment,  argued  that 
it  was  not  possible  to  foretell  whether  a 
locality  would  be  advantageously  or  dis- 
advantageously  affected  by  a  railway. 
His  observation  led  him  to  conclude  that 
the  extension  of  railways  benefited  large 
towns  to  the  detriment  of  smaller  ones. 
The  large  town  was  aggrandized,  enter- 
prize  being  attracted  to  it,  and  the 
smaller  suffered  a  proportionate  loss. 
It  was  always  uncertain  whether  a  com- 
plicated line  of  railway  would  reidly  be 
constructed ;  and,  therefore,  it  was  im- 
possible, during  the  negotiations  for  the 
sale  of  a  property,  to  have  regard  to  the 
results  of  an  undertaking  which  might 
never  be  completed.  He  admitted  that 
in  the  early  days  of  railway  manage- 
ment very  large  sums  were  paid  for 
land ;  but  those  days  had  gone  by,  and 
extravagant  prices  were  no  longer  ex- 
acted. He  was  in  favour  of  allowing 
the  law  to  remain  unaltered,  except  with 
regard  to  improvements  which  Local 
Authorities  might  wish  to  make.  In 
cases  of  that  kind  the  change  which  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  desired  to  intro- 
duce might  be  desirable ;  but  it  should 
apply  only  to  the  actual  property  on 
wMch  the  improvements  were  to  be 
effected,  and  not  to  property  in  the 
neighbourhood. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  ''  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  ''  upon  this 
day  six  months." — {Ur.  Gregory.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoitb)  (Clackmannan,  &c.)  said,  he 
supposed  that  in  all  parts  of  the  House 
they  should  be  agreed  that  when  any 
man's  property  was  taken  fur  a  public 
or  mercantile  purpose  he  ought  to  be 
fairly  and  consequently  fully  compen- 
sated. The  true  question,  therefore,  to 
be  answered  in  all  such  oases  was,  what 
was  fair,  and  including  in  that  idea  full 
compensation?  That,  he  took  it,  was 
the  primary  criterion  of  the  justice  of 
any  principle  or  standard  of  valuation. 
He  ventured  to  submit  that  the  present 
system  which  prevailed  under  the  Lands 
Clauses  Act  of  England,  and  the  cor- 
responding Act  of  Scotland,  did  not  con- 
form to  that  standard,  in  the  particular 
that  his  hon.  Eriend  (Mr.  M'Laren)  had 
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pointed  out,  and  that  his  Bill  did 
correct  a  blot  which  must  have  struck 
everyone  who  had  had  large  experience 
in  the  valuation  of  lands  taken  for 
public  purposes  as  requiring  amend- 
ment. The  hon.  Members  who  opposed 
the  Bill  spoke  of  the  introduction  into 
the  measure  of  speculative  and  prospec- 
tive elements  not  susceptible  of  precise 
ascertainment.  That  was  the  main  bur- 
den of  the  adverse  argument.  One 
would  suppose  from  that  that  in  what 
ho  would  call  the  original  or  primary 
claim  which  was  made  by  the  landowner 
there  was  no  ingredient  of  that  kind. 
But  was  that  so  ?  He  hoped  to  be  able 
to  show  that  there  was  no  more  specula- 
tion in  what  his  hon.  Friend  proposed 
to  make  the  set-off  than  there  was  in 
the  original  claim  against  which  a  set- 
off was  to  be  made.  His  hon.  Friend 
simply  said — **  I  first  allow  to  the  owner 
of  the  property  the  full  value  of  his 
property  as  it  stands,  without  consider- 
ing how  it  will  be  affected  by  the  under- 
taking." That  might  be  called  the 
debtor  side  of  the  account  on  the  part 
of  the  undertaking  and  the  creditor 
side  on  the  part  of  the  person  whose 
land  was  taken.  '*  But  then,"  said  his 
hon.  Friend,  *'let  us  see  whether  this 
man  is  made  better  or  worse.  If  he  is 
not  made  worse,  but  is  made  better, 
then  he  has  nothing  to  be  compensated 
for,  and  any  advantages  he  may  get 
from  the  undertaking  which  improves 
his  position  ought  to  enter  into  the  ac- 
count and  be  deducted,  and  then  the 
balance  will  remain."  He  (the  Lord 
Advocate)  put  it  to  the  House  whether 
on  the  first  blush  of  it  that  was  not  ab- 
solutely and  entirely  just.  When  he 
first  found  tiie  practice  to  be  that  they 
were  to  look  to  one  side  of  the  account 
only  and  shut  their  eyes  to  the  other,  he 
was  much  surprised;  but  he  tiiought 
this  would  be  a  very  proper  occasion  for 
amending  it.  When  a  man  asked  that 
his  land  should  be  valued  with  a  view 
,  to  compensation,  did  he  limit  his  claim 
and  his  evidence  of  the  value  of  the  land 
in  its  present  condition  and  in  its  present 
occupation  ?  If  the  land  was  now  agri- 
cultural land,did  he  assume  itwas  always 
to  be  agricultural  land  ?  Certainly  that 
was  not  his  experience.  One  of  the 
most  important  elements  of  evidence 
given  with  regard  to  land  was  its  pro- 
spects and  its  chances ;  and  it  was  said, 
with  perfect  justice,  that  if  they  took  a 
man's  land  from  him  for  a  public  pur- 
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pose,  they  were  not  entitled  to  limit  him 
to  the  value  of  the  land  at  the  present 
moment  if  that  land  had  prospects  and 
chances.  If  any  man  should  say  his 
land  was  building  land,  or  was  avail- 
able for  any  other  purpose  for  which  he 
was  likely  to  get  a  higher  price,  he  got 
credit  for  that  in  the  original  valuation. 
That  showed  that  into  the  original  valua- 
tion all  these  elements  of  estimation  and 
calculation  of  prospects  and  contingen- 
cies and  (jhances  entered.  If  it  was  just 
that  they  should  enter  into  the  original 
claim,  why  was  it  not  just  that  they 
should  enter  into  the  counter-claim,  or 
set-off?  His  hon.  Friend  proposed  to 
make  this  possible.  The  effect  of  the 
present  law  was  that  a  man  might  both 
get  the  full  value  of  his  land,  with  all 
its  prospects,  on  the  assumption  that  he 
was  not  to  have  an  advantage  from  the 
undertaking,  and  he  might  at  the  same 
time  get  advantages  from  the  under- 
taking which  might  be  equal,  or  possibly 
more  than  what  he  suffered  if  his  land 
was  taken  away.  The  result  of  that  was 
that  he  might  be  compensated  twice 
over.  He  might  be  compensated  for  the 
price  of  his  land  which  was  fixed  on  a 
liberal  scale,  and  he  might  be  com- 
pensated a  second  time  by  the  advan- 
tages which  the  Eailway  Company 
might  bring  to  him  by  turning  the  land 
into  a  very  lucrative  purpose.  It  treated 
him,  in  other  words,  as  an  injured  man 
when  he  was  really  a  benefited  man. 
His  hon.  Friend  only  proposed  to  leave 
it  to  the  judgment  of  arbitrators  or 
juries  to  take  the  two  sides  of  the  ac- 
count into  estimation,  and  to  strike  the 
balance  favourably  for  the  person  whose 
land  was  invaded,  and  to  see  that  on 
the  whole  he  did  not  suffer  wrong,  but 
was  rather  the  better.  His  hon.  Friend 
did  not  bind  them  to  give  more  effect 
than  they  thought  just  to  those  con- 
siderations, but  only  asked  that  they 
should  not  be  shut  out  from  their  view ; 
and  as  the  Bill  proposed  a  remedy  for 
an  evil  which,  in  practical  experience,  was 
often  felt  in  those  matters,  he  thought 
the  measure  should  at  all  events  have  a 
second  reading,  whatever  amendment  it 
might  be  thought  necessary  to  make  in 
Committee. 

Mr.  BEADEL  (Essex,  Chelmsford) 
said,  that  having  had  considerable  expe- 
rience on  that  question,  he  could  give 
numerous  instances  where  land  had  been 
taken  by  a  Railway  Company  at  the 
verge  of  the  owner's  estate,  and  where 
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the  adjoining  owners  had  benefited  to 
as  great  an  extent  by  the  railway  as  the 
man  whose  property  had  been  actually 
taken.  If  it  was  desired  to  multiply 
expenses  and  to  inflict  iu juries  on  people, 
he  thought  it  could  best  be  done  by 
carrying  the  second  reading  of  that 
Bill.  If  they  were,  on  the  one  hand,  to 
go  through  the  process  of  fighting  what 
die  compensation  was  to  be,  and.,  on  the 
other  hand,  to  fight  the  creditor  side  of 
the  account,  and  disprove  that  the  pro- 
perty would  be  increased  in  value  as 
mucn  as  the  Bail  way  Company  asserted, 
they  would  duplicate  every  compensa- 
tion case  that  was  tried  after  that  Bill 
passed.  The  practice  followed  in  France 
and  America  had  been  referred  to  in 
support  of  the  Bill ;  but  he  thought  the 
English  system  was  a  far  better  one. 
The  Lands  Clauses  Act  had  worked  well 
for  a  considerable  number  of  years. 
With  regard  to  the  compensation  that 
had  been  given  for  land  at  Harrow,  he 
could  say  that  the  land  had  been  bought 
for  a  very  reasonable  price,  having  re- 
gard to  its  situation.  It  would  be  most 
unjust  to  compel*  a  landowner  in  these 
days,  when  heavy  compensation  for  the 
compulsory  purchase  of  land  was  not 
given,  to  face  the  expense  of  a  double 
inquiry.  He  therefore  strongly  sup- 
ported the  Amendment. 

Mr.  LAW80N  (St.  Pancras,  W.)  sup- 
ported the  Bill,  which  he  regarded  as 
only  providing  a  very  small  instalment 
of  legislation  in  the  right  direction.  It 
was  most  unjust  that  the  public  should 
be  robbed  at  every  turn  simply  to  give 
a  bribe  and  a  sop  to  the  landed  interest, 
to  allow  the  material  resources  of  the 
country  to  be  developed. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY.  (Cork) 
pointed  out  that  in  Ireland,  when  a  new 
road  was  made,  its  cost  was  apportioned 
according  to  the  benefit  which  the  occu- 
piers of  the  adjoining  property  derived 
from  it.  He  hoped  that  the  provisions 
of  this  measure  would  be  eirtended  to 
Ireland. 

Me.  CROMPTON  (Staffordshire, 
Leek),  in  supporting  the  Bill,  said,  the 
real  question  was,  did  the  landowners 
get  more  than  a  fair  share  of  compensa- 
tion for  their  land,  which  was  compul* 
sorily  taken  from  them  ?  He  ventured 
to  say  they  did.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  spoken  (Mr.  Bead  el)  had 
referred  to  the  honourable  and  generous 
oonduct  of  certain  gentlemen  having 
land  through  which  a  railway  ran,  some 


little  distance  from  London.  That  only 
showed  that  those  gentlemen  were  satis- 
fied with  obtaining  a  fair  price  for  their 
land,  instead  of  the  unfair  and  much 
larger  amount  which  they  might  have 
obtained  as  compensation.  It  was 
very  well  known  that  when  extensions 
of  railway  were  proposed  to  be  made, 
secret  purchases  of  land  were  carried 
out  on  behalf  of  the  Railway  Com- 
panies. He  was  informed  that  on  the 
extension  of  the  Midland  Railway  Com- 
pany, from  Carlisle  to  Settle,  a  large 
amount  of  the  land  that  would  be  re- 
quired for  it  was  bought  up  by  ap- 
parently private  individuals  for  tiie 
Railway  Company,  but  who  were  not 
at  the  time  known  to  be  purchasing 
on  behalf  of  the  Company.  That 
was  done,  of  course,  before  the  Bill  for 
the  proposed  extension  was  brought  in, 
and  the  result  was  the  land  was  obtained 
at  a  fair  price.  If  the  owners  had  known 
that  the  Bill  was  to  be  introduced,  things 
might  have  been  very  different.  It 
seemed  to  him  quite  preposterous  that  a 
landowner  should  be  entitled  to  go  to  a 
railway  and  claim  compensation  for  a 
tract  of  land  that  might  be  injured  by  a 
proposed  new  line,  and  yet  should  not 
pay  anything  on  account  of  other  parts 
of  his  property,  which  would  be  bene- 
fited by  it.  He  would  just  give  one 
instance,  which  he  thought  showed  how 
the  Act  worked.  With  regard  to  the 
land  on  the  banks  of  the  Thames.  It 
was  well  known  that  owners  of  land, 
who  had  property  adjoining  the  Thames 
in  London,  had  their  land  very  much  im- 
proved in  value  in  consequence  of  the  con- 
struction of  the  Thames  Enbankment. 
He  would  take  the  case  of  the  Duke  of 
Buccleuoh.  ["Oh!  "]  The  Duke  had 
got  a  Crown  lease  of  his  property  near 
the  Thames,  and  there  was  a  small  pier 
running  down  from  it  to  the  river.  In 
respect  of  that  property  he  claimed,  and 
got,  several  thousands  of  pounds  for 
compensation,  because  the  Embankment 
would  prevent  him  from  making  use  of 
this  small  pier,  and  from  having  direct 
communication  to  the  river.  It  seemed 
to  him  (Mr.  Crompton)  that  the  Embank- 
ment improved  the  Duke's  property 
instead  of  injuring  it,  and  so  far  from 
receiving  compensation  he  should  have 
contributed  towards  that  expense.  He 
should  support  most  heartily  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  of  his  hon.  Friend. 

Mr.   TOMLINSON   (Preston)    said, 
that  under  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  a 
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man's  proper^  migbt,  in  some  cases,  be 
taken  from  him  without  anything  being 
paid  to  him  for  it.  He  objected  to  such 
a  proposition  as  amounting  to  con6sca- 
tion.  They  all  knew  that  the  confisca- 
tion of  landed  property  was  dear  to 
many  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  Some 
hon.  Members,  perhaps,  thought  they 
could  stop  short  at  real  property;  but 
they  were  mistaken,  for  personal  pro- 
perty would  not  escape.  The  principle 
of  maintaining  the  security  of  property 
lay  at  the  root  of  the  prosperity  of  the 
nation.  If  it  were  imposed,  capital 
which  ought  to  be  used  for  developing 
the  resources  of  this  country  would  go 
away  to  other  parts  of  the  world. 

The  CHANOELLOE  of  the  EXOHE- 
aUER  (Sir  William  Habcourt)  (Derby) 
said,  that  if  he  had  not  been  already 
convinced  that  this  was  a  useful  mea- 
sure, he  should  have  been  satisfied  that 
it  was  a  measure  of  that  character  after 
hearing  the  speech  just  delivered  by  the 
hon.  Member  opposite.  Sydney  Smith 
reduced  to  a  common  form  the  Tory  creed 
of  his  day;  and  although  the  phrases 
had  altered  since  then,  that  common 
form  still  existed.  Whenever  a  proposal 
was  made  to  remove  a  substantial  injus- 
tice we  were  always  told  it  was  confisca- 
tion. The  notion  of  confiscation  enter- 
tained by  hon.  Members  opposite  was 
that  a  man  who  was  greaUy  benefited 
by  a  public  undertaking  should  not  be 
able  to  charge  the  public  as  if  he  had  been 
greatly  injured.  That  was  their  idea  of 
confiscation .  He  would  take  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Essex  (Mr.  Beadel)  another 
illustration  of  the  doctrine  held  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  that  if  a  counter-claim  were 
allowed  to  be  set  up  the  proceedings 
would  be  prolonged  and  made  more  ex- 
pensive. This  was,  no  doubt,  true  with 
regard  to  every  law  suit.  If  it  were 
agreed  to  hear  only  one  side  the  pro- 
ceedings would,  of  course,  be  shorter 
and  less  expensive.  Then  it  was  said — 
'^  Tou  are  taking  future  and  contingent 
advantages  as  against  present  loss." 
But  did  they  not  include  future  and 
contingent  advantages  in  their  claim? 
[**  No,  no  !  "]  He  thought  he  was  right 
in  supposiug  that  hon.  Members  who 
denied  that  proposition  had  had  no  ex- 
perience in  compensation  cases.  The 
commonest  case  in  the  world  was  to 
take  a  piece  of  land,  let  it  at  £1  an 
acre,  and  claim  for  it  as  a  prospective 
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building  land,  and  immense  sums  of 
compensation  were  paid  on  that  prin- 
ciple. Supposing  land-owners  at  Swin- 
don and  Grevre  received  large  compen- 
sation for  the  ''  injury  "  that  would  be 
done  to  their  land  by  the  construction  of 
the  Ghreat  Western  and  North- Western 
Eailways.  Everybody  knew  that  since 
the  lines  had  been  made  the  landlords 
had  been  benefited  to  the  extent  of  thou- 
sands and  tens  of  thousands  of  pounds. 
The  hon.  Member  said  that  the  railway 
might  never  be  made.  This  was  quite 
true ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  the  land 
might  never  become  building  land.  He 
ventured  to  say  that  no  one  of  experience 
would  deny  that  the  most  exorbitant  and 
extortionate  sums  had  been  paid  to  land- 
lords to  the  g^eat  injury  of  the  public  in 
these  cases.  He  oomd  only  compare  the 
attitude  of  the  owners  towards  Uie  Bail- 
way  Companies  to  that  of  those  Chief- 
tains who  once  occupied  the  picturesque 
castles  on  the  Hhine  and  who  used  to 
descend  upon  the  peaceful  traders  and 
take  toll  of  them  as  they  carried  on  the 
trafB.c.  That  was  the  history  of  the  ex- 
tortion which  was  practised  in  former 
years.  The  hon.  Member  opposite  chal- 
lenged the  case  of  the  Duke  of  Bucdeuch. 
He  happened  to  be  counsel  for  the  Board 
of  Works  in  the  case  of  the  Thames 
Embankment.  The  Duke  said  nothing 
would  induce  him  to  live  at  Montagu 
House  if  the  Embankment  was  made. 
To  this  a  reply  was  made  that  the  making 
of  the  Embankment  would  remove  the 
bargees  from  their  then  proximity  to 
the  garden  wall ;  but  Mr.  Hope  Scott, 
the  Duke's  counsel,  said  he  did  not  mind 
that;  they  had  got  quite  used  to  the 
bargees'  conversation.  The  Duke  also 
claimed -compensation  for  "a  hard"  by 
which  provisions  and  other  articles  were 
brought  to  the  residence,  and  thus  it 
came  to  pass  that  they  used  to  speak  of 
the  "hard"  case  of  the  Duke  of  Buc- 
deuch. Well,  they  had  many  hard 
oases.  This  was,  after  all,  a  very  large 
question.  The  lawyers  next  to  the  land- 
lords had  tciken  a  lai^e  toll  of  these 
Companies ;  and  he  should  be  extremely 
glad,  as  he  had  left  that  branch  of  the 
Profession,  to  see  some  measures  taken 
by  which  the  cost  could  be  reduced  of 
taking  these  Bills  before  Committees  of 
the  House.  He  hoped  that  this  would 
be  one  of  the  reforms  in  their  Prooedure. 
No  one  could  deny  that  the  most  extra- 
vagant charges  had  been  placed  on  per- 
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•008  adyandng  works  for  the  pablic  ad- 
▼ant^e.  If  uiere  were  any  points  in 
this  Bil],  although  he  did  not  see  them, 
which  required  correction,  they  could 
be  corrected ;  and  he  thought  it  a  most 
fair  prc^sal  that  they  should  say  to  a 
man — "  You  suffer  some  disadvantages, 
but  you  also  gain  something,  therefore 
both  must  be  taken  into  consideration." 
He  cordially  supported  the  Bill. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  OHURCHILL 
(Paddington,  S.)  said,  there  were  two 
quarters  against  which  the  House  should 
be  on  its  guard ;  the  one  would  be  the 
quarter,  to  some  extent,  represented  by 
tne  hon.  Member  for  St.  IPancras  (Mr. 
Law8on)^namely,  the  capitalist  in  the 
oharaoter  of  the  denouncer  of  landlords ; 
and  the  other  was  the  character  which 
had  just  been  represented  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  lawyer  advocating 
philanthropy.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man advocated  this  Bill  partly  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  public,  and  partly  in  the 
interest  of  Eailway  Companies.  That 
Gentleman  had  great  sympathy  with  the 
Railway  Companies  of  £higland  for  the 
great  compensation  they  hi^  had  to  pay 
to  landlords  at  the  beginning  of  their 
undertakings.  This  was  all  the  more 
strange,  as  he  was  also  one  of  the  Go- 
vernment which  had  introduced  into  the 
House  a  Bill  which  Railway  Companies 
denounced  as  the  most  extraordinary 
modem  instance  of  public  plunder  for 
which  any  Government  was  responsible. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QTTER  :  They  do  not  oppose  it. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not 
have  looked  at  the  Paper,  where  there 
was  a  Notice  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hythe  (Sir  Edward  Watkin).  The  argu- 
ment seemed  to  be  that,  the  Railway 
Companies  having  been  plundered  in  the 
past  by  the  landlords,  they  were  now  to 
oe  plun|}ered  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  That  was  the  remedy.  But, 
apart  from  this  little  personal  interlude 
as  to  the  position  occupied  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  he  would  like 
to  ask  the  Liberal  Party,  who  seemed  in- 
clined to  support  the  Bill,  what  was 
their  real  policy  with  regard  to  the  land 
of  this  country  ?  He  understood  that 
their  great  ideal — an  ideal  in  which 
many  Conservative  Members  shared — 
was  to  multiply  the  owners  of  land. 
Did  they  suppose  they  wotdd  mul- 
tiply   the   number  ol  the  owners    of 

VOL.  OCCV.    [thied  series.] 


land  by  diminishing  the  attractions 
of  landed  property,  and  by  increasing 
the  perils  of  that  property  ?  There  was 
very  little  in  the  Bill  which  would  injure 
the  great  landlord;  but  there  was  a  great 
deal  which  might  injure  the  little  land- 
lord. The  great  landlords  could  per- 
fectly well  hold  their  own,  and  could 
follow  the  Railway  Companies  into  all 
the  Law  Courts.  The  people  who  were 
beaten  by  the  Railway  Companies  were 
the  little  landowners,  who  could  not 
bring  evidence  into  the  Courts,  and 
could  not  obtain  the  illustrious  legal  aid 
of  such  counsel  as  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  If  the  House  was  anxious 
to  increase  the  number  of  landowners  it 
would  make  the  possession  of  land  as 
safe  as  possible;  and  he  ventured  to 
think  that  the  Lands  Clauses  Consolida- 
tion Act  was  drawn  up  by  some  of  the 
ablest  men  this  country  had  ever  known. 
He  oould  truly  say  himself  that  he  re- 
garded the  Lands  Clauses  Act  with  pecu- 
liar favour  ;  because  if  it  had  not  been 
for  that  Act  the  hon.  Member  for  Hythe, 
in  his  capacity  as  Chairman  of  the  Metro- 
politan Railway  Company,  would  have 
done  him  out  of  something  like  £7,000, 
as  he  could  not  have  afforded  to  follow 
him  into  the  Law  Courts.  He  would 
ask  the  House  not  to  be  led  away  by 
the  abstract  arguments  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  St.  Pancras  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Stafford,  who  on  this  occasion  ap- 
peared to  represent  the  Railway  Com- 
panies, to  hastily  tamper  with  the  Lands 
Clauses  Consolidation  Act.  In  doing  so 
they  would  be  dealing  a  vital  blow  at 
the  possession  of  land^  property  ;  they 
would  not  only  be  preventing  large  capi- 
talists from  investing  capital  in  land,  and 
small  capitalists  from  desiring  to  become 
landowners,  but  also  would  be  hinder^^ 
ing  that  which  the  Liberal  Party  pro* 
fessed  to  have  so  much  at  heart — namely, 
the  multiplication  of  the  number  of  the 
owners  of  land. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby) 
said,  he  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Lord  Advocate  that  at  the  first 
blush  the  Bill  looked  very  nice ;  but  it 
was  entirely  one-sided,  and  calculated 
to  prevent  the  landowner  from  getting 
that  which  he  wotdd  be  entitled  to  for 
the  fair  value  of  his  property.  That 
would  act  most  unfairly  in  the  case  of 
small  freeholders,  some  of  whom  wonld 
lose  their  present  income,  whilst  others 
would  equally  benefit,  but  pay  nothing 
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to  the  improyement.  He  would  yen- 
ture  to  suffgest  that  eyen  if  it  was 
carried  wim  the  support  of  Her 
Majesty's  Gbyemment,  without,  as  he 
thought,  sufficient  consideration  being 

fiven  to  it,  at  any  rate  a  clause  might 
e  inserted  with  the  object  of  withhold- 
ing any  deduction  until  the  improye- 
ments  were  made  which  gaye  the  pro- 
spectiye  yalue.  He  thought  the  case 
put  forward  by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Kandolph  Churchill)  was  yery  strong. 
He  belieyed  the  effect  of  the  Bill  would 
be  to  lead  to  a  lot  of  jobbery,  and  that 
the  lawyers  of  the  future  would  profit 
by  this  Bill,  if  passed,  as  much  as  the 
lawyers  of  the  past  had  profited  by  the 
Lands  Glauses  Act.  If  the  Bill  were 
read  a  second  time  it  would  haye  to  be 
looked  into  yery  carefully  in  Committee. 
This,  howeyer,  was  a  large  question,  and 
if  it  was  to  be  dealt  with  at  all  it  should 
not  be  dealt  with  by  a  priyate  Member 
in  the  interests  of  the  Bailway  Com- 
panies, but  by  the  Gk>yemment  of  the 
day.  He  should,  therefore,  yote  against 
the  second  reading,  because  he  did  not 
think  that  in  its  present  shape  it  ought 
to  pass. 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNEE8  (Leicester- 
shire, E.)  said,  he  concurred  with  the 
rifl^ht  hon.  GenlJeman  in  considering  this 
a  Targe  and  important  question ;  and  for 
that  reason  he  all  the  more  regretted 
the  readiness  with  which  the  Goyem- 
ment,  in  an  apparently  hasty  way,  had 
decided  to  support  it.  With  reference 
to  the  case  of  the  Duke  of  Buccleuch,  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
had  called  attention,  he  might  explain 
that  some  years  before  the  Thames  Em- 
bankment was  sanctioned  by  Parliament 
the  Duke  undertook  to  spend  a  large 
amount  of  money  in  building  on  the  site 
now  occupied  by  Montagu  House,  upon 
the  condition  that  the  Gk>yemment  should 
resist  any  proposal  to  carry  a  road  be- 
tween it  and  the  Thames.  But  after  the 
house  was  built  the  Thames  Embank- 
ment was  sanctioned  and  made,  and  in 
consequence  of  the  raising  of  the  banks 
the  leyels  of  the  house  became  wrong, 
and  therefore  the  Duke's  case  for  com- 

Sensation  was  a  yery  strong  one.  He 
id  not  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ought  to  haye  omitted  all  reference  to 
the  real  case  of  the  Duke  of  Buccleuch 
on  that  occasion. 

Mb.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth)  said, 
that  the  proprietor  whose  land  was  im- 
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proyed  by  Bailway  Oompaniee  was  not 
the  man,  generally  speaking,  through 
whose  land  the  railway  passed,  but 
rather  the  man  whose  property  adjoining 
the  railway  was  not  toucned.  Moreoyer, 
there  were  other  damages  which  an 
owner  might  sustain  of  an  indirect  kind, 
for  which  he  cannot  obtain  relief  except 
by  the  expensiye  process  of  petitioning 
the  House  against  a  Bill,  which  he 
might  not  be  able  to  afford,  such  as 
damage  by  yibration,  or  injury  to  drain- 
age, or  access  to  property  not  included 
in  the  plans  deposited.  He  was  himself, 
at  the  present  time,  a  yictim  to  a  case  of 
this  sort,  in  which  he  had  been  compelled, 
at  great  expense,  to  petition  Parliament. 
Again,  a  Bailway  Company  might  do 
a  great  injustice  under  this  Bill,  for 
in  the  preparation  of  their  plans  they 
might  fix  their  limits  of  deyiation  as 
to  include  some  small  corner  of  an 
estate  in  order  to  bring  into  operation 
the  functions  of  this  Bill.  He  knew 
the  proyisions  of  the  Bill  were  copied 
from  Colonial  Bailway  Bills ;  but  there 
was  no  analogy  between  the  two  cases, 
because  a  railway  running  through  a 
wilderness  or  bush  would  obyiously  giye 
an  enormous  increase  of  yalue  to  the 
property. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  203  ;  Noes 
103 :  Majority  100.— (Div.  List,  No.  99.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Tueeday  next. 

BEER    ADULTERATION    (No.    3)    BILL. 

{Mr.  Quilter,  Mr,  Duckhmm,  Mr.  Etnea^g, 

Mr.  Ev$rett.) 

[bill   66.]      SEOOIO)   BEADING. 

[adjoxtbned  debate.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Acljoumed 
Debate  on  Question  [Hth  April],  "  That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  reeumed. 

Mb.  QUILTER  (SuflPolk,  South)  said, 
be  did  not  desire  to  treat  this  matter 
otberwise  than  in  a  serious  yein,  for 
it  was  one  of  immense  importance  to 
the  constituency  he  bad  the  honour  to 
represent,  and  also  to  hundreds  and 
thousands  of  working  men  in  the 
Eastern  Oounties  and  in  other  parts  of 
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England.    This  was  not  the  first  attempt 
that  had  been  made  to  introduce  a  mea- 
sure of  this  kind.     It  would  be  within 
the  memory  of  those  who  were  Members 
of  the  preceding  House  that  a  debate 
took  place,  at  the  instance  of  one  of  the 
hon.   Members    for   Suffolk,   in  which 
thej  had  arrayed  against  them  official 
opposition.     He  had  no  doubt  that  any 
arguments  in  favour  of  the  Bill  that 
might  be  adduced  in  the  course  of  the 
debate  would  be  met  by  some  official 
opposition,   for   there   was    never  any 
question  introduced  which  was  likely  to 
touch  the  Bevenue  of  the  country,  but 
it  was    sure    to    bring    up  the  whole 
strength  of  such  opposition.    He  was 
convinced,    however,   that  this    simple 
measure,    if    granted,   would  prove  of 
benefit  to  a  very  large  number  of  work- 
ing men.    It  was  Imown  by  those  who 
lived  among  the  working  classes  that  in 
many  parts  of  the  country  beer  was  an 
important  ingredient  in  their  food.     He 
regretted  that  very  much ;  but  he  wished 
to  inform  hon.   Members  that  in   his 
division,  where  wages  were  9s,  and  lOs. 
a-week,  it  was  not   possible    for    the 
working  men  to  purchase  for  their  wives 
and  families  meat  or  other  nutritious 
substances,  and  milk  was  not  always 
to  be  had.    They  were  reduced  to  beer, 
or,   at  any    rate,    it  was  their    habit 
to  take  beer  for   breakfast,   beer    for 
dinner,     beer  for    tea,   and  beer    for 
supper.     Under  these  circumstances,  he 
thought  the  House  would  agree  with 
him  that  it  was  highly  desirable  that 
the  poor  man's  beer  should  be  pure. 
["  Hear,  hear! "]     Hon.  Members  who 
said    **Hear,   hear!"    probably  all  of 
them  had  the  privilege  of  ordering  their 
Baas  or  Allsopp,  or    the  drink  which 
seemed  to  be  the  favourite  beverage  on 
the  Treasury  Bench  just  now — namely, 
**  Whitbread's  Entire."  His  poor  friends 
had  to  have  recourse  to  the  *'  Thatchers' 
Arms"  or  the  **  Spotted  Dog,"  and  to 
drink  that  which  was  suppli^  to  them 
there— a  species  of  refreshment  which 
he  ventured  to  say  hon.  Members  would 
not  venture  to  take  one  glass  of,  and 
if  they  survived  the  first  glass  would 
register  an  oath  they  would  have   no 
more  such  muck.  It  was  not  for  him  to  go 
into  all  the  reasons  which  had  brought 
about  so  sad  a  state  of  affairs.  He  really 
wished  to  do  something  which  should 
somewhat  remedy  the  existing  condition 
of  things,  and  in  trying  to  do  so  he  be- 


lieved he  should  not  appeal  to  the  sense 
of  justice  of  the  House  in  vain.     As  a 
humble    Bepresentative    of    the    class 
affected,  he  would  tell  them  with  all 
sincerity  that    there    was    hardly  any 
measure  before  the  House  which  was 
regarded  with  more   anxiety  amongst 
the  labourers   of   South   Suffolk  than 
that  now  introduced.     When  the  ques- 
tion was  last  before  the  House  he  had 
prepared  for    the  edification    of    hon. 
Members  a  variety  of  samples  of  beer 
from  different  villages,  and  he  would 
have   introduced    them;  but,  unfortu- 
nately, their  quality  was  so  inferior  that 
in  the  24  to  36  hours  that  passed  from 
the  time  they  came  from  South  Suffolk 
they  all   became  bad,   and  there  was 
only  one  which  the  analyst  stated  was 
in  a  fit  state  for  analysis.     After  that 
experience  he  had  not  ventured  on  this 
occasion  to  provide  himself   with  any 
samples,  though   he  believed  that  the 
practice  had  been  very  effective  in  some 
former  debates  in  the  House.     What  he 
asked  the  House  to  do  by  the  Bill — he 
was  perfectly  aware  that  it  was  rather  a 
difficult  thing — was  to  define  what  beer 
was.     It  was  to  provide  that  when  per- 
son^  went  to  a  public-house  to  obtain 
a  refreshing  drink  they  should  be  enabled 
to   discern  between  drinks  made  from 
barley- malt  and  hops,  and  those  other 
drinks  which  were  manufactured  from 
other  ingredients.     Mr.  Young,  the  pub- 
lic analyst  for  the  districts  of  Poplar, 
Whitechapel,    and    St.    George-in- the- 
East,   stated   that    beer    brewed    from 
malt    contained     more    nutritive    and 
strengthening  properties,   and  the  in- 
toxicating effects  of  it  were  less  marked 
than  in  beer  brewed  from  substitutes 
for  malt.     He  (Mr.  Quilter)  could  say 
a  good  deal  about  the  effect  of  four- 
penny    ale  on   the   poor  in   the  East 
of  London ;  but  this  and  other  matters 
of  controversy  in  connection  with  the 
Bill    would    be    more    properly    dealt 
with  when   the  Committee  stage  was 
reached.     He    should    not    venture   to 
go  into  technicalities;   but  he  thought 
he    should    be    able   to   make  out,   or 
the    hon.     Members   for   Norfolk    and 
Hertfordshire,  who  had  Bills  in  almost 
every  respect  identical  with    his   own, 
would    be   able  to  satisfy  the    House 
that  there  did  exist  a  widespread  desire 
for   some   legislation    on    this    matter. 
What  he  asked  the  House  to  do  was,  at 
any  rate,  reasonable.    It  was  the  agri- 
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cultural  labourers,  who  had  been  re- 
cently onfranchiBed,  who  made  a  special 
claim  upon  the  House  for  this  legisla- 
tion. It  was  not  those  so  much  who 
liyed  in  the  towns,  where  they  had  access 
to  beer  brewed  by  large  and  good 
brewers.  It  was  well  known  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  belonging  to  the  trade  sitting 
in  that  House  were  notorious  for  brew- 
ing the  finest  quality  of  beer,  and,  there- 
fore, any  remarks  he  made  could  not  be 
considered  as  personal  to  them ;  but  it 
was  in  the  interest  of  working  men  with 
large  families,  whose  cottages  were  too 
small  and  whose  wives  had  too  much  to 
do  to  brew  beer  at  home,  that  he  asked 
the  House  to  give  this  matter  some  few 
moments'  consideration.  He  felt  strongly 
the  conviction  that  something  must  be 
done,  and  he  did  not  think  the  House 
would  ever  regret  having  listened  to  the 
prayer  of  the  many  thousands  of  agri- 
cultural labourers  who  were  asking  for 
some  reform.  If  the  House  would  take 
the  matter  into  its  own  hands,  it  could 
do  something  to  protect  drinkers  of  beer 
and  to  restore  the  national  beverage  to 
the  position  it  formerly  occupied,  which 
was  indicated  by  lines  he  recently  saw 
at  the  foot  of  one  of  Hogarth's  pic- 
tures— 

**  Beer,  happy  produce  of  our  Isle, 
Oan  sinewy  strength  impart, 
And  wearied  with  fatiffue  and  toil, 
Can  cheer  each  mamy  heart." 

He  trusted  that  would  be  the  case  in 
South  Suffolk,  and,  in  that  hope,  he 
begged  to  move  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."--(ifr.  Quilter.) 

Sib  EDWAED  BIRKBEOK  (Nor- 
folk,  E.)  said,  he  supported  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  most  warmly,  for  he 
knew  full  well  that  what  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber opposite  had  said  was  fully  borne  out 
in  the  JSastem  Counties.  He  was  about 
to  present  a  Petition  to  the  House  con- 
taining 12,000  signatures,  principally  of 
labourers,  in  favour  of  one  of  the  Bills 
before  the  House.  There  was  not  much 
difference  between  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  opposite,  who  had  just  moved 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  now  be- 
fore the  House  (Mr.  Quilter),  the  Bill 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hertfordshire 
(Baron  Dimsdale),  and  his  own  (Sir 
Edward  Birkbeck's)  Bill.    The  principle 
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of  the  three  was  the  same ;  and,  as  far 
as  he  (Sir  Edward  Birkbeck)  was  con- 
cerned, he  did  not  care  which  of  the 
three  was  passed,  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Quilter)  might  rely  on  his 
assistance  with  his  Bill.  Beer  was  the 
national  beverage  of  England,  and  it 
must  strike  the  House  as  peculiar  and 
anomalous  that  that  beverage  should  not 
be  protected  in  any  way  from  adultera- 
tion. If  milk,  flour,  or  sugar  were 
adulterated,  consumers  were  protected 
by  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  which  could 
be  readily  put  into  operation  for  their 
protection ;  but,  let  beer  be  adulterated 
ever  so  much,  there  were  no  means 
of  putting  a  stop  to  it.  He  thought 
there  could  be  no  doubt  that  beer 
brewed  from  barley-malt  and  hops 
was  much  more  wholesome  than  beer 
brewed  from  potatoes,  sugar,  maize, 
or  some  extraordinary  chemical  con- 
coction, of  the  composition  of  which 
they  knew  nothing ;  and  he  ventured 
to  say  that  99  per  cent  of  the  com- 
munity would  infinitely  prefer,  if 
they  could  have  the  choice,  to  have 
their  beer  brewed  from  barley-malt 
and  hops,  without  the  substitution 
or  addition  of  any  other  ingredient 
whatever.  It  was  to  the  fact  that 
beer  was  so  much  adulterated  that 
when  a  labourer  drank  a  glass  of 
beer  he  became  heavy,  drowsy,  and 
thirsty,  instead  of  being  refreshed  as  he 
ought  to  be.  As  beer  was  the  labourer's 
sole  luxury,  excepting,  perhaps,  tobacco, 
he  (Sir  Edward  Birkbeck)  thought  it 
was  only  fair  and  reasonable  that  the 
labourer  should  be  protected  from  the 
deleterious  effects  likely  to  be  produced 
by  the  adulteration  of  that  one  luxury 
of  his  life,  and  to  have  it  pure,  instead 
of  that  which  was  too  often  sold.  The 
recommendation  of  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion on  Agricultural  Depression  was 
strongly  in  favour  of  legislation  of  the 
character  now  proposed.  The  beer  of 
Bavaria,  Baden,  and  Wurtemburg  was 
very  much  purer  than  most  of  that  con- 
sumed in  this  coimtry.  If  there  were 
any  hon.  Member  present  who  had  drunk 
beer  in  Bavaria,  Baden,  or  Wurtemburg, 
they  would  bear  him  out  when  he  said 
that  there  was  no  beer  in  the  world 
which  would  bear  comparison  with  that 
brewed  in  those  three  pla<)es.  And  why 
was  that  the  case  ?  The  reason  was  that 
there  was  a  severe  law  against  the  adul- 
teration of  beer.      One  important  al- 
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teration  in  line  14  he  should  ask  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Quilter)  to  agree  to — 
namely,  to  substitute  the  word  *'that" 
for  '*  what."  It  was  too  much  to  ask 
that  persons  should  be  compelled  to  de- 
scribe in  detail  what  ingredients  the  beer 
which  was  sold  was  brewed  from.  The 
Bill  introduced  by  himself  said  that  the 
publican  should  be  compelled  to  state 
only  '^thaf  other  ingredients  besides 
barley-malt  and  hops  were  used.  He 
trusted  the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr. 
Quilter)  would  agree  to  amend  his  Bill 
by  acoeptiug  that  provision.  He  hoped 
the  Government  would  support  the  Bill. 
So  strong  w£is  the  feeling  in  the  agri- 
cultural districts  on  this  question  of  the 
adulteration  of  our  national  beverage 
that  he  felt  sure  that  if  one  of 
these  three  Bills  was  not  passed  this 
year,  there  would  be,  instead  of  three 
Bills,  six  or  seven  Bills  next  year. 
He  would  venture  to  suggest  to  the  Go- 
vernment whether  they  could  not  assent 
to  the  second  reading  of  the  three  Bills, 
and  then  refer  the  whole  of  them  to  a 
Select  Committee,  rather  than  shelve 
the  question. 

Mb.  H.  GAEDNEE  (Essex,  Saffron 
Walden),  in  supporting  the  second  read- 
ing, said,  he  wished  to  affirm  most 
strongly  the  remark  that  there  was  a 
deep  and  widespread  feeling  amougst 
the  agricultural  classes  for  this  measure, 
or  some  one  similar.  The  principle  of 
the  Bill  was  to  guarantee  that  the  im- 
portant article  of  consimiption — beer — 
should,  like  other  important  articles  of 
consumption,  be  essentially  what  the 
consumers  took  it  to  be.  He  disclaimed 
that  the  intention  of  the  Bill  was  in  any 
way  of  an  anti-temperance  character. 
They  recognized  the  evils  done  by  the 
over-indulgence  of  intoxicating  liquors. 
Neither  was  the  Bill  anti-publican,  be- 
cause it  must  be  obvious,  if  pure  beer 
was  supplied,  there  would  probably  be 
no  decrease  in  the  consumption.  Fur- 
ther, he  did  not  think  it  was  an  anti- 
brewer's  Bill;  because  there  was  no 
provision  in  the  Bill  to  prevent  brewers 
brewing  from  other  materials  than  malt 
and  hops  if  they  wished  to  do  so.  All 
it  sought  to  do  was  to  provide  that  the 
public  should  know  the  ingredients  of 
the  beer  they  were  consuming.  Speak- 
ing for  an  agricultural  constituency,  and 
with  an  intimate  knowledge  of  the  agri- 
cultural classes,  he  most  strongly  urged 
the  House,  and  especially  hon.  Members 


representing  agricultural  oonstituenoies 
who  wished  to  further  agriculturid  in- 
terests, to  support  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill. 

Babon  DIMSDALE  (Herts,  Hitchin) 
said,  that  as  it  was  undesirable  that  the 
question  should  be  hung  up  any  longer, 
he  hoped  the  House  would  come  to  a 
decision  on  the  Bill  that  day.  The  time 
had  come  when  legislation  of  this  kind 
should  be  passed  for  Scotland  and  Ire- 
land, as  well  as  England;  and  he  hoped, 
therefore,  the  Bill  would  receive  the 
sympathy  of  Irish  Members.  All  the 
three  Bills  were  more  or  less  framed 
upon  the  model  of  a  Bill  introduced  into 
a  former  Parliament  by  Colonel  Barnes 
and  rejected  by  a  narrow  majority.  The 
principal  objection  taken  to  the  Bill  on 
that  occasion  was  that  it  rendered  it 
compulsory  on  the  brewer  to  brew  only 
from  malt  and  hops.  The  present  Bill 
did  not  interfere  with  a  free  mash  tub. 
Alike  to  drinkers  and  to  brewers  it  was 
a  measure  of  vast  importance.  It  was 
intended  to  confer  a  particular  advan- 
tage on  the  public,  and  would  enable 
them  to  ascertain  what  they  were  really 
drinking.  The  measure,  too,  was  of 
enormous  interest  to  the  agricultural 
classes  of  the  country,  both  the  farmers 
and  the  labourers. 

Mb.  SHIRLEY  (Yorkshire,  W.R., 
Doncaster)  said,  that  as  a  Member 
whose  sympathies  were  entirely  with 
the  temperance  movement  he  should 
support  the  second  reading.  He  thought, 
however,  he  ought  to  enter  a  gentle  pro- 
test against  the  description  of  beer  given 
by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
East  Norfolk,  that  it  w£is  ''  the  national 
beverage  of  the  country."  If  it  were, 
he  hoped  it  would  not  long  continue  so. 
Statistics  showed  that  the  consumption 
of  beer  w£is  diminishing,  and  he  heartily 
hoped  it  would  go  on  diminishing.  But 
he  quite  agreed  with  hon.  Members  who 
had  spoken  that  if  beer  were  to  be 
drunk  at  all  in  this  country  it  ought 
to  be  wholesome.  He  was  convinced, 
however,  that  much  of  the  beer  drunk 
in  this  country,  and  in  the  country  dis- 
tricts especially,  was  produced  from  de- 
leterious substances,  and  was  very  un- 
wholesome. It  had  a  bad  effect  upon 
the  constitutions  of  the  people  who 
drank  it,  and  was  the  cause  of  much 
drunkenness  which  would  not  otherwise 
exist.  Therefore,  as  he  was  anxious  to 
diminish  the  amount  of  drunkennees  in| 
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the  country,  he  would  support  the  second 
reading:  of  the  Bill. 

The  CHANOELLOE  op  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  William  Harcoubt)  (Derby) 
said,  he  wanted  to  say,  with  reference 
to  the  Bill,  that  the  Government  was 
not  going  to  oppose  the  second  reading. 
When  the  Bill  went  into  Committee  he 
mustreservje  to  himself  the  right  of  con- 
sidering what  protection  might  be  neces- 
sary for  the  Bevenue.  The  objects  of  the 
Bill,  he  confessed,  would  not  be  entirely 
secured  by  its  provisions.  It  would  not 
prevent  the  adulteration  of  beer.  The 
adulteration  of  beer  was  not  done,  gene- 
rally, by  the  brewers,  but  by  the  pub- 
licans. They  might,  therefore,  have 
beer  brewed  from  pure  barley  and  hops 
tremendously  adulterated  afterwards  by 
the  publican,  and  that  the  Bill  would 
not  be  able  to  prevent.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Norfolk  would  not  deny  that  his 
great  object  was  to  encourage  the  growth 
of  barley,  and  to  prevent  anything  else 
coming  into  competition  with  it;  but  the 
Bill  would  not  prevent  brewers  from 
using  other  materials  like  sugar,  if  they 
thought  better  to  do  so.  He  was  speaking 
not  long  ago  to  a  great  brewer  on  the 
subject  of  these  Bills,  and  the  brewer 
said — **  I  cannot  find  any  heart  to  op- 
pose the  Bill ;  it  will  be  so  immensely  to 
my  advantage.  It  will  destroy  the  small 
brewers,  because  it  will  diminish  the 
use  of  the  materials  which  they  chiefly 
use  in  brewing,  and  will  not  affect  me.'' 
That  was  one  effect  which  the  Bill  would 
have  as  it  at  present  stood.  It  would 
restrict  the  freedom  of  the  use  of  mate- 
rials, and  he  was  afraid — because  they 
might  have  a  perfectly  wholesome  beer 
brewed  with  a  certain  proportion  of 
sugar  and  other  materials — ^it  would  not 
prevent  adulteration. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Wednesday  2nd  June. 

CHURCH  PATRONAGE  BILL.— [Bill  4.] 

(Mr.  Bplandt,   Mr,    Leaiham^  Mr,  Menry  H. 

Fowler,  Mr,  Brinton,) 

OOMHITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (ifr.  Leatham,) 

MB.EAIKES  (Cambridge  University) 
said,  there  was  on  the  Paper  a  Notice 
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of  an  Instruction  to  be  moved  on  goinf 
into  Committee,  and  there  were  several 
Amendments  to  be  considered  in  Com- 
mittee which  could  hardly  be  moved 
unless  the  Instruction  were  carried.  But 
the  hon.  Members  concerned  were  not 
present,  as  they  had  probably  concluded 
that  the  Bill  would  not  be  reached  that 
day  in  time  to  discuss  it. 

It  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before 
Six  of  the  dock,  the  Debate  stood  ad- 
journed till  To-morrow. 

MOTIONS. 

0 

STIPENDIARY    MAGISTRATES    (PENSIONS) 

BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hastings,  Bill  to  empower 
Local  Authorities  to  grant  Retiring  Pensions  to 
Stipendiary  Magistrates,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Hastings,  Mr.  Kenrick,  Mr.  For- 
wood,  and  Mr.  Wiggin. 
'BiMpi-etented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  212.] 

NATIONAL  PROYIDBNT  INSURANCE. 
Select  Committee  on  National  ProTident  In- 
surance to  consist  of  Eighteen  Members : — Mr. 
Llewblltn  and  Mr.  Wason  added  to  the  Com- 
mittee.— (Sir  Herbert  Maxwell,) 

FORESTRY. 

Select  Committee  on  Forestry  to  consist  of 
Eighteen  Members : — Committee  nominated  oi,'^ 
Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr.  Charles  Aclakd,  Mr. 
BiDDULPu,  Sir  Sayilb  Crosslet,  Viscount 
Ebrinoton,  Dr.  Farquharson,  Mr.  Farquhar- 
SON,  Sir  John  Kennaway,  Sir  George  Grant, 
Sir  Edmund  Lkchmere,  Mr.  Gilhoolt,  Colonel 
Nolan,  Mr.  Northcote,  Sir  Herbert  Max- 
well, Mr.  Mulholland,  Mr.  Mark  Stewart, 
Mr.  Sbblt,  and  Sir  Henry  Meysey  Thompson, 
with  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and 
records ;  Five  to  be  the  quorum. — {Sir  John  Lub* 
bock,) 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes 
before  Six  o'olock. 


HOUSE     OF     L0ED8, 
Thursday,  Uth  May,  1886. 


MINUTES.]— Public  'BiLLS—Firet  Beadmg-^ 
Friendly  Societies  Act  (1875)  Amendment  * 
(99) ;  National  Debt*  (100). 

Second  Reading  ^Referred  to  Select  Oommitice — 
Church  Patronage  (63). 

Committee  —  Report  —  Drowned  Persons  (Dis- 
covery and  Interment)*  (77);  Burial 
Grounds  (Scotland)  Act  (1865)  Amendment  * 
(78). 

Third  iSfoiftff^— Metropolitan  Police  Stations* 
(87),  and  paeeed. 


877 


JBuHtMS  of 


{May  13,  18^6} 


the  Souse, 


878 


Fbotisional' Obdbb  Bells — Second  Meading^ 
Local  Gk)vemm6nt  (Ireland)  (Pablic  HefJtli 
Act)*  (83). 

Third  Reading — Metropolitan  Commons*  (71), 
and  passed. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
OBSEBTATIONS. 

The  Maeqttess  op  SALISBURY  said, 
he  did  not  see  in  his  place  the  right  rey. 
Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  Durham)  who  had 
charge  of  the  Durham  Sunday  Closing 
Bill ;  but  he  would  venture  to  urge  whe- 
ther, in  putting  down  for  to-day  the  Com- 
mittee on  a  Bill  the  second  reading  of 
which  was  taken  on  Tuesday  last,  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  had  not  gone  beyond 
the  Order  of  the  House  ?  The  proposal 
to  take  the  Committee  stage  that  day 
hardly  gave  sufficient  time  to  their  Lord- 
ships to  put  down  Amendments,  or  to 
oonsult  with  those  persons  in  the  country 
who  might  be  interested  in  the  measure 
and  ought  to  have  time  to  make  sugges- 
tions as  to  modifications,  and  who  must 
have  been  surprised  at  their  Lordships' 
decision  on  Tuesday.  He  would  suggest 
that  if  the  Committee  stage  on  the  Bill 
were  put  down  for  that  day  week,  it 
would  be  more  in  accordance  with  the 
ordinary  practice.  There  was  another 
Bill  to  which  he  wished  to  refer,  and 
that  was  the  Crofters  Bill,  which  was 
put  down  for  second  reading  on  Mon- 
day. That  Bill  was  one  containing  prin- 
ciples of  a  somewhat  novel  character, 
full  of  detail  and  of  unusual  complica- 
tion. He  did  not  wish  to  express  any 
opinion  either  hostile  or  in  favour  of 
the  Bill ;  but  he  thought  it  was  rather 
making  an  undue  demand  on  the  ra- 
pidity with  which  their  Lordships  could 
proceed  with  the  Bill,  and  make  them- 
selves acquainted  with  its  provisions,  to 
ask  them  to  read  it  a  second  time  on 
Monday.  He  did  not  see  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  in  his  place,  but  he  should 
suggest  that  the  time  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  measure  should  be  extended 
from  Monday  to  Monday  week.  He  was 
sure  that  this  arrangement  would  be 
much  more  satisfactory  to  the  people  of 
Scotland.  He  had  not  taken  upon  him- 
self to  make  these  few  observations 
without  communicating  with  some  of 
those  Peers  who  understood  the  sub- 
ject.   

The  Eael  op  WEMYSS  said,  he 
heartily  agreed  with  what  had  fallen 
from  the  noble  Marquess  with  respect 
to  the  Crofters  Bill,  which  was  a  mea- 
sure new  in  principle  and  details.    He 


hoped  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  (the  Earl  of  Dalhousie)  would 
agree  to  defer  the  second  reading  of  the 
Crofters  Bill  till  Monday  week.  With 
respect  to  the  Durham  Sunday  Closing 
Bill,  he  hoped  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
would  defer  to  the  wish  of  the  noble 
Marquess.  If  the  Bill  came  on  that 
evening  no  opportunity  would  have  been 
given  for  putting  Amendments  on  the 
Paper;  and  he  hoped  that  two  Amend- 
ments would  be  put  down,  one  exempt- 
ing the  City  of  Durham,  and  the  other 
limiting  the  time.  He  would  ask  their 
Lordships  to  reject  the  Bill  on  the  third 
reading.  Another  reason  why  the  Bill 
should  be  postponed  w£is  that  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  im- 
plied that  a  great  number  of  the  signa- 
tures to  the  Petition,  containing  60,000 
of  the  inhabitants  of  the  county  of 
Durham,  which  was  presented  by  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Bram- 
well),  were  not  really  valid;  that  it 
was  a  bogus  Petition,  or  contained 
sham  signatures.  He  himself  had  been 
informed  that  the  Petitions  in  favour 
of  the  measure  had  been  largely  signed 
by  school  children.  That  was  an  im- 
portant matter,  and  he  thought  that 
the  signatures  to  that  and  to  the  other 
Petitions  ought  to  be  inquired  into  by 
the  Examiners  of  the  House  before  the 
Bill  was  proceeded  with. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Hersghbll)  said,  he  could  have  no  pos- 
sible objection  to  the  Petitions  being 
examined  into.  The  noble  Earl  who 
had  just  spoken  had  misunderstood  him 
if  he  thought  that  he  had  asserted  that 
the  Petition  presented  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  (Lord  Bramwell)  who 
moved  the  rejection  of  the  Bill  was  a 
bogus  Petition.  All  he  said  was  that 
he  never  attached  great  weight  to 
Petitions  signed  by  individuals,  whether 
on  the  one  side  or  the  other. 

The  Bishop  of  DURHAM  (Dr. 
Lightfoot)  said,  that  he  had  consulted 
the  Clerk  of  the  House  before  fixing  the 
day,  and  had  no  desire  to  proceed  with 
undue  haste.  He  was  quite  willing  to 
postpone  the  Committee  stage  of  his^iU 
to  a  future  day  if  there  were  a  feeling 
in  that  direction,  though  he  could  not  at 
that  moment  name  the  day. 

The  Eabl  of  WEMYSS  asked  the 
Lord  Chancellor  whether  there  was  any 
objection  to  the  Petitions  he  had  alluded 
to  being  examined  into  by  the  officers  of 
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The  lord  OHANCELLOE  said,  he 
was  afraid  he  was  as  yet  hardly  in  a 
position  to  say  what  was  the  usual  prao- 
tice  of  the  House  in  such  cases. 

The  secretary  op  STATE  foe 
INDIA  (The  Earl  of  Kimberlby)  said, 
he  thought  the  nohle  Earl  ought  to  give 
Notice  of  his  intention  to  move  that  the 
Petitions  be  examined  into. 

The  Eabl  op  WEMTSS  said,  he 
would  do  so,  and  gave  Notice  that  he 
would  to-morrow  move  that  the  Petitions 
in  reference  to  the  Durham  Sunday 
Closing  Bill  should  be  referred  to  the 
officers  of  the  House  for  examination 
into  the  signatures. 

The  Eabl  of  KIMBERLEY  said, 
that  he  would  put  down  the  second 
reading  of  the  Crofters  Bill  for  Thurs- 
day next,  subject  to  alterations. 

The  Marottess  op  SALISBURY,  in 
assenting,  said,  that  he  was  anxious  the 
second  reading  should  be  taken  when 
the  Scottish  Peers  were  in  their  places. 

CHURCH  PATRONAGE  BILL.— (No.   63.) 

( The  Lord  Arehhi$hop  of  Canterbury.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

The  Archbishop  of  CANTERBURY 
(Dr.  Benson),  in  moving  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill,  said :  I  have  first, 
my  Lords,  to  remove  the  misapprehen- 
sion that  the  Bill  will  injure  private 
patronage.  It  is  in  no  sense  a  Bill  to 
destroy  private  patronage,  or  to  con- 
demn or  ignore  what  have  been  recog- 
nized for  centuries  past  as  rights  of  pro- 
perty. The  system  of  private  patronage, 
my  Lords,  creates  much  interest  of  the 
best  kind.  It  has  done  much  to  pre- 
serve good  relations  between  the  laity 
and  the  clergy,  and  has,  besides,  been 
well  exercised,  and  is  being  increasingly 
well  exercised.  Private  patrons  have 
been  most  liberal  donors  towards  the 
foundation  of  new  parishes  and  new 
districts  ;  since  the  foundation  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commission  they  have 
made  over  to  the  Commissioners  no 
less  a  sum  than  £2,500,000.  There  is 
no  wish  on  our  part,  my  Lords,  to  in- 
crease the  patronage  in  the  hands  of  the 
Bishops,  although,  on  the  other  hand,  I  do 
wish  it  were  possible  for  others  besides 
the  Bishops  to  take  substantial  interest 
in  curates,  who  have  worked  for  a  long 
time  in  difficult  positions.  There  is  not 
scope  enough  for  the  reward  of  other 
merits,  if  it  is  left  to  the  Bishops  only 
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to  recompense  long  service.  Then, 
my  Lords,  this  SU  does  not  pro- 
nounce any  opinion  at  all  upon  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  sale  of  advowsons.  It  is 
enough,  perhaps,  to  say  here  that  the 
sale  of  adVowsons  is  no  part  of  the  ori- 
ginal principle  or  intent  of  the  en- 
dowment of  our  Church.  At  the  aasne 
time,  the  practice  began  very  early  in 
its  history.  The  way  in  which  the  prac- 
tice proceeded  was  that,  first  of  all,  ad- 
vowsons went  with  the  land.  They  then 
came  to  be  sold  with  the  land,  and  after* 
wards  they  were  sold  in  gross  or  separately 
from  the  land  ;  and,  lastly,  it  became 
the  practice  to  sell  next  presentations. 
The  object  of  advowsons  was,  of 
course,  the  spiritual  good  of  the  people. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  State  and  the 
Church  of  England  have  long  sanetioned 
the  sale  of  advowsons ;  and  we  have  to 
consider  that  it  was  on  the  faith  of  both 
the  State  and  the  Church  that  private 
persons  have  invested  their  all  in  the 
sale  of  advowsons.  There  are,  in  fact, 
instances  in  which  the  whole  property 
of  minors  and  other  persons  has  neen 
invested  in  the  purchase  of  advowsons, 
and  people  have  bought  without  any 
consciousness  of  evil.  Consequently,  it 
is  no  tabula  rata  which  is  before  us; 
it  is  not  possible  for  us  to  wipe 
out  the  sale  of  advowsons,  since  it 
would  involve  suffering  and  ruin  to  a 
great  number  of  innocent  families. 
Strong  arguments  have  been  used  on 
both  sides,  and  it  has  been  proposed  to 
remedy  the  mischief  by  allowing  one 
more  sale  and  no  more ;  but  the  inade- 
quacy of  that  proposal  may  be  at  cmce 
perceived,  for  it  would  of  course  follow 
that  there  would  be  an  immediate  reduc- 
tion in  the  value  of  advowsons,  so  that 
this  would  be  but  a  partial  concession  to 
justice;  while  the  advowsons,  if  made 
unsaleable,  would  in  the  changes  of  for- 
tune descend  in  lapse  of  time  to  im- 
poverished persons,  who  would  have 
lost  interest  both  in  the  places  and  in  the 
Church  itself.  Now,  my  Lords,  I  will 
state  the  objects  of  the  Bill.  First  of 
all,  its  object  is  to  stop  an  iniquitous 
traffic  which  is  being  carried  on,  of 
dealing  with  the  advowsons  of  the 
Church  as  mere  investments  on  which 
to  make  money.  To  that  practice  the  Bill 
seeks  to  put  an  end.  Let  no  one  think 
that  the  traffic  is  a  fair  traffic.  It  cannot 
be  fair,  my  Lords,  that  that  which  is  dis- 
advantageous to  the  people  should  be  ad- 
vantageous to  thfi  j^l^bf^.^^Ji*or  in- 
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Btnaee,  there  has  been  given  in  evidence 
a  letter  firom  a  solicitor  offering  a  living 
fot  sale,  the  population  of  which  is 
1,500,  and  it  is  mentioned  as  an  advan- 
tage that  there  was  only  a  small  con- 
gregation. It  is  most  unfair  that  the  in- 
come of  benefices  should  be  augmented 
by  subscriptions  obtained  from  good 
people  and  from  Queen  Anne's  Bounty, 
ftsd  that  the  advowson  should  then  be 
sold  at  a  considerably  advanced  price. 
Shocking  cases  of  abuse  underlie  exist- 
ing law  have  been  disclosed  in  evidence. 
In  one  case  a  returned  convict  who  had 
been  in  Holy  Orders  personated  clergy- 
men in  various  places,  passed  himself 
off  as  the  patron  of  livings,  and  by  lend- 
ing money  to  clerg3rmen  got  them  into 
his  power  and  forced  them  to  move  from 
place  to  place,  to  the  great  detriment  of 
their  flocks  and  their  own  exceeding 
misery.  We  read  the  other  day  in 
the  newspapers  that  St.  Oatherine's 
Church,  Liverpool,  was  put  up  for  sale, 
and  was  the  subject  of  lively  competition 
between  the  Eitualistic  Party  and  the 
Low  Ohuroh  Party,  and  that  finally  it 
was  knocked  down  at  a  high  price  to 
the  former.  An  agent  largely  con- 
cerned in  the  sale  of  advowsons  has  ad- 
mitted that  three-fourths  of  his  trans- 
actions are  for  immediate  possession, 
which  is  against  the  law,  and  that, 
strictly  spesSdng,  nearly  all  were  illegal. 
Cruel  wrong  has  been  inflicted  again 
and  again  by  putting  in  possession  of  a 
dmrch  an  aged  clergyman  who  is  unable 
from  age  or  infirmity  to  do  his  duty. 
When  cases  such  as  these  are  borne  m 
mind,  it  cannot  seem  wonderful  that  a 
great  cry  should  arise  against  the  prac- 
tice popularly  known  as  the  sale  of  souls. 
The  conscience  of  the  people  is  touched, 
and  will  not  be  quieted  by  the  assurance 
that  nothing  is  sold  but  tihe  life- title  to  a 
certain  house  and  ground.  Neverthe- 
less, condenmable  as  these  practices  are, 
wrong  as  it  is  that  they  should  be  pos- 
aible  or  real,  it  is  a  mistake  to  believe 
tbi^  they  represent  a  normal  or  even  a 
prevalent  state  of  things.  The  facts 
axe  bad.  and  must  be  rendered  im- 
possible; but  they  are  comparatively 
few  out  of  the  whole  mass  of  facts. 
Although  it  has  been  said  in  some 
qiuurters  that  one-third  of  the  livings  in 
pivate  patronage  change  hands  not  un- 
nequently,  the  representative  of  Queen 
Anne's  Bounty  and  others  well  com- 
petent to  judge    do  not   believe  that 


this,  or  anything  like  this,  is  true* 
It  must  not  be  forgotten,  either,  that 
private  patronage  does  not  represent 
half  the  patronage  in  England.  The 
Bill  has  reference  only  to  those 
livings  which  are  floating  about,  and 
the  aim  of  its  promoters  is  to  get 
them  into  good  private  patronage,  or 
into  public  patronage  vested  in  a  Board 
consisting  half  of  laymen.  It  is  obvious 
that  compensation  should  be  provided 
for  those  who,  under  sanction  of  Church 
and  State,  hold  these  properties  be- 
fore they  are  dispossessed  of  them. 
A  Select  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  has  determined  that  sales  can-^ 
not  be  stopped  peremptorily,  and  their 
view  has  been  adopted  in  the  Bill  now 
before  the  other  House;  and  before 
going  further  I  beg  to  be  allowed  to 
say,  my  Lords,  how  highly  I  appreciate 
the  tone  of  the  Movers  of  that  Bill, 
and  the  honourable  spirit  in  which 
they  declare  their  readiness,  what- 
ever other  opinions  they  entertain, 
to  promote  the  reform  and  redress  of 
any  abuse  which  we  may  wish  to  re- 
move from  the  Church.  The  same 
Committee  has  suggested  that  Queen 
Anne's  Bounty  shoiild  be  the  medium 
in  sales,  and  that  it  ^ould  oompulsorily 
buy,  borrowing  the  money,  if  need  be^ 
and  repaying  it  in  the  course  of  years 
out  of  the  livings  themselves.  The 
Committee  says  that  the  money  should 
be  repaid  in  not  less  than  20  years. 
This,  I  beg  leave  to  say  in  passing,  is 
not  the  suggestion  of  the  Bishops.  It 
is  as  well  to  point  this  out,  because 
Bishops  have  been  said  not  to  be  good 
financiers,  and  they  do  not  wish  to  be  held 
responsible  for  this  suggestion.  We  ob- 
tained the  opinion  of  tiie  Lower  House 
of  Convocation,  of  the  House  of  Lay- 
men, and  of  a  third  important  Body,  the 
Central  Council  of  Diocesan  Conferences, 
upon  the  proposal  of  the  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  not  one  of 
them  would  listen  to  it.  There  seem,  in 
truth,  to  be  fatal  objections  to  it.  If 
the  money  were  lent  by  Queen  Anne's 
Bounty,  even  for  30  years,  at  8^  per 
cent,  the  sum  which  would  have  to  be 
paid  annually  out  of  the  benefice  on  every 
£1,000  of  the  price  paid  would  amount  to 
over  £54.  Thus  a  living  of  £200  a-year, 
if  sold  at  five  years'  purchase,  would  be 
reduced  for  30  years  to  £145.  If  the 
money  were  lent  for  50  years,  the  an- 
nual payment  on  every  £1,000  would 
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be  £42,  and  the  living  would  be  reduced 
annually  to  £157.  But  what  would 
happen  if  the  Ticarage  or  rectory  had  to 
be  restored  during  the  years  of  repay- 
ment, or  if  a  pension  had  to  be  paid  to 
an  incumbent  compelled  fco  resign 
trough  age  or  illness  ?  Why,  further 
loans  must  be  contracted,  and  the  yalue 
of  the  living  might  very  probably  be 
reduced  to  nothing.  But  there  is  a 
much  graver  objection  to  the  proposal  of 
the  Committee;  consciences  would  receive 
worse  wounds  than  at  present;  they  would 
be  offended,  as  by  a  kind  of  sacrilege,  by 
the  giving  to  a  patron  out  of  the  spiri- 
tual provision  for  the  parish  what  never 
was  his.  Then,  as  to  the  effect  on  Queen 
Anne's  Boimty  itself,  I  fear  that  the  ex- 
penditure from  which  it  could  not  escape 
might  cripple  all  its  operations.  No  one 
can  estimate  the  number  of  living  which 
would  be  offered  to  Queen  Anne's  Bounty ; 
and  those  which  were  offered  wotdd  pro- 
bably be  offered  at  once.  Therefore, 
this  process  would  certainly  cripple 
livings,  and  probably  cripple  the  opera- 
tions of  Queen  Anne's  Bounty ;  ana  it  is 
proposed  at  a  time  when  your  Lordships 
and  the  other  House  have  already  passed 
an  Act  to  extend  the  usual  period  of  80 
years  for  repayment  of  mortgages,  be- 
cause the  clergy,  owing  to  the  great 
agricultural  depression,  are  not  able  to 
meet  the  present  demands  upon  them. 
The  scheme,  therefore,  as  a  financial 
scheme  would  not  work,  and  if  it  did 
it  would  cause  more  wounds  to  con- 
sciences than  there  are  at  present. 
Now,  of  all  schemes,  including  this  im- 
possible one,  the  aim  was  to  get  rid  of 
miproper  buyers.  It  is  admitted  that 
there  are  proper  buyers.  Let  us  see 
who  could  be  included  in  that  cate- 
gory. The  Bill  provides  that  there 
should  be  a  right  of  pre-emption  when 
a  livine  is  sold  to  persons  who  can 
show  that  they  have  a  sufficient  in- 
terest in  the  welfare  of  the  parish. 
I  would  not  wish  to  confine  it  to  land- 
owners ;  I  should  desire  to  extend  it  to 
others.  For  instance,  we  are  familiar 
with  great  manufacturers,  whose  works 
are  on  the  outskirts  of  towns,  who  are 
deeply  interested  in  the  well-being  of 
the  district,  and  who  have  shown  that 
interest  by  building  and  endowing 
churches  and  chapeu  for  their  work- 
people, among  other  practical  ways. 
The  right  of  pre-emption,  it  seems  to  me, 
should  go  to  those  who  can  show  that  they 
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have  a  sufficient  interest  in  the  parish. 
Secondly,  proper  buyers  of  patronage 
would  be  public  patrons,  such  as  exist  in 
large  numbers,  whether  individuals,  or 
bodies,  or  trusts,  to  the  great  benefit  of 
the  livings  and  people.  Thirdly,  it  has 
been  felt  by  the  most  zealous  and  earnest 
Ohurchmen — and  there  has  been  a  con- 
sensus of  those  three  important  represen- 
tative bodies  of  lay  Chunshmen — ^tnat  the 
living  should  be  sold  to  any  purchaser 
approved  by  the  Bishop.  Now,  I  cannot 
assent  to  that  as  being  a  wise  proposal, 
or  one  which  would  work  practically,  for 
I  think,  in  the  first  instance,  it  would 
not  be  desirable  that  a  Bishop  should  be 
personally  mixed  up  in  these  trans- 
actions. It  would  be  an  invidious 
thing  for  him  alone  to  bar  purchases. 
Then,  again,  I  shall  not  be  sup- 
posed to  be  speaking  against  my 
cloth  if  I  say  that  I  think  the  pro* 
posal  is  too  clerical.  It  is  not  the  object 
of  the  Bill  to  diminish,  but  to  extend, 
lay  influence  in  the  administration  of 
the  Church's  affairs.  I  should  object 
greatly  to  this  Bill  being  made  an  occa- 
sion to  increase  clerical  influence.  There- 
fore, I  think  the  Bishop  is  not  the 
proper  person  to  approve  every  trans- 
action of  this  kind ;  but  the  idea  that  it 
should  be  approved  by  some  local  or 
diocesan  authority  seems  to  me  a  very 
good  one.  I  should  say,  instead  of 
any  purchaser  approved  by  the  Bishop, 
any    purchaser    approved   by  a    com- 

getent  and  strong  Council.  I  be- 
eve  we  can  form  a  Council  easily. 
The  purchaser  should,  however,  be  ap- 
proved by  the  Bishop  in  Oeuncil,  so 
as  not  to  take  away  the  Bishop's  re- 
sponsibility. There  are  other  duties  for 
which  such  a  Council  is  really  wanted, 
and  I  know  no  better  way  in  which  the 
laily  could  help  in  the  administration  of 
their  Church.  I  propose,  therefore, 
that  in  every  diocese  we  should  form  a 
Council,  to  be  composed  half  of  laymen 
and  half  of  clergymen.  The  Councils 
should  not  be  all  of  the  same  sise,  but 
proportioned  to  dioceses.  The  clergy 
should  be  appointed  as  they  have  been 
for  similar  purposes  in  other  recent 
Acts  of  Parliament.  The  laity,  it  is 
suggested,  should  be  nominated  by 
the  Lord  Lieutenant,  Chairmen  of  Quar- 
ter Sessions,  and  Churchwardens  of  the 
diocese  or  sections  of  the  diocese.  In  the 
Bill  this  Coimcil  stands  first,  not  because 
it  is  the  central  object,  or  in  any 
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the  backbone  of  the  Bill,  for  it  is 
not,  but  for  drafting  reasons.  This 
Oouncil  should  receive  and  hold  advow- 
aons,  or  funds  contributed  to  the  pur- 
chase of  livings,  or  of  the  interest  in 
livings.  There  is  a  general  belief  that 
if  such  a  Body  did  exist  funds  would 
come  in ;  but,  quite  apart  from  its  hold- 
ing any  advowson  whatever,  or  being 
able  to  purchase  any  advowson,  what  I 
desire  is  that  it  should  be  able  to  acquaint 
itself  with  the  circumstances  of  any  pro- 
posed transfer,  and  approve  or  disapprove 
of  it.  At  the  present  moment  exchanges 
are  negotiated  as  well  as  sales ;  but  an  im- 

Sortant  witness  before  the  Commission 
edared  that  exchange  was  a  mere  cloak 
for  the  worst  transactions  that  agents 
engage  in.  We  want  to  put  a  stop 
to  all  this  by  iixing  the  eye  of  a  com- 
petent and  responsible  Body  upon  it. 
By  this  Bill,  then,  the  right  for  pre- 
emption would  be  given  to  every  person 
of  sufficient  interest  in  the  parish ;  next, 
it  would  be  capable  of  being  given  to 
the  Oouncil  itself,  if  the  Oouncil  thought 
fit  to  purchase  it,  and  then  to  any  other 
purchaser  in  the  manner  described.  In 
the  case  of  the  Oouncil  having  any  ad- 
vowson, the  patronage  should  be  exer- 
cised, not  by  itself  as  a  Oentral  Ooun- 
cil, but  by  a  more  local  body,  consisting 
of  persons  belonging  to  the  neighbour- 
hood. It  may  be  expected  that  a  Local 
Board  of  this  kind,  with  some  members 
of  the  Oentral  Oouncil  in  it,  to  administer 
such  patronage,  would  work  well,  and 
it  seems  a  simple  and  practicable  way 
of  guarding  against  improper  and  scan- 
dalous transfers.  At  all  events,  I  think 
this  remedy  should  be  tried  before 
stronger  ones.  If  it  answers  its  pur- 
pose, the  milder  the  remedy  the 
better.  If  it  is  not  sufficient  no  step 
would  have  to  be  retraced.  It  is  an 
advance  towards  a  better  state  of 
things,  which  could  be  developed.  I 
now  pass  to  the  other  precautions  con- 
tained in  the  Bill.  They  are  simple, 
and  do  not  refer  to  a  large  proportion  of 
cases;  but  they  are  intenaed  to  meet 
some  great  enls.  The  Bill  provides 
that  when  a  patron  wants  to  sell  an  ad- 
vowson the  sale  must  be  an  out-and-out 
one,  not  merely  of  one  presentation,  but 
of  all  the  rights  which  the  patron  pos- 
sesses in  the  advowson.  I^t  the  pur- 
chaser take  upon  him  all  the  responsi- 
bility that  belongs  to  a  patron.  It  is 
surely  a  repQlsive  thing  that  a  man  who 
had  a  great  public  and  spiritual  trust 


should  allow  it  to  be  exercised  for  a  sumi 
of  money.  It  occurs  again  and  again, 
in  the  evidence  that  was  given  before  the 
Hoyal  Oommission,  that  a  great  many  of 
the  undesirable  men  who  get  livings  get 
them  by  sale  of  next  presentations.  So 
much  for  that  precaution.  Your  Lord- 
ships will  agree  that  it  is  desirable  to 
close  the  scandal  of  the  sale  of  advow- 
sons  by  public  auction.  In  an  auction 
a  patron  parts  with  the  last  semblance 
of  caring  about  his  trust.  Any  bidder 
may  have  it.  There  is  a  recent  in- 
stance in  which  an  important  living 
of  £1,150  a-year  was  put  up  and  with- 
drawn because  not  more  than  £2,500 
could  be  realized  for  it.  The  offer  of 
such  a  sum,  and  the  contemptuous  view 
taken  of  the  right  or  trust  as  ^ne  not 
worth  investing  in,  is  disgraceful ;  and 
such  a  scandal  should  be  got  rid  of  by 
the  abolition  of  sales  of  advowsons  by 
public  auction.  We  wish,  further,  to 
insure  publicity  in  all  transactions. 
For  this  purpose  they  should  be  regis- 
tered within  a  definite  time  in  the  regis- 
ter of  the  diocese.  Let  all  documents 
bearing  on  the  subject  be  produced,  and 
let  the  parties  make  a  declaration  that 
there  are  no  other  documents  connected 
with  the  matter,  and  that  there  is  no 
secret  understanding.  That,  I  think,  is 
a  fair  demand  to  make.  I  am  not  sure 
whether  your  Lordships  are  aware — I 
was  scarcely  aware  of  it  myself  until  I  came 
to  look  into  this  question— that  there  is 
now  no  evidence  at  all  at  headquarters 
as  to  who  is  the  patron  of  any  living.  A 
name  is  given  in  Croehfard^  or  in  The 
Clergy  List ;  but  there  is  no  certainty  as 
to  who  really  is  the  patron.  The  sale 
takes  place  perhaps  quite  quietly,  and 
the  patron  is  not  known  untu  a  new  one 
starts  up  when  the  vacancy  occurs. 
There  was  a  case  in  my  own  diocese 
in  which,  even  after  the  vacancy,  it  was 
not  found  out  for  some  time  who  was  the 
patron.  All  the  people  most  concerned 
now  know  nothing  of  the  matter.  Surely 
it  ought  to  be  known  to  the  parishioners 
and  to  the  Bishop,  and  to  the  whole 
Ohurch,  who  the  patron  of  any  livine  is. 
The  agents  who  were  examined  before 
the  Oommission  pointed  out  that  some- 
times a  living  was  sold  and  resigned 
within  a  year  without  a  suspicion  arising 
of  the  connection  of  the  two  events, 
because  no  one  in  authority  knew  when 
the  sale  took  place  in  fact.  Olergy- 
men  have  got  into  the  hands  of  agent 
patrons,  without  knowing  that  the  patron 
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is  anything  but  a  dergyman  or  private 
gentleman^  and  the  greatest  mischief  and 
misery  is  produced.  Begistration  would 
oonferagreat  benefit  upon  us  all,  if  it  were 
only  to  procure  us  the  knowledge  of  who 
the  patrons  of  livings  are ;  but  it  would 
further  call  attention  to  the  facts  of 
cases  such  as  I  have  just  mentioned. 
There  is  another  subject  with  which  this 
Bill  deals.  At  present,  when  a  clergy- 
man is  presented  to  a  living  he  comes 
before  the  Bishop  to  be  instituted,  and 
makes  a  declaration  that,  to  the  best  of 
his  knowledge  or  belief,  he  has  done 
nothing  simoniacal.  It  may  be  ima- 
gined that  in  this  respect  the  mind  of  an 
unsatisfactory  man  is  easily  satisfied.  I 
desire  to  replace  this  declaration  by 
more  simple,  specific,  and  unevasive 
declarations.  Let  the  clergyman  or  the 
patron  say  whether  they  have  or  have 
not  done  certain  acts ;  the  present  sys- 
tem is  simply  a  trap  for  consciences. 
Another  point  in  which  this  Bill  gives 
security  is  that  of  testimonials.  At  pre- 
sent a  clergyman,  as  a  matter  of  usage, 
presents  a  testimonial;  it  is  now  pro- 
posed that  it  should  be  a  matter,  not 
only  of  usage,  but  of  law.  At  present 
these  documents  are  not  actually  legal 
documents  at  all.  In  this  testimonial 
the  clergyman  presenting  it  should  be 
obliged  to  make  a  statement  of  what 
positions  he  has  held,  so  that  his 
whole  history  may  be  known.  The 
clergy  are  public  servants,  and  we 
have  the  same  right  to  know  the 
secrets  of  their  public  life  as  we  have 
to  know  the  public  life  of  any  other 

Sublio  servant.  I  now  pass  to  a  totally 
ifferent  subject — namely,  the  exercise 
of  patronage.  It  seems  to  me  to  be 
essential  to  the  good  working  of  any 
scheme  of  patronage  that  the  parishioners 
should  not  be  so  utterly  ignored  as  they 
are  at  present  with  regard  to  the  filling- 
up  of  the  living ;  but  that  they  should 
be  competent  to  make  objections  to  be 
considered  by  the  proper  authority,  after 
notice  has  been  given  to  them  as  to  who 
is  going  to  be  appointed.  These  objec- 
tions should  not  be  considered  by  the 
Bishop  alone,  but  by  such  a  jury  as 
would  be  afforded  by  the  Oouncil  to 
which  I  have  already  referred.  These 
complaints,  if  any,  would  thus  be  in- 
quired into  and  judged  by  a  body  of 
dergy  and  laity;  and  if  they  were 
frivolous  a  man  would  come  to  the 
parish  under  greater  advantages,  after 

The  Archbishop  of  CarUcrhury 


these  charges  had  been  examined  into 
and  set  aside,  than  if  they  had  been 
allowed  to  float  about  in  the  parish. 
On  the  other  hand,  a  mere  majority 
of  the  Oouncil  ought  not  to  decide 
the  matter;  but  if  two-thirds  of  the 
Oouncil,  upon  examining  into  the  ob- 
jections, affirm  them,  then  the  Bishop 
may  refuse  to  institute.  If  there  is  a 
majority  of  the  Oouncil,  but  less  than 
two-thirds,  who  affirm  the  objections, 
then  it  is  left  to  the  Bishop  to  de- 
cide; but  if  he  should  reject  the  man 
there  is  an  appeal.  This  provision 
strengthens  the  parishioners  to  make 
objections.  We  must  also  strengthen 
the  Bishop  to  refuse  to  institute  an 
unfit  person.  Objections  may  be  taken 
to  a  man  for  youth  or  for  age.  A 
man  ought  not  to  be  appointed  if  over 
a  certain  age,  and  this  should  be  the 
rule  except  where  it  can  be  shown  thai 
he  is  a  capable  man  for  the  post.  The 
Bishop  should  be  able  to  refuse  an  in- 
capable man ;  and  the  Oouncil  would  act 
as  a  jury  in  deciding  as  to  whether  or  not 
a  man  is  physically  or  mentally  incapable 
of  performing  the  duties  of  the  position. 
Another  cause  for  which  the  Bishop 
should  be  able  to  refuse  to  institute  is 
when  a  man  is  so  burdened  with  debt 
that  it  is  impossible  for  him  properly  to 
discharge  the  duties  of  his  office.  Bishops 
are  all  acquainted  with  such  instances. 
Of  what  can  happen  this  is  an  instance. 
Some  years  ago  an  important  living  in 
London — St.  Giles,  Oamberwell — worth 
£2,300  a-year,  came  into  the  hands  of  a 
clergyman  who  was  burdened  with  debt 
to  tiie  amount  of  £56,000,  and  there 
was  no  power  to  refuse  him.  He  held 
the  living  from  1846  to  1879,  and  during 
that  time,  out  of  that  income  of  £2,800, 
there  was  nothing  available  for  the 
spiritual  purposes  of  the  living  except 
£200  a-year.  This  would  be  rather 
more  now  under  the  present  law ;  but  the 
thing  ought  not  to  be  possible  at  all.  The 
Bishop  ought  to  be  able  to  refuse  to  in- 
stitute a  man  who  is  incapable  of  per- 
forming his  functions  to  the  public  bene- 
fit. Then,  again,  in  the  ccmo  of  a  public 
scandal,  where  it  is  destructive  to  a  man's 
influence,  the  Bishop  ought  to  be  able  to 
take  action  so  as  to  prevent  him  from 
being  accepted.  Another  security  relates' 
to  the  power  of  mortgaging  livings.  That' 
power  ought  to  be  taken  away.  Again, 
a  man  ought  not  to  be  able  to  use  his 
liviog  by  sequestration  for   debt.     If 
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a  clergyman  is  in  debt,  his  creditors 
may,  by  an  action,  get  his  living 
sequestered,  the  property  being  handed 
over  to  them,  and  a  certain  ^owance 
only  reserved  for  the  service  of  the 
place.  Again,  in  the  case  of  some  of 
those  unhappy  persons  I  have  spoken 
of,  the  moment  they  have  fallen  into  the 
hands  of  the  money-lender  they  are  lost; 
and  the  sequestration  might  go  on  for  a 
man's  life— obviously,  if  the  debt  is 
large  and  the  living  small.  Let  the  Bill 
forbid  mortgages,  and  let  us  pursue  the 
system  already  in  existence  with  regard 
to  non-residents.  If  a  man  is  not  in 
residence  for  a  whole  year,  or  if  he  is 
not  in  residence  for  certain  months  in 
two  successive  years,  the  living  is  ipso 
f€cto  vacant.  If  a  living  is  sequestered, 
and  a  man  cannot  get  the  sequestration 
removed  in  one  year,  let  it  be  ipso  faeto 
vacant.  The  present  system  makes 
not  only  corrupt  clergymen,  but  it  makes 
corrupt  tradesmen.  The  tradesmen  gi  ve 
credit  because  they  know  they  can 
eet  the  living  sequestered.  Care  is 
further  taken  in  the  Bill  that  arrange- 
ments shall  be  made  so  that  tradesmen, 
under  existing  sequestrations,  shall  not 
suffer  in  regard  to  goods  supplied.  There 
is  another  precaution  stiD,  my  Lords. 
As  to  the  case  of  lunacy,  there  is  a  very 
curious  anomaly  in  our  law.  At  present 
a  Bishop  may  certify  the  fact  of  a  Dean  or 
a  Oanon  being  a  lunatic,  and  the  stall  is 
vacant  ip%o  faeto.  This  Bill  proposes 
that  the  proper  authority  in  lunacy 
should  certify  the  lunacy  of  an  incum- 
bent, and  that  then  the  living  should 
become  ipso  faeto  vacant.  I  desire  that 
it  should  be  done  with  the  greatest  de- 
liberation, and  that  when  he  has  vacated 
in  the  prescribed  manner,  he  should 
receive  the  same  pension  that  he  would 
receive  as  an  incumbent  retiring  from 
old  age.  One  other  provision  to  which  I 
beg  to  call  special  attention  relates  to 
Soman  Catholic  patrons.  All  tempta- 
tion to  evasions  of  the  law  should  be  done 
away.  Evidence  shows  that  there  is  now 
great  temptation  to  sell  next  presenta- 
tions each  time,  or  else  to  put  up  trustees 
as  patrons.  There  is  a  certain  mis- 
trust of  Boman  Catholic  patrons  arising 
out  of  our  past  history.  Begard  must 
necessiuily  be  had  to  the  many  who 
entertain  such  mistrust;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  justice  must  be  done  to 
the  Boman  Catholic  patrons  themselves. 
Jf,  Hien,  the  Boman  Catholic  patron 
can  satisfy  the  Council  that  the  person 


is  a  satisfactory  man  to  aj^oint,  then 
the  patron  shall  have  the  right  to  ap- 
point him.  I  would  make  the  Council 
and  the  Boman  Catholic  patron  joint 
patrons,  so  that  both  could  be  served 
with  notice  of  objection  and  both  be  able 
to  appeal.  That  is  in  the  interest  of  the 
Boman  Catholic  patrons  themselves,  and 
I  hope  that  this  provision  will  meet  the 
wishes  of  the  noble  Viscount  (Viscount 
Barrington)  who  so  considerately  with- 
drew his  Motion  last  year  on  this  par- 
ticular question,  upon  my  promising  to 
introduce  a  measure  into  a  more  general 
Bill.  I  have  made  inq^uiry  as  to  the 
opinion  of  the  Universities.  The  Vice 
Chancellor  of  Cambridge  has  replied,  so 
far,  that  the  system  is  not  held  in  esteem 
there ;  and  the  Vice  Chancellor  of  Oxford, 
havingconsulted  the  Hebdomadal  Board, 
replies  that  no  difficulty  would  be  felt 
there  if  a  better  scheme  can  be  de- 
vised. I  think  that  no  objection 
will  be  offered  from  the  Universities. 
There  is  only  one  other  subject  to  which 
I  have  to  draw  attention.  This  is  the 
question  of  donatives.  There  are  about 
100  livings  in  England,  most  of  which 
are  very  small,  which  enjoy  this  sin- 
gular position — ^that  the  patrons  can 
appoint  to  them  absolutely  without  re- 
ference to  any  Bishop  or  any  authority 
whatever.  They  are  also  capable  of 
being  sold  when  vacant.  As  regards 
all  these  donatives,  there  is  no  record  of 
their  sale.  There  is  no  institution  by 
the  Bidbop.  The  clergyman  does  not 
oome  before  the  Bishop  at  all,  presents 
no  testimonials  or  letters  of  Orders — ^that 
is  to  say,  produces  no  proof  that  he  is  a 
clergyman  at  all.  He  acquires  the  full 
cure  of  souls  without  any  authority  to 
check  him.  The  working  of  these  dona- 
tives is  singular.  A  Bisnop  has  reason 
to  know  that  a  man  wishes  to  resign 
his  living  for  one  which  has  been 
purchased,  or  because  he  has  sold 
his  own,  on  his  part,  and  he  re- 
fuses to  accept  that  resignation.  The 
man  informs  the  agent,  who  says — 
**  Never  mind,  I  present  you  with  my 
donative ; "  and  the  man  then  informs 
the  Bishop  that  he  has  been  appointed, 
and  his  former  living  is  vacant.  It  has 
been  said  that  a  donative  is  the  most 
powerful  instrument  of  corruption  that 
anyone  could  have.  The  Bill  proposes 
to  make  such  livings  presentative  like 
all  others ;  but  if  it  is  desired  to  provide 
a  respite  for  any  innocent  donatives 
which  may  exist — and  I  believe  some  of 
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the  larger  ones  particularly  haye  never 
been  abused — I  should  gladly  accept 
a  reasonable  Amendment.  To  sum 
up,  then,  my  Lords,  the  statement 
that  I  have  made  seems  to  present  a 
very  dark  picture ;  but  I  entreat  you  to 
remember  that  you  have  only  the 
shadows  of  the  picture  before  you.  The 
evil  to  be  dealt  with,  nevertheless,  is 
great,  and  excites  the  greatest  contempt 
in  the  minds  of  those  who  believe  that 
it  represents  the  system  of  the  Ohurch. 
If  the  evils  and  the  scandals  to  be  re- 
moved are  not  very  numerous,  they  are, 
nevertheless,  very  great.  This  mea- 
sure, if  it  becomes  law,  will  either 
end,  or  will  greatly  tend  to  end,  a 
reproach,  not  only  to  the  Church, 
but  to  our  national  system,  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  a  great  spiritual  trust. 
It  is  a  great  hindrance  to  people  who 
think  the  scandals  prevail  more  widely 
than  they  do,  and  suppose  that  there  can 
be  little  truth  or  honesty  in  the  Ohurch 
which  allows  it.  Compared  with  the 
Bill  before  the  House  of  Commons,  your 
Lordships  will,  I  think,  acknowledge 
that  this  Bill  goes  further  to  preserve 
all  that  can  be  considered  rights ;  and 
it  also  goes  much  further  to  obviate 
and  correct  wrongs.  It  is  a  more  sub- 
stantial measure  by  far  than  that  before 
the  other  House.  The  wording  and  de- 
tails are,  no  doubt,  susceptible  of  that 
improvement  which  your  Lordships  are 
so  well  able  to  effect ;  and  I  can  only 
say  that  Amendments  will  be  most 
acceptable  which  will  carry  out  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill.  I  now  leave  the  Bill 
with  confidence  in  your  Lordships'  hands ; 
and  I  ask  that  your  Lordships  may 
accord  to  it  a  second  reading. 

Moved,  '*That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
— (2%tf  Lord  Archbishop  of  Canterbury,) 

The  Eabl  of  SELBOENE  :  I  rise, 
as  no  one  else  rises,  to  express  what 
I  think  is  the  general  sense  of  the 
House — a  feeling  of  gratitude  to  the 
most  rev.  Prelate  for  having  under- 
taken this  weighty  duty,  and  for  the 
manner  in  which  he  has  discharged 
it.  The  House  is  not  at  this  stage 
asked  to  express  an  opinion  upon  any 
of  the  particular  details  of  the  Bill. 
There  are  some  of  them,  no  doubt,  pre- 
senting more  difficulties  than  others. 
Perhaps  I  may  be  permitted  to  say  that 
the  lay  Body,  of  which  the  most  rev. 
Prelate  has  more  than  once  spoken  very 
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kindly,  are  of  opinion  that  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  Council  is  capable  of  im- 
provement, and  wish  that  it  should  be 
made  more  representative,  and  that  the 
element  of  nomination  should,  if  pos- 
sible, be  curtailed.  That  is  the  principal 
point  on  which  they  venture  to  suggest 
to  the  most  rev.  Prelate  a  modification 
of  the  Bill.  I  only  now  wish  again  to 
express  my  gratitude  to  the  most  rev. 
Prelate  for  the  vigorous  and  efiicient 
manner  in  which,  upon  what  appear  to 
be  thoroughly  sound  principles,  he  has 
endeavoured  to  grapple  with  this  im- 
portant subject,  and  to  remove  from  the 
Church,  not  only  a  serious  evil,  but  also 
no  small  scandal. 

The  Mabquess  op  SALI8BUET :  I 
should  be  unwilling  to  allow  the  Bill  to 
go  to  a  second  reading  without  joining 
my  voice  with  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  who  has  just  sat  down  in  ex- 
pressing our  great  gratitude  to  the  most 
rev.  Prelate  for  the  admirable  statement 
which  he  has  made  to  us,  and  the 
great  care  bestowed  upon  the  Bill.  I 
agree  with  the  noble  and  learned  Earl 
opposite  (the  Earl  of  Selbome)  that  this 
is,  perhaps,  not  the  opportune  moment 
to  go  into  the  details  with  which  the  Bill 
bristles,  and  that  we  cannot  be  held,  in 
assenting  to  the  second  reading,  to  do 
more  than  accept  the  general  principle, 
that  this  House  is  wilHng  to  remove  the 
evils  against  which  the  Bill  is  framed. 
In  view  of  the  state  of  Business  in  the 
other  House,  I  should  suggest  to  the 
most  rev.  Prelate  that  he  should  have  a 
small  Select  Committee  to  which  the  Bill 
could  be  referred.  I  think  if  we  deal 
with  it  only  in  this  House  by  majorities 
on  questions  with  which  many  of  those 
who  may  vote  are  not  familiar,  we  shall 
run  some  danger  of  altering  the  charac- 
ter of  the  Bill  in  a  way  which  will  not 
be  satisfactory  to  the  most  rev.  Prelate, 
and  it  will  be  more  efficient  to  refer  it 
to  a  Select  Committee,  which  need  meet 
but  two  or  three  times  in  order  to  go 
through  all  the  suggestions.  It  is  evident 
that  the  Council  of  Patronage  is  a  difficult 
question.  I  do  not  think  the  most  rev. 
Prelate  gave  the  House  a  full  idea  of  the 
amount  of  power  which  he  intends  to 
confer  upon  it.  Practically,  they  and 
the  Bishop  will  have  an  absolute  veto 
upon  any  nomination  whatever ;  because 
they  have  only  to  be  set  in  motion  by 
some  objecting  parishioner  and  their 
power  is  complete.    That  is  obviously  a 
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▼eiy  considerable  alteration  in  the  law* 
I  donbt  whether  the  provision  that  the 
squire  shonld  have  the  right  of  presen- 
tation would  be  well  reoeiTod  by  the 
oUier  House.  The  most  rev.  Prelate  has 
introduced  two  limits  to  an  appointment 
which  are  open  to  oonsidei'able  doubt. 
I  [think  that  the  provision  of  the  Bill 
thjGkt  a  clergyman  over  70  years  of  age 
should  not  continue  the  exercise  of  ms 
spiritual  functions,  even  in  a  small 
parish,  would  require  consideration. 
Under  the  Qovemment  which  we  see 
before  us,  I  doubt  whether  we  are  com- 
peteot  to  say  that  every  man  over  70  is 
absolutely  incapacitated,  even  from  doing 
the  duty  of  a  small  county  parish.  If  a 
man  is  unfit  to  be  presented  to  a  living 
at  70,  he  is  unfit  to  stay  in  it ;  and  if 
the  most  rev.  Prelate  is  inclined  to  make 
an  enactment  of  that  kind,  it  is  a  matter 
worthy  of  consideration  whether  the  dis- 
tinction he  has  drawn  between  appoint- 
ments and  continuance  in  a  living  is  one 
he  can  logically  sustain.  Still  more  do 
I  doubt  the  wisdom  of  a  proposal  for- 
bidding the  presentation  to  a  living  of 
any  man  until  he  has  been  three  years 
a  priest.  Extreme  youth,  no  doubt, 
is  usually  undesirable  for  important 
livings ;  but  all  newly-ordained  priests 
are  not  young ;  and  it  is  obvious  that  if 
a  man  is  ordained  in  middle  life— a  thing 
which  happens  not  infrequently — there 
can  be  no  reason  why  he  should  not  be 
appointed  at  once  to  a  living  if  he  is 
deemed  fit  for  it.  I  take  leave  to  think 
a  hard-and-fast  rule  obj  ectionable.  There 
is  only  one  other  subject  to  which  I  wish 
to  make  allusion,  and  that  is  the  question 
of  sequestration.  The  evils  of  sequestra- 
tion are  terrible,  and  I  think  it  is  almost 
impossible  to  exaggerate  them;  and, 
considering  how  great  are  the  evils 
arising  out  of  them,  I  should  be  inclined 
to  withdraw  altogether  the  income  of  a 
clergyman  under  sequestration.  I  am  not 
sure  that  the  most  rev.  Prelate  was  not  a 
little  too  hard  in  dealing  with  donatives, 
and  he  has  attempted  to  deal  in  rather 
a  cavalier  manner  with  unquestioned 
rights  of  private  property.  I  should 
like  these  matters  to  be  carefully  con- 
sidered, and  I  believe  that  can  better  be 
done  by  a  Select  Committee  than  by  the 
Whole  House.  The  rights  of  private 
property  must  be  recognized ;  but  I 
entirely  assent  to  the  proposition  that 
those  rights  must  not  be  allowed  to 
control  the  more  serious  aspect  of  a  right 
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foundation  of  a  sacred  trust  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Church. 

The  SECEETARY  of  STATE  bob 
INDIA  (The  Earl  of  Kimbeelet)  said, 
he  agreed  with  the  noble  Marquess  that 
a  BiU  of  this  kind,  consisting  essentially 
of  details,  would  be  best  deaJt  with  by  a 
Select  Committee.  Objections  might  be 
raised  which  might  in  l^t  way  be  easily 
removed.  In  many  cases  the  land- 
owners had  performed  their  duty  as 
patrons  as  well  as  any  class  could  do; 
but  circumstances  had  become  such  that 
it  was  a  very  serious  thing  to  say  that 
Church  patronage  should  be  in  the 
hands  of  the  owners  of  one  class  of  pro- 
perty. 

The  Abchbishop  op  CANTERBUET 
said,  that  he  would  be  most  happy  to 
accept  the  suggestion  to  refer  the  Bill 
to  a  Select  Committee.  He  hoped  that 
the  Committee  would  not  be  put  off  to 
a  distant  date,  but  would  quickly  meet 
and  consider  a  question  which  had  been 
waiting  to  be  dealt  with  many  years. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2"  accord- 
ingly,  and  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. 

"IRELAND  (ELECTORAL  STATISTICS) 
RETURN."--OBSERVATIONS. 
The  Earl  of  LIMERICK,  in  rising 
to  call  attention  to  the  '*  Ireland  (Elec- 
toral Statistics)  Beturn,"  recently  laid 
on  the  Table  of  the  House,  and  to  ask 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  pro- 
posed to  introduce  any  measure  for  the 
further  protection  of  voters  and  to  insure 
the  secrecy  of  voting?  said,  that  this 
Return  gave  the  number  of  registered 
electors  in  each  county,  city,  and  borough 
in  Ireland,  the  number  who  voted  at  the 
late  Oeneral  Election,  the  number  who 
abstained,  «and  the  number  who  ap- 
peared to  be  illiterate.  The  summary 
of  the  Return  showed  that  there  were  in 
the  counties  631,649  registered  electors, 
and  in  the  contested  divisions  of  the 
counties  489,250,  of  whom  373,863  went 
to  the  poll,  leaving  115,387  who  ab- 
stained from  voting,  and  of  the  373,863 
who  voted  no  fewer  than  92,882,  or  25 
per  cent,  were  illiterate.  In  the  boroughs 
there  were  102,047  registered  electors, 
of  whom,  in  the  constituencies  in  which 
there  were  contests,  77,043  went  to  the 
poll,  25,404  abstained  from  voting,  and 
5,582  were  illiterates.  He  brought  for- 
ward this  subject  with  the  object  of 
pointing  out  two  things — first,  the  great 
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number  of  iUiterates ;  and,  seoondly,  the 
large  number  of  electors  who  stayed 
away  from  the  poll.  It  appeared  that 
in  East  Glare,  out  of  10,128  electors, 
only  6,642  went  to  the  poll,  of  which 
1,186  were  illiterate.  Therefore,  8,486 
abstained  from  voting.  In  the  county 
of  Cork  there  were  six  contests,  the 
number  of  registered  electors  in  the  con- 
tested divisions  was  43,604,  and  the  num- 
ber who  voted  was  30,047,  of  whom 
11,557  were  illiterate,  and  13,557  ab- 
stained from  voting.  Even  a  more  ex- 
traordinary state  of  things  was  shown 
in  South  Donegal,  where  the  registered 
electors  were  7,864,  and  the  number  who 
voted  6,466,  of  whom  3,858,  or  more 
than  half,  were  illiterate.  He  would 
call  attention  to  only  one  more  set  of 
figures,  and  that  with  regard  to  the 
City  of  Cork,  represented  by  Mr.  Par- 
nell.  In  that  constituency  there  were 
14,569  registered  electors,  of  whom  only 
8,376  voted,  and  of  that  number  1,297 
were  illiterate.  It  was  an  extraordi- 
nary thing  to  find  so  many  illiterates  in 
a  city  like  Cork.  The  number  of  elec- 
tors who  abstained  from  voting  was  no 
fewer  than  6,193.  It  was  evident  that 
with  such  a  large  body  of  illiterate 
voters  the  secrecy  generally  supposed 
to  attend  the  Ballot  did  not  exist,  or,  at 
all  events,  the  illiterate  voter  might  be 
influenced  as  if  it  did  not  exist  at  all. 
After  the  Elections  of  last  year  two  or 
three  letters  appeared  in  various  papers, 
one  of  which,  taken  from  The  Times,  pur- 
ported to  be  from  a  gentleman  who  de- 
scribed himself  as  an  Irish  candidate. 
He  stated  the  case  very  clearly,  ob- 
serving that  a  very  large  proportion  of 
the  voters  in  the  three  Southern  Pro- 
vinces abstained  from  voting  altogether, 
and  that  went  far  to  prove  that  there 
was  the  greatest  apathy  with  regard  to 
Mr.  Pamell's  proposals  for  separation. 
He  did  not  think  he  exaggerated  when 
hd  said — ''In  this  country  25  per  cent 
abstained  from  voting.''  That  bore  out 
his  statement.  The  writer  went  on  to 
say— 

"  As  things  now  are,  under  the  wonderful 
ori^anization  of  the  League,  the  voters  are  lite- 
rally driven  to  the  poll  like  so  many  sheep,  and 
numbers  of  Loyalists  were  afraid  to  vote  all  over 
the  country." 

Of  course,  it  might  be  said  that  that  was 
an  expression  of  opinion  only  by  a  gentle- 
man who  was  an  unsuccessful  candidate; 
but  where  illiterate  voters  went  into 
polling  booths  and  saw,  perhaps,  their 

TheEarlofLimeriok 
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priests,  and  the  chairman  and  secre- 
taries of  the  local  branch  of  the  Na- 
tional League  acting  as  agents  for  can- 
didates, though  they  might  be  sworn  to 
secrecy,  could  they  help  fearing  Uiat  the 
declaration  of  secrecy  which  those  gen- 
tlemen had  made  might  not  be  adhered 
to,  and  that  the  voters  would  imagine 
that  their  votes  would  be  known  to  all? 
Under  the  circumstances  they  would  be 
pretty  certain  to  vote  in  a  certain  way.  It 
had  even  been  stated  that  in  some  dis- 
tricts the  voters  had  been  directed  to 
vote  illiterate  whether  they  were  so  or 
not,  and  in  that  way  pressure  was 
brought  to  bear  upon  them.  He 
thought  that  the  Beport,  to  whioh  he 
had  called  attention,  showed  that  where 
there  was  strong  popular  feeling  the 
Ballot  Act  was  no  protection  to  the  voter, 
as  it  was  intended  it  should  be.  He 
ventured  to  think  that  was  the  case  in 
Ireland. 

The  lord  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Earl  Spbncee)  said,  the 
subject  brought  forward  by  the  noble 
Earl  was,  no  doubt,  one  of  great  interest 
and  importance ;  and  he  had  thought  it 
right  to  endeavour  to  obtain  information 
on  the  points  raised  by  the  Return  re- 
ferred to,  with  regard  to  the  illiterate 
voters  who  were  represented  to  have 
come  forward  in  such  large  numbers 
at  the  recent  elections  in  Ireland.  Cer- 
tainly, the  large  number  of  illiterate 
voters,  as  stated  in  the  Rettum,  was  sur- 
prising. He  was  unable  to  follow  the 
noble  Earl  in  the  particular  instances  he 
had  quoted.  No  doubt  those  of  Donegal 
and  Cork  were  very  remarkable ;  but  he 
was  unable  to  make  any  special  inquiry 
with  regard  to  any  particular  locality. 
He  was  unable  either  to  confirm  or  to 
deny  the  statement  of  the  noble  Earl 
that  numbers  of  voters  were  ordered  to 
declare  themselves  illiterate  in  order 
that  it  might  be  known  how  they  voted. 
He  had,  however,  made  inquiries  upon 
the  point ;  but  the  result  of  them  was 
not  sufficient  to  enable  him  to  answer 
the  noble  Earl  on  that  point.  The  pro- 
portion of  illiterate  persons  in  Ireland 
was  21*8  per  cent  at  the  last  Election.  At 
the  last  Census  the  proportion  of  illite- 
rate men  of  21  years  and  upwards  was 
23*5  per  cent.  That  was  in  1881,  and 
the  Election  took  place  in  1885.  It 
might  be  said,  however,  that,  the  Eleo* 
tion  having  taken  place  in  1885,  it  was 
not  fair  to  compare  the  two  years.  The 
only  way  of  getting  a  fair  comparison 
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was  by  comparing  the  number  of  males 
married  in  1881  who  signed  the  register 
by  marking  with  the  number  in  1885. 
In  1881  the  proportion  was  26*1  per 
cent,  and  in  1885  28*5  per  cent.  Cor- 
recting the  Eeturn  of  illiterates  in 
1881  on  the  same  basis,  the  propor- 
tion of  illiterate  males  in  Ireland  last 
year  worked  out  at  about  21*2  per 
cent,  which  was  almost  exactly  the  same 
fiffure  as  the  proportion  of  illiterates 
who  voted  at  the  last  Election.  The 
latter  fieure  was  21*8.  That  was  a  re- 
markable coincidence,  and  really  seemed 
to  show  that  the  proportion  of  illiterates 
who  voted  was  the  right  proportion. 
What  he  had  stated,  no  doubt,  gave  the 
impression  that  education  in  Ireland 
was  at  a  low  ebb.  As  regarded  Donegal, 
he  was  well  aware  that  education  was 
very  low  there  ;  and  there  was  the  Irish- 
speaking  population,  who  might  pos- 
sibly have  misunderstood  the  directions, 
and  have  declared  themselves  illiterate 
because  they  could  not  understand  the 
regulations,  which  were  made  in  Eng- 
lish. He  had  made  inquiry  as  to  the 
proportion  of  illiterates  over  2 1  years  of 
age  in  Ireland  as  compared  with  those 
in  England,  and  it  was  certainly  not 
satisfactory.  At  the  same  time,  there 
had  been,  with  respect  to  general 
illiteracy,  a  satisfactory  improvement 
during  the  last  few  years.  In  1841  the 
proportion  of  illiterates  was  527;  in 
1861  it  was  46*8;  in  1861  it  was  88*7 ; 
in  1871  it  was  33*4 ;  and,  finally,  in  1881 
the  proportion  had  fallen  to  25  2.  No 
doubt,  the  independence  of  the  voter  at 
elections  was  very  important.  He  did  not 
think  he  had  anything  more  to  add,  ex- 
cept that  he  was  not  prepared  to  say,  on 
the  part  of  the  Government,  that  they 
intended  to  introduce  any  measure  with 
regard  to  this  matter,  though  he  might 
say  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  be  prepared  to  consider  any  strong 
facts  which  might  be  brought  to  their 
notice  showing  the  necessity  for  a  change 
in  the  law 

The  Earl  of  LONGFOED  said,  that 
the  proportion  of  illiterate  voters,  ac- 
cording to  the  statement  of  the  Lord 
President,  did  fairly  correspond  with  the 
Educational  Census;  but  the  mode  of 
taking  their  votes  had  not  been  noticed. 
It  was  quite  obvious  that  when  an 
illiterate  voter  was  brought  into  a  poll- 
ing booth  and  saw  three  or  four  ex- 
treme local  politicians  before  whom  he  I 
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was  to  state  lus  vote  in  office  there, 
although  he  was  told  that  those  gen- 
tlemen had  made  a  declaration  of 
secrecy,  he  could  not  leave  the  booth 
with  t^e  idea  that  his  vote  would  remain 
secret,  and  that  was  the  prevailing  im- 
pression. There  might  be  a  difficulty 
about  amending  the  law,  with  only  the 
experience  of  one  General  Election  con- 
ducted at  high  pressure ;  but  the  present 
state  of  things  showed  a  change  to  be 
necessary. 

LoBD  A8HB0UBNE  said,  that  when 
the  recent  Reform  Bills  were  before  the 
House  of  Commons  attention  was  di- 
rected to  the  subject  of  illiterate  voters. 
It  was  suggested  from  various  parts  of 
the  House  that  it  was  undesirable  to 
maintain  the  distinction  referred  to  any 
longer — that  if  a  person  had  not  suffi- 
cient intelligence  to  sign  his  voting 
paper  he  ought  not  to  complain  if  he 
lost  his  vote.  He  thought  ample  ground 
existed,  and  that  there  was  much  in  the 
Eeturn  to  suggest  the  importance  for 
reconsidering  the  whole  question  of  the 
status  of  illiterate  voters.  It  was  melan- 
choly to  reflect  upon  the  fact  that  of 
the  373,000  voters  in  Ireland  who 
voted  at  the  last  Election,  93,000,  or 
one  fourth  of  the  total  voting  at  the  last 
General  Election,  were  unable  to  write 
or  read.  It  was  the  result  of  voting  of 
this  kind  which  had  returned  to  Par- 
liament 85  Members  of  a  particular 
Party  pledged  to  a  certain  course  of 
action.  It  was  because  of  the  signifi- 
cance which  had  been  attached  to  such 
a  vote  that  the  matter  which  was  now 
being  considered  with  such  painful 
anxiety  and  interest  throughout  the 
country  was  brought  forward. 

Copy  of  selection  from  the  repreflentationt 
made  to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasary  hy 
public  bodies,  in  response  to  the  invitation  for 
the  free  communJcation  of  views  on  Ireland, 
contained  in  a  letter  addressed  by  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  Viscount  de  Vesci  on 
the  12th  day  of  February,  1886,  ordered  by  the 
House  of  Commons  on  the  16th  April  last  to  be 
printed.  No,  117  :  Ordered  to  be  laid  before  the 
House  {The  Lord  Ashbourne), 

PRIENDLY     SOCIETIES   ACT   (1875)   AMEND- 
MENT BILL   [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Friendly  Societies  Act, 
1875 — Was  presented  by  The  Lord  Qreville; 
read  1».    (No.  99.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Seven  o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 
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ThuTiday,  XZth  May,  1886. 


MINUTES.]  —  Pbivatb  Bill  {by  Order)  — 
Second  Jt^tfi^— Hampstead  Heath  Enlarge- 
ment.* 

Public  Bills — Second  Reading  ^Qtoveva.Ta.eini  of 
Ireland  [181]  [Second  Night^  debate  adjourned. 

Select  Committee  —  Ulster  Canal  and  Tyrone 
Navigation  [141],  ncminated. 

Committee  —  Report  —  Customs  and  Inland 
Revenue  [190]. 

Provisional  Order  Bills— Ti^irrf  Reading — 
Commons  Regulation  (Stoke)  *  [164] ;  Com- 
mons Regulation  and  Inclosure  (Tottemhoe)* 
[166];  Local  Government*  h 73]  ;  Local 
Government  (No.  2^  •  [174] ;  Local  Govern- 
ment (Poor  liw)  •  [l72] ;  Local  Government 
(Poor  Law)  (No.  2)  •[176];  Local  Govern- 
ment  (Poor  Law)  (No.  3)»  [176];  Local 
Government  (Poor  Law)  (No.  4)  •  [177] ; 
Local  Government  (Poor  Law)  (No.  6)  • 
[178];  Local  Government  (Poor  Law)  (No. 
6)  •  [179],  axkd  pasted. 

QUESTIONS, 


EVICTIONS  (IRELAND), 
Mb.  HAHEIS  (Oalwaj,  E.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If,  on  Wednesday  the  14th 
of  April,  a  man  named  Denis  Oreghan 
was  eyioted  from  his  holding  at  Gerteen, 
near  Moylough,  in  the  county  of  Gal- 
way;  if  the  reasons  for  evicting  him 
are  as  follows,  viz.  that  he  divided  his 
holding  between  his  two  sons ;  if  90 
policemen  attended  that  eviction,  and  if 
a  head  constable  knocked,  with  a  blow 
of  his  baton,  a  man  named  Noon ;  if  this 
man  Noon  had  to  be  brought  to  the 
medical  doctor  by  two  policemen  to  get 
his  wound  dressed ;  if  the  Bev.  Thomas 
Eonayne,  P.P.,  IMount  Bellew,  appealed 
to  Ikir.  Paul,  the  resident  magistrate  of 
Ballinasloe,  for  the  head  constable's 
name,  for  the  purpose  of  a  prosecution  ; 
if  Mr.  Paul  refused  giving  the  reverend 
gentleman  the  name  of  the  head  con- 
stable; if  so,  what  steps  will  the  Go- 
vernment take  in  the  matter,  or  will  the 
name  of  the  head  constable  be  given  to 
the  party  whom  he  beat,  for  the  purpose 
of  recovering  the  loss  he  has  sustained 
by  the  blow ;  and,  if  Sir  Henry  G.  Bel- 
lew,  Mount  Bellew,  obtained  57  eject- 
ments at  the  last  Galway  Sessions  ? 

TheCHIEF  SECEETARY  (Mr.  John 
Morlet)   (Newcastle- on -Tyne):   The 
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eviction  in  this  case  was  with  the  ob- 
ject of  preventing  a  sub-division  of  the 
farm.  Sixty-four  police,  not  90,  were 
present.  When  the  agent  was  leaving, 
a  laree  and  threatening  crowd  blocked 
up  the  way,  and  the  man  Noon  de- 
liberately knocked  a  policeman  into  a 
ditch.  When  the  police  were  clearing 
the  way.  Noon  received  a  blow  with  a 
baton  ;  but  tiie  blow  could  not  have  been 
struck  by  a  head  constable,  as  neither  of 
the  head  constables  present  had  batons. 
The  man  was  subsequently  attended  to 
by  the  police.  The  Eesident  Magistrate 
did  not  know  who  struck  the  blow,  and 
declined  to  hold  an  inquiry  on  the  sub- 
ject, nor  does  any  inquiry  seem  to  be 
necessary,  as  the  police  were  acting  in 
discharge  of  their  duty  and  under  orders. 
I  am  informed  that  the  number  of  eject- 
ment decrees  obtained  by  Sir  Henry 
Bellew  against  his  tenants  is  nine— not 
67. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENEY  (Glasgow, 
Blackfriars)  wished  to  ask  a  Question 
arising  out  of  the  foregoing,  whether 
the  suD- division  of  a  farm  by  a  tenant 
was  not  one  of  the  things  provided 
against  by  the  Land  Law  of  1881,  on 
account  of  its  injurious  effects  upon  an 
estate  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  said,  this  was  not  a 
Question  which  arose  fairly  out  of  the 
Question  on  the  Paper. 


PERU— THE   PERQVIAN  BOND- 
HOLDERS. 

Mr.  THOEOLD  EOGEES  (South- 
wark,  Bermondsey)  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  the  intervention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  has  been  sought  by  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Peruvian  Bondholders' 
Committee,  with  the  object  of  inducing 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  in  concert 
with  other  Powers,  to  constrain  the 
Chilian  Government  into  acknowledging 
the  claim  of  Messrs.  Dreyfus  and  Co.  of 
Paris,  though  that  claim  has  been  re- 
pudiated by  the  Chilian  and  Peruvian 
Governments ;  whether  he  has  received 
communications  from  the  Chilian  Lega- 
tion, or  other  Powers ;  and,  whether  he 
has  any  objection,  in  case  he  has  re- 
ceived such  communications,  to  lay  them 
before  Parliament  ? 

The  UNDEE  SEOEETAEY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Bryoe)  (Aberdeen,  S.) : 
The  Committee  of  Peruvian  Bondholders 
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have  communicated  to  the  Foreign  Office 
a  copy  of  an  Agreement  between  the 
bondholders  and  Messrs.  Dreyfus  &  Co. 
for  the  settlement  of  certain  questions 
of  priority ;  and  they  have  solicited  the 
support  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
favour  of  an  arrangement  therein  pro- 
posed for  the  liquidation  of  the  claims  of 
the  associated  creditors  of  Peru,  who 
claim  rights  over  the  guano  and  nitrate 
deposits  of  Tarapaca ;  but  no  application 
has  been  made  to  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
▼emment  to  take  steps,  in  concert  with 
other  Powers,  to  constrain  the  Chilian 
Government  into  acknowledging  the 
claim  of  Messrs.  Dreyfus  &  Co.  The 
Chilian  Legation  in  this  country  is  for 
the  time  vacant ;  but  the  Chilian  Minis- 
ter in  Paris  and  the  French  Government 
have  addressed  communications  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  All  these  docu- 
ments have  received  the  careful  atten- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Government ;  but 
tiiey  are  not  prepared  at  present  to  ex- 
press an  opinion  upon  them,  especially 
as  the  Chilian  Government  dispute  the 
accuracy  of  the  estimates  and  calcula- 
tions on  which  the  Agreement  of  the 
23rd  of  March  is  based,  and  on  which 
the  proposals  therein  contained  for  a 
settlement  are  founded.  The  Corre- 
spondence has  not  yet  reached  a  point 
at  which  it  could  conveniently  be  pre- 
sented to  Parliament. 

Mb.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St.  Pancras,  N.) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  has  made  representations  to 
the  Chilian  Gt>vemment,  in  the  interest 
of  the  English  creditors  of  Peru;  whether 
the  Chilian  Government  has,  in  reply  to 
such  representations,  intimated  its  will- 
ingness to  effect  an  equitable  settlement 
with  the  creditors  of  Peru,  but  has 
required,  as  a  preliminary  to  any  such 
settlement,  that  those  creditors  should 
agree  amongst  themselves  as  to  the 
priority  or  otherwise  of  their  claims ; 
and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
has  been  informed  that  such  an  agree- 
ment has  been  practically  arrived  at  ? 

The  under  SECEETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Beyce)  (Aberdeen,  S.) : 
I  may  refer  the  hon.  Member,  for  a  reply 
to  the  first  part  of  his  Question,  to  the 
answer  given  by  my  Predecessor  on  the 
4th  of  August  last.  The  reply  to  the 
representation  then  made,  and  which 
was  dated  August  20,  1885,  corresponds 
generally  with  the  terms  of  the  second 
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paragraph  of  the  hon.  Member's  Ques- 
tion. Statements  have  been  made  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  the  effect 
mentioned  in  the  third  paragraph  of  the 
Question  ;  but  I  am  not  in  a  position  to 
express  an  opinion  as  to  their  correct- 
ness 

Me.  NORRIS  (Tower  Hamlets,  lime- 
house)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether,  to 
the  knowledge  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, the  subjects  of  France  and 
Italy  have  advanced  claims  against  the 
Chilian  Government  in  respect  to  the 
province  of  Tarapaca,  the  settlement  of 
which  claims  the  Governments  of  those 
countries  have  undertaken ;  and,  whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Government,  as  re- 
presenting British  interests  having 
similar  rights,  has  not  been  invited 
by  the  French  Government  to  act  in 
concert  with  them  in  pressing  the  settle- 
ment of  the  claims  of  all  the  Peruvian 
creditors  on  the  Chilian  Government  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Bryce)  (Aberdeen,  S.): 
It  is  true  that  subjects  of  France  and 
Italy  have  advanced  claims  against  the 
Chilian  Government  in  respect  of  the 
Province  of  Tarapaca;  but  1  am  not 
aware  that  the  French  and  Italian  Go- 
vernments have  undertaken  the  settle- 
ment of  these  claims.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  been  invited  by  the 
French  Government  to  act  in  concert 
with  them  in  pressing  the  settlement  of 
the  claims  of  Peruvian  creditors  on  the 
Chilian  Government ;  but,  as  I  have 
stated  in  my  answer  to  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bermondsey  (Mr. 
Thorold  Rogers),  they  are  not  prepared 
at  present  to  express  an  opinion,  or  to 
take  action  in  the  matter. 

LIGHTHOUSE  ILLUMTNANTS— THE 
CORRESPONDENCE. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether  ho  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  the  Correspondence  which  has 
taken  place  between  the  Trinity  House, 
the  Board  of  Trade,  Mr.  J.  R.  Wigham, 
Mr.  Howard  Grubb,  F.R.S.,  Professor 
Barrett,  Shipowners  of  Newcastle  on 
Tyne,  Shipowners  of  Glasgow,  Ship- 
owners of  Greenock,  Shipowners  of 
Liverpool,  Shipowners  of  Belfast,  the 
Harbour  Board  of  Belfast,  and  any 
other  persons  or  shippins^  authorities 
who  may  have  corresponaed  with  the 
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Board  of  Trade  or  the  Trinity  House  on 
the  subject  of  the  Heport  of  the  Trinity 
House  on  the  experiments  made  by  that 
Corporation  with  lighthouse  illuminants 
at  South  Foreland  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  C.  T.  D.  Aoland)  (Corn- 
wall, Launceston)(  who  replied)  said :  The 
President  is  anxious  to  lay  upon  the  Table 
the  Correspondence  on  the  subject  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  Member  as  soon  as 
it  is  in  a  sufficiently  complete  state.  As 
stated  in  his  reply  on  the  1 1th  of  March 
last  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
the  West"  Derby  Division  of  Liverpool 
(Lord  Claud  Hamilton),  the  Report 
of  Mr.  A.  G.  Vemon-Harcourt,  F.R.S., 
who  attended  the  experiments  at  the  re- 
quest of  the  Board  of  Trade,  has  been 
received ;  but  he  is  still  waiting  for  Re- 
ports which  have  been  promised  from  the 
Representatives  of  some  Foreign  GK)vem- 
ments  who  were  present  at  the  experi- 
ments. When  these  have  been  received 
he  will  be  prepared  to  lay  the  Corre- 
spondence on  the  Table. 

SCOTLAND— THE  ALLEGED  PEAUDS 
BY  ** PRINCIPAL**  NERO. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  he 
has  received  a  Memorial  from  a  number 
of  clergymen  and  other  gentlemen  in 
Glasgow,  fraudulently  induced  to  en- 
trust money  to  D.  V.  A.  Nero,  presently 
awaiting  his  trial  for  falsehood,  fraud, 
and  wilful  imposition,  calling  attention 
to  the  long  delay  which  has  taken  place 
in  bringing  the  accused  to  trial,  and 
asking  that  their  money,  stated  to  be  in 
the  hands  of  the  Crown  authorities,  may 
be  returned  to  them ;  and,  whether  he 
intends  taking  any  steps  in  connection 
with  the  matter  ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  I  did 
receive  the  Memorial  referred  to  in  the 
Question.  The  charge  against  Nero 
was  fully  investigated  by  the  Procurator 
Fiscal,  and  the  evidence  obtained  was 
repeatedly  considered  by  Crown  counsel, 
with  the  result  that  it  has  been  found 
necessary  to  drop  criminal  proceedings, 
because  the  evidence  available  in  this 
country  was  not  sufficient  to  warrant  his 
being  brought  to  trial.  I  have  no  power 
to  require  witnesses  to  come  from 
America  to  this  country  to  give  evidence ; 
and  it  is  very  doubtful,  even  if  American 
witnesses  had  agreed  to    come,   their 
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testimony  would  have  been  sufficient  to 
establish  the  charge.  When  criminal  pro- 
ceedings were  dropped,  I  had  no  power 
to  detain  the  property  of  Nero.  If  the 
persons  from  whom  he  obtained  money 
considered  that  they  had  a  claim  against 
him  in  respect  of  it,  and  desired  to  make 
his  property  in  the  hands  of  the  police 
available  for  repayment,  their  proper 
course  was  to  have  instituted  civil  pro- 
ceedings, and  to  have  attached  the  pro- 
perty. I  have  no  power  to  interfere  in 
any  such  civil  claims. 

THE   ROYAL  IRISH   CONSTABULART— 

DISTRICT  INSPECTOR  LEATHAM, 

DOWNPATRICK. 

Mb.  a.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  he  can 
state  the  reason  why  District  Inspector 
Leatham  has  been  retained  in  Down- 
patrick,  although  he  received  notice 
of  removal  some  time  ago  ? 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.):  Be- 
fore the  right  hon.  O^entleman  answers 
that  Question,  will  he  allow  me  to  ask 
if  he  is  not  aware  that  the  conduct  of 
District  Inspector  Leatham  received  the 
approbation  of  the  magistrates  of  Ard- 
glass  and  of  the  other  districts  in  the 
locality ;  whether  it  was  forwarded  to 
the  Inspector  General  of  Police;  and, 
whether  there  is  any  objection  in  the 
locality  to  Inspector  Leatham  except  on 
the  part  of  the  priests ;  and,  whether  it 
was  not  taken  absolutely  on  the  ground 
that  he  was  a  Protestant  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  JoHif 
Mobley)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) :  I  am 
not  aware  of  any  of  the  facts  men- 
tioned by  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Belfast  (Mr.  Johnston),  and  there  is  no 
reason  why  I  should  be,  because  nothing 
arises  on  this  Question.  District  In- 
spector Leatham  is  at  present  in  Down- 
patrick,  but  he  is  there  simply  on  leave, 
which  is  granted  to  an  officer  when  he  is 
transferred ;  but  his  transfer  is  uncan- 
celled. 

THE  RABBIT  PLAGUE  IN  AUSTRALIA. 

Me.  M.  J.  E:ENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  If  the  attention  of  the 
Colonial  Office  has  been  called  to  the 
following  paragraph,  which  appeared  in 
The  Pall  Mall  Gawtte  of  Saturday  8th 
May:— 
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"  The  Babbit  Plague  in  Australia. 
*^  The  latest  attempt  to  exterminate  rabbits 
in  Australia  ended  in  failure.  It  was  a  truly 
infernal  device,  namely,  the  importation  of 
rabbits  suffering  from  the  rabbit  scab  from 
Europe,  in  the  hope  that  the  contagion  would 
spread  among  the  Australian  rabbits  and  ulti- 
mately kill  them  off.  Professor  Watson,  of 
Adelaide  University,  was  granted  six  months* 
leave  of  absence,  in  order  that  he  might  pur- 
chase diseased  rabbits  in  Europe.  He  bought 
two  dozen  thoroughly  infected  with  animal  and 
vegetable  parasites,  and  embarked  on  the  Cale- 
donian steiamship  with  them ;  but,  unfortu- 
nately for  the  experiment,  they  all  died  of  sun- 
stroke before  reaching  Aden,  and  the  attempt  has 
consequently  failed.  He  has,  however,  ordered 
a  fresh  supply,  and  he  is  still  in  hopes  that 
rabbit  scab  may  be  successfully  introduced  ;  " 

if  the  statements  contained  in  the  above 
are  true;  and,  if  bo,  whether  the 
Colonial  Office  will  make  such  represen- 
tations to  the  Government  of  South 
Australia  as  may  induce  them  to  adopt 
some  other  method  of  mitigating  the 
rabbit  nuisance  in  their  Colony  ? 

The  under  SECRETAEY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Osboene  Moegan)  (Den- 
bighshire, E.) :  I  am  a  little  surprised 
that  the  hon.  Member,  who  is,  I  believe, 
an  ardent  Home  Riiler,  should  have 
asked  me  this  Question.  The  Colonial 
Office  has  no  information  on  the  subject 
of  the  paragraph  in  question ;  and  the 
extermination  of  the  rabbit  plague  in 
South  Australia  is  essentially  a  matter 
which  concerns  exclusively  the  Govern- 
ment and  Legislature  of  that  Colony. 
Under  these  circumstances,  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  is  not  in  a  posi- 
tion to  make  the  representation  which 
the  hon.  Member  desires,  or  to  interfere 
in  any  other  way  with  the  action  of  the 
Colony  itself. 

NAVY— H.M.S.  «« COLLING  WOOD"— 
BURSTING     OF     THE     43-TON     GUN. 

SiE  HENRY  TYLER  (Great  Yar- 
mouth)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether,  having  reference  to  the 
recent  failure  of  a  43 -ton  gun,  there 
was  any  particular  fault  in  that  indi- 
vidual gun,  or  whether  there  was  any 
exceptional  cause  for  its  bursting ;  and, 
if  not,  what  steps  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment propose  to  adopt  to  prevent 
guns  from  being  constructed  and  issued 
which  are  not  safe  or  fit  to  be  fired  with 
ordinary  service  charges  ? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Oampbbll-Bannekman)  (Stirling,  &c.) : 
I  cannot  at  present  say  more  than  that 
a  most  careful  inquiry  will  be  made  into 


the  cause  or  causes  of  the  failore  of  the 
gun  referred  to. 

INLAND  EEVENUE— THE  INCOME  TAX 
Mr.  AINSLIE  (Lancashire,  N.  Lons- 
dale) asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, If  he  is  prepared  to  adjust  the 
imposition  of  the  Income  Tax,  under 
Schedule  (D),  so  as  to  take  the  average 
rate  of  Income  Tax  over  a  similar  num- 
ber of  years  as  that  under  which  profits 
on  Mines,  &c.  are  levied,  as  the  figure 
chargeable  in  any  particular  year  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (SirWiLLiAM  Hakooukt)  (Derby): 
The  effect  of  the  course  suggested  would 
be  to  apply  five  years'  average  instead 
of  three  years'  average  to  the  assessment 
of  trades  and  professions.  This  was 
considered  to  be  disadvantageous  to  the 
trades  and  professions. 

BRITISH    COLONIAL   WINES— THE 
CONVENTION  WITH  SPAIN. 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON  (Man- 
chester, N.E.)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  When  and  how  provision 
will  be  made  for  the  admission  at  the 
lower  rate  of  Duty  of  British  Colonial 
wines  of  an  alcoholic  streng^  equal  to 
that  of  the  Spanish  wines  to  so  be 
admitted  under  the  new  Convention  with 
Spain  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  Willi  AM  Haeooukt)  (Derby), 
in  reply,  said,  he  would  answer  the  sub- 
stance of  the  Question.  The  Govern- 
ment would  introduce  a  Bill  for  the  pur- 
pose of  altering  the  scale  of  tbe  wines 
which  would  come  in  under  the  Is,  duty, 
raising  the  scale  to  30  degrees.  That 
would  not  be  applicable  to  Spain  alone, 
but  would  be  applicable  to  all  wines  of 
the  same  strength.  He  was  happy  to 
think  that  the  new  scale  would  be  of 
very  great  advantage  to  the  British 
Colonies.  It  would  not  be  necessary  to 
make  special  provision  for  the  Colonies, 
or,  indeed,  for  any  other  producers  of 
wines. 

Mr.  FORWOOD  (Lancashire,  Orms- 
kirk)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether, 
under,  the  conditions  of  the  proposed 
new  Commercial  Convention  with  Spain, 
British  ships  trading  with  Spanish  Co- 
lonies from  any  Country  will,  as  regards 
tonnage  duties  or  other  tonnage  impost, 
and  the  cargoes  conveyed  by  them  as 
I  regards  the  duties  thereon,  be  plaoed  on 
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equal  terms  with  vessels  of  any  other 
Nation? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Bryce)  (Aberdeen,  S.) : 
Yes,  Sir ;  as  the  Convention  stipulates 
that  Spain  shall  grant  to  the  United 
Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 
and  to  Her  Britannic  Majesty's  Colonies 
and  Foreign  Possessions,  most-favoured- 
nation treatment  in  all  that  concerns 
commerce,  navigation,  and  Consular 
rights  and  privileges  in  Spain  and  in 
the  Spanish  Colonies  and  Foreign  Pos- 
sessions, co-extensive  in  amount  of  bene- 
fit with  that  already  accorded  to  France 
and  Germany. 

ARMY   (AUXILIARY  FORCES)— THE 

MILITIA  REGULATIONS. 
Mb.  TOTTENHAM  ( Winche8ter)asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  When 
a  revised  edition  of  ''  Orders  and  Regu- 
lations for  the  Militia  "  will  be  issued  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Campbbll-Bannerman)  (Stirling,  &c.) : 
The  Militia  Regulations  have  been  so 
far  prepared  for  publication  that  all 
Orders  and  Circulars  issued  to  this  date 
have  been  incorporated;  but  before  they 
are  published  I  propose  to  have  them 
oaro^iUy  revised,  in  order  to  be  certain 
that  no  portion  is  inconsistent  with  the 
spirit  of  recent  Regulations  on  Army 
matters.  I  trust  that  this  revision  will 
not  occupy  any  long  time. 

PALACE    OF    WESTMINSTER  -  HOUSE 

OF  COMMONS— ACCOMMODATION 

FOR  MEMBERS— LOCKERS. 

Me.  O'HANLON  (Cavan,  E.)  asked 
the  honourable  Member  for  North- West 
Staffordshire,  When  the  lockers  which 
were  promised  to  be  provided  for  the  use 
of  Irish  Members  will  be  completed  ? 

Mr.  LEVESON  GO  WER  (A  Lord  op 
THE  Treasury)  (Stafford,  N.W.) :  The 
lockers  will  be  finished  and  placed  in 
position  in  about  three  weeks'  time  from 
this  date.  There  is  a  good  deal  of  work 
connected  with  this  service.  The  placing 
of  the  lockers  will  involve  a  certain 
amount  of  structural  alteration  in  the 
House,  which  can  only  be  carried  out 
when  the  House  is  not  sitting.  No  time 
has  been  lost  in  the  matter. 

IRELAND— LORD  WOLSELEY— SPEECH 
OF  MR.  WILLIAM  JOHNSTON,  M.P. 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Londonderry.  S.) 

asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 

Ifr.  Foricood 
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If  his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
speech  of  Mr.  William  Johnston,  M.P., 
on  Thursday  last,  in  which  he  stated 
that,  if  the  Government  of  Ireland  Bill 


•*  Lord  Wolseley  and  1,000  other  officers  have 
expressed  their  determination  to  throw  op 
their  commissions  and  head  the  Protestants  oi 
Ulster;" 

if  he  will  inquire  of  General  Wolseley 
whether  there  is  any  truth  in  this  state- 
ment, as  far  as  it  concerns  him ;  and, 
can  the  Bight  honourable  gentleman 
inform  the  House  as  to  the  truth  of  the 
story  generally  ? 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War.  by  way  of  supplement 
to  the  Question  of  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  If  he  would  have  any  •bjection 
to  producing  a  Return  of  the  soldiers 
and  non-commissioned  officers  of  Irisli 
birth  in  Her  Majesty's  Forces  who  were 
sentenced  to  death  and  afterwards  served 
long  periods  of  penal  servitude  for  rising 
against  laws  passed  by  the  Imperial 
Parliament  and  sanctioned  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty the  Queen ;  and,  if  he  will  pro- 
duce a  Return  of  the  number  of  soldiers 
of  Irish  birth  in  Her  Majesty's  Forces, 
and  say  whether  these  soldiers  will  be 
allowed  the  same  impunity  as  their 
superior  officers  for  expressions  of  trea- 
sonable intentions  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  The 
hon.  Gentleman  must  give  Notice  of 
that  Question  in  the  usual  way. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman)  (Stirling,  &c.): 
I  cannot,  oi  course,  at  this  moment 
answer  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Liverpool  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor). 
I  am  not  surprised  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy) 
has  thought  it  right  to  put  this  Question, 
although  the  rumour  to  which  the  Ques* 
tion  refers  might,  perhaps,  have  been 
left  to  the  contradiction  furnished  by  its 
own  native  absurdity.  I  am  authorized 
by  Lord  Wolseley,  however,  to  formally 
contradict  that  he  has  ever  alluded  to 
the  subject  mentioned  in  any  speech  he 
has  ever  delivered  ;  and,  as  regards  the 
Question  as  it  affects  officers  of  the 
Army  generally,  I  must  express  my 
firm  conviction  that  the  statement  re- 
ferred to  is  absolutely  and  entirely 
devoid  of  truth. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary,   whether  any 
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steps  will  be  taken  in  Ireland  to  prevent 
the  making  of  seditious  speeches  of  this 
character,  with  no  apparent  foundation 
whatever  in  fact,  tending,  as  thej  do  so 
much,  to  grave  consequences  ? 

The  CHIEF  8ECEETARY  (Mr.  John 
Mobley)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) :  This  is 
a  grave  Question,  which  I  should  like 
to  have  further  Notice  of. 

INDIA  (CURRENCTi',   &c.)— THE   SILVER 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  J.  M.  MACLEAN  (Oldham)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
If  any  reply  has  yet  been  received  from 
the  Treasury  to  the  Letters  from  the 
India  Office,  submitting  for  considera- 
tion the  proposals  of  the  Gk)vemment  of 
India  for  the  solution  of  the  Silver 
Question,  by  means  of  an  International 
Agreement  between  the  Great  Powers 
of  Europe  and  the  United  States  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (SirW^LLiAM  HAEC0i7RT)(Derby ), 
in  reply,  said,  that  on  March  22  he 
answered  a  Question  on  the  subject  put 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  East 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  Goschen).  He  then 
gave  reasons  why  it  was  impossible,  at 
present,  to  arrive  at  a  definite  conclusion 
or  decision  on  this  subject  pending  the 
inquiries  which  were  now  being  eon- 
ducted  by  the  Royal  Commission  on  the 
Depression  of  Trade.  He  hoped  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  accept  that  as  a 
reason  why  it  was  impossible  to  give  a 
definitive  answer. 

Me.  J.  M.  MACLEAN  :  Will  the 
letters  of  the  Indian  Gt)vemment  be 
submitted  to  the  Royal  Commission  on 
Trade  Depression  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  I  will 
consider  tliat.  I  think  there  will  be  no 
objection. 

THE  AUSTRALASIAN  COLONIES— THE 
CONVENTION  OF  SYDNEY. 
Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT(Sheffield, 
Central)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  If  Her  Majesty's  Government 
considers  the  Mother  Country  bound  to 
the  first  Resolution  of  the  Australasian 
Convention,  held  in  Sydney  in  1883 — 

*'  That  further  acquisition  of  dominion  in  the 
Pacific  south  of  the  Equator,  by  any  Foreign 
Power,  would  be  highly  detrimental  .to  the 
safety  and  well-being  of  the  British  possessions 
in  Australasia,  and  injurious  to  the  interests  of 
the  Empire ; " 

and,  in  such  case,  if,  in  order  to  avoid 
any  misunderstanding  upon  the  subject. 
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a  notification  to  this  effect  has  been  or 
will  be  communicated  to  the  Ambassa- 
dors and  Ministers  of  Foreign  States  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  (Edinburgh,  Mid  Lothian)  : 
The  Resolution  to  which  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  Member  calls  attention  is 
not,  of  course,  in  the  nature  of  law,  but 
is  an  expression  of  opinion  by  an  im- 
portant Body.  It  is  not  in  itself  binding 
in  any  manner,  even  on  the  Coloniiu 
Government,  much  less  on  the  Imperial 
Government.  It  is,  however,  an  expres- 
sion of  opinion  to  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  certainly  have  re- 
gard, according  to  the  circumstances,  as 
part  of  the  matter  for  their  considera- 
tion in  any  case  that  may  arise  and 
might  seem  to  touch  the  Resolution. 

CANADIAN  FISHERIES— THE  "DAVID 
J.  ADAMS." 
In  reply  to  Mr.  Howaed  Vincent, 
The  under   SECRETARY  of 
STATE    FOR    THE    COLONIES     (Mr, 
OsBOENE  Mohgan)    (Denbighshire,   E.) 
said :  Upon  seeing  the  statement  in  the 
newspapers  as  to  the   seizure  of    the 
David  J,   Adams,   Earl  Granville  tele- 
graphed to  the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne 
for  full  information  on  the  subject ;  and 
yesterday  morning  the  following  reply 
was  received  at  the  Colonial  Office : — 

*<  Schooner  David  Adams  was  buying  bait  at 
Digby ;  did  not  report,  as  reqoirea  by  law,  to 
coUeotor,  and  concealed  her  name  and  port  of 
registry.  Is  now  detained  at  Digby  in  charge 
of  collector,  and  will  he  tried  before  Vice  Ad- 
miralty Coart  at  Halifax  for  violation  of  Domi- 
nion Fishery  Law  of  1868,  for  oontravention  of 
Conyention  of  1818,  and  for  violation  of  Cat- 
toms  law  by  not  re|>orting  to  collector.  Ques- 
tion of  limit  of  territorial  waters  not  raised." 

The  Dominion  Fishery  Law  of  1868 
means,  I  believe,  an  Act  of  the  Domi- 
nion Parliament,  passed  for  the  protec- 
tion of  Canadian  fishermen,  and  intituled 
the  31st  Viet,  c.  60  ;  but  I  cannot  say 
which  of  the  numerous  provi^ons  of 
that  Act  are  alleged  to  have  been  vio- 
lated by  the  American  schooner. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
(Bristol,  W.) :  I  wish  to  remind  the  • 
Prime  Minister  that  he  promised  to 
make  some  statement  as  to  the  continu- 
ance of  the  debate  on  the  Irish  policy  of 
the  Government. 

Mr.  BKADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
Before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  answers 
that  Question,  I  s^g^|likejoaggal^to 
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him  with  reference  to  a  Notice  I  have  on 
the  Paper  for  Tuesday  week,  in  which  a 
considerable  interest  is  felt  in  the  coun- 
try. It  is  the  question  of  perpetual 
pensions.  It  is  a  question  which,  at 
the  request  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
I  postponed  five  years  ago,  and  which  I 
have  not  since  had  an  opportunity  for 
bringing  on.  320  of  the  pensions  affected 
by  the  Notice  have  been  commuted 
during  the  intprval. 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  (Edinburgh,  Mid  Lothian): 
Five  years  is  a  rather  long  period,  and 
one  is  not  accustomed  to  recognize  Par- 
liamentary debts  extending  back  so  far. 
The  question  of  pensions  is  one  which, 
in  any  ordinary  circumstances,  would 
have  some  weight  with  the  Government 
for  facilitating  its  discussion,  being  a 
question  very  germane,  indeed,  to  the 
primary  functions  of  this  House.  But, 
of  course,  I  do  not  undertake  to  say 
that  such  a  debate  as  that  on  the  Go- 
vernment of  Ireland  Bill,  in  the  event 
of  its  lasting  till  Tuesday  week,  should 
be  suspended  on  account  of  it.  We 
have  considered,  as  well  as  we  could, 
the  whole  state  of  the  facts;  and  we 
have  had  to  bear  in  mind  that  some  Gen- 
tlemen friendly,  and  some,  I  think,  un- 
friendly, to  the  Bill  have  expressed 
regret  that  more  time  had  not  been 
taken  for  the  consideration  of  it.  What 
we  propose  is,  on  and  after  Monday,  to 
ask  for  four  days  a-week,  or  what  is 
commonly  called  the  whole  time  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  A  special  reason 
which  prevents  us  from  asking  for  to- 
morrow night  is  that,  although  there 
are  a  number  of  Notices  down  on  the 
Paper  on  going  into  Committee  of  Sup- 
ply, I  am  by  no  means  sure  that  we 
could  get  these  Notices  out  of  the  way  ; 
but,  besides  that,  as  Notices  on  going 
into  Supply  almost  invariably  terminate 
before  the  evening  has  very  far  advanced 
— that  is,  before  midnight — there  would 
be  given  us  an  opportunity  of  moving 
the  second  reading  of  the  Arms  Bill,  in 
regard  to  which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chief  Secretary  has  been  pressed, 
and  a  Notice  in  regard  to  which  ought 
not  to  remain  for  a  long  time  on  the 
Table  of  the  House.  He  is  quite  ready 
to  take  the  judgment  of  the  House  to- 
morrow night.  It  will  be  better  not  to 
run  the  risk  of  interrupting  the  debate 
on  the  Government  of  Ireland  Bill ;  and, 
therefore,  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
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vernment  on  Monday  to  ask  for  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  debate  for  four  days 
a-week  until  its  conclusion. 

ORDERS    OF    THE   BAY, 


Mr.  Bradlaugh 


GOVERNMENT    OF    IRELAND 

BILL.— [Bill  181.] 

{Mr.  Oladstone,  Mr.  Secretary  Childertf  Mr.  John 

Morley^  Mr.  Attorney  General.) 
SECOND  BEADING.     [aDJOUBNED  DEBATE.] 

[second  night.] 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to  Uues- 
tion  [1 0th  May],  »*That  the  Bill  be  now 
read  a  second  time.'' 

And  which  Amendment  was,  to  leave 
out  the  word  "  now."  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  ''upon 
this  day  six  months."  —  {The  Marquess 
of  Eartington,) 

Question  again  proposed,  ''That  the 
word  '  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion." 

Debate  resumed. 

Sib  HENEY  JAMES  (Bury,  Lanca- 
shire) :  Sir,  I  trust  the  House  will  not 
think  it  unreasonable  that  I  should  wish 
to  take  some  part,  however  unimportant, 
in  this  debate.  I  do  not  desire  to  do  so 
for  the  purpose  of  making  any  explana- 
tions, or  of  giving  any  assurance  to  the 
House,  as  to  the  course  which  I  have 
thought  it  right  to  take  in  relation  to 
this  great  question.  I  feel  that  there 
is  only  one  Member  of  this  House  to 
whom  any  such  assurances  are  due ;  and 
I  hope  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Prime  Minister  will  believe  that  the 
judgment  I  have  exercised  on  this  sub- 
ject has  been  unaffected  by  any  in- 
fluences and  any  motives  except  the 
desire  to  arrive  at  a  right  and  just  con- 
clusion. I  hope  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  too,  will  feel  assured  that  I  have 
arrived  at  that  conclusion  with  regret. 
I  have  ever  acknowledged  the  obliga- 
tion of  Party  ties,  and  especially  I  enter- 
tain some  feeling,  call  it  loyalty  or  call 
it  what  you  will,  which  makes  me  think 
that  the  man  who 

**  Spared  to  lift  his  band  against  that  king 
who  made  him  knight  '* 

acted  with  no  very  remarkable  degree 
of  chivalry,  but  only  as  an  ordinary 
mortal  would.  It  is  with  some  such 
feeling  as  this,  standing  as  I  do  almost 
amidst  my  former  Oolleagues  and  my 
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present  Friends,  that  will  make  me  en- 
deavour, in  the  part  I  take  in  this  dis- 
cussion, to  remove  ^m  the  habits  and 
methods  of  Party  debate  the  observations 
I  have  to  address  to  the  House.  I  have 
but  one  object.  Sir,  in  taking  part  in  this 
discussion.  It  is  to  accept  the  suggestion 
of  mj  right  hon.  Friena  that  we  should 
come  to  close  quarters  with  this  question. 
I  wish  to  grapple  with  it  practically,  and 
especially  with  the  principles  contained 
in  this  measure.  But  before  doing  so 
there  are  a  few  general  subjects  con- 
nected with  the  government  of  Ireland 
which  I  wish  to  clear  away.  For  in- 
stance, throughout  the  debate  on  this 
Bill  many  Members,  and  notably  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney 
General,  have  dwelt  much  upon  the 
wrongs  endured  by  Ireland  in  past 
times,  upon  the  injustice  displayed  to- 
wards her  by  the  Parliament  of  Great 
Britain  and  by  the  Parliament  of  Ireland 
itself,  and  have  told  the  House  of  the 
penalties  which  Irishmen  suffered  and 
the  grievances  which  they  sustained 
through  the  legislation  of  past  days. 
Well,  so  be  it.  With  such  statements 
I  have  no  fault  to  find.  I  believe 
them  to  be  true ;  I  believe  that  Ireland 
has  been  misgoverned ;  and  I  believe 
£n  gland  herself  also  has  been  mis- 
governed in  times  past.  I  recollect 
years  ago  being  struck  by  an  observa- 
tion of  Mr.  Grattan,  when  he  said  that 
the  student  of  the  law  who  sought 
to  trace  the  legislation  of  Ireland, 
and  used  his  index  for  that  purpose, 
might  search  with  equal  benefit  under 
the  head  of  ''Ireland,''  or  under  the 
head  of  *'  penalty ; "  for  you  could  trace 
the  legislation  of  Ireland  as  you  track  a 
wounded  man  through  the  crowd  by  the 
blood  that  dropped  from  him.  I  agree 
with  all  that  is  so  said ;  but  what  infer- 
ence are  we  to  draw  from  such  state- 
ments? Then  was  then,  and  now  is 
now;  and  we  are  here  discussing  this 
question  in  a  Parliament  singularly 
democratic  in  its  character — we  are  dis- 
cussing it  among  men  who  are  now 
admitted  to  have  the  strongest  feeling 
and  desire  to  do  justice  towards  Ireland ; 
and  we  are  discussing  it  in  a  Parliament 
which  is  led  by  the  Minister  who  has 
shown  the  clearest  possible  intention 
to  act  in  that  spirit.  Sir,  you  cannot 
recompense  a  past  generation  for  the 
wrongs  it  sustained  by  inflicting  in- 
justice upon    the  present.      We  must 


deal  with  matters  as  we  find  them 
around  us  now.  When  I  hear  argu- 
ments attempted  to  be  drawn  from  the 
fact  that  the  Union  of  the  two  countries 
was  obtained  by  means  of  corruption,  I 
admit  that  fact  to  be  true,  and  nothing 
can  be  worse  than  the  history  which  can 
be  so  easily  read,  of  an  English  Minister 
being  as  willing  to  corrupt  an  Irish 
Parliament  as  an  Irish  Parliament  was 
willing  to  be  corrupted  by  an  English 
Minister.  But  what  then  ?  The  Union 
was  effected  and  has  existed;  and  it 
would  be  as  idle  to  say  that  arguments 
that  were  good  for  preventing  an  im- 
provident marriage  are,  80  years  after 
the  marriage  has  taken  place,  equally 
sound  and  good  for  obtaining  a  divorce, 
as  to  say  that  the  Union  between  Eng- 
land and  Ireland  ought  to  be  put 
an  end  to  because  it  was  originally 
obtained  by  corruption  and  bribery. 
It  has  also  been  remarked  in  this 
debate — and  I  concur  with  the  state- 
ment— that  the  time  for  recrimination 
and  angry  observation  has  passed,  and 
that  we  ought  to  accord  an  amnesty  in 
reference  to  all  that  has  been  said  in 
former  years.  Sir,  I  agree  with  that ; 
and  I  will  not  even  wait  to  inquire  who 
ought  to  grant  that  amnesty  and  who 
ought  to  seek  it.  But  I  would  suggest 
that  it  would  be  unwise  to  carry  that 
amnesty  so  far  into  effect  as  to  prevent 
our  gaining  the  advantage  of  past  ex- 
perience. You  cannot  shut  out  of  view 
the  past;  you  must  be  guided  by  it. 
You  cannot  shut  out  the  sayings  and 
doings  of  men,  but  must  have  regard  to 
them  to  such  an  extent  at  least  as  may 
be  necessary  to  enable  you  to  adapt  your 
policy  to  facts,  to  know  under  what  con- 
ditions you  are  legislating,  and  to  whom 
and  to  what  your  legislation  is  to  be 
applied.  With  this  reservation,  I  ci^ee 
that  the  amnesty  should  take  full  effect 
with  regard  to  personal  and  recrimina- 
tory matters.  I  prefer  to  make  no  re- 
ference in  this  debate  to  the  broad  and 
general  question  of  the  benefits  of  the 
Union  or  of  Home  Eule.  I  will  deal 
with  this  measure  on  the  very  grounds 
on  which  the  Gt)vemment  have  placed 
it.  I  will  assume,  hypothetically,  for  the 
purposes  of  this  debate  only,  that  there 
was  reason  for  introducing  some  such 
measure  ;  I  will  now  only  deal  with  this 
Bill  itself,  and  with  the  conditions  upon 
which  itis  admitted  by  itsauthors  itought 
to  have  been  introduced,  and  in  aocord- 
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ance  with  wHich  conditions  alone  it  can 
come  into  operation.  Five  main  condi- 
tions, which  I  think  may  be  reduced  to 
three,  have  been  attached  to  the  carrying 
out  of  any  measure  that  gives  autonomy 
to  Ireland.  I  understand  my  right  hon. 
Friend  to  state,  first,  that  any  measure 
so  introduced  must  be  subject  to  the 
condition  that  the  unity  of  the  Empire 
should  be  preserved  ;  secondly — though 
probably  this  second  condition  is  only  a 
portion  of  the  first — that  the  supremacy 
of  the  Imperial  Parliament  should  be 
maintained ;  further,  that  provision 
should  be  made  for  the  preservation  of 
social  order,  and  also  for  the  protection 
of  the  rights  of  property  and  for  the 
protection  of  the  minority — probably 
these  two  can  be  treated  as  one ;  and, 
lastly,  that  the  measure  so  carried  into 
effect  shall  be  a  real  settlement  in  the 
sense  of  being  a  final  settlement  of 
the  Irish  Question.  I  will  call  the 
attention    of    the    House  —  and,    with 

freat  deference  to  my  right  hon. 
riend's  judgment,  I  will  especially  ask 
leave  to  call  his  attention — to  the  fact 
that  this  measure,  if  it  passes  into  law, 
will  not  fulfil  one  of  these  conditions.  I 
hope  that  I  am  not  too  presumptuous  in 
making  that  statement.  I  have  some 
little  hope  that  I  shall  be  able  almost  to 
convince  my  right  hon.  Friend  himself 
that  this  Bill,  as  it  is  drawn,  does  not 
carry  out  the  intention  that  he  has  in 
his  mind,  and  does  not  fulfil  the  con- 
ditions on  which  he  has  always  stated 
that  he  would  alone  bring  in  such  a 
Bill.  I  take  the  first  and  second  con- 
ditions— ^the  unity  of  the  Empire  and 
the  supremacy  of  Parliament  —  which, 
for  reasons  I  shall  give,  substantially, 
for  the  purposes  of  this  discussion, 
amount  to  one.  I  will  quote  a  state- 
ment of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  not  with 
the  object  of  entering  into  controversy 
upon  the  matter,  but  only  to  give  a  defi- 
nition which  I  believe  is  more  correct 
and  complete  than  I  could  give  as  to  the 
necessity  of  fulfilling  those  conditions. 
Speaking  on  this  question  at  Dalkeith, 
my  right  hon.  Friend  said — 

"NothiDg  can  be  done,  in  my  opinion,  by 
any  wise  statesman  or  right-minded  Briton  to 
weaken  or  compromise  the  authority  of  the  Im- 
perial Parliament,  because  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament must  be  supreme  in  these  Three  King- 
doms. And  nothing  that  creates  a  doubt  upon 
that  supremacy  can  be  tolerated  by  any  intelli- 
gent and  patriotic  man." 

Now,  I  ask  the  House  to  consider  what 
Sir  Henry  Jamee 


is  the  meaning  of  the  unity  of  the  Em- 
pire. In  relation  to  the  subject  before 
us,  and  in  that  sense  alone  am  I  speak- 
ing, by  the  unity  of  the  Empire,  of  course, 
is  meant,  when  so  applied,  the  unity  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland.  What  does 
that  unity  mean,  and  from  what  source 
does  it  come  ?  Unity,  by  virtue  alone  of 
one  Crown  being  paramount  over  the 
Three  Kingdoms,  is  substantially  no 
unity.  There  was  not  much  unity  be- 
tween Hanover  and  England  before  1 837, 
when  the  Crown  of  the  Two  Kingdoms 
was  on  one  head.  So  weak  was  the 
Union  effected  by  virtue  of  the  joint 
crownship  that  the  divergence  of  the 
laws  of  the  two  countries  in  respect  to 
succession  caused  such  Union  as  there 
was  between  the  two  Kingdoms  en- 
tirely to  disappear.  The  real  unity  of 
a  Kingdom  must  depend  upon  the  unity 
of  its  laws.  I  do  not  mean  by  that  that 
there  must  be  an  identity  of  laws.  We 
have  different  laws  now  in  England, 
Scotland,  Ireland,  and  Wales;  and  if 
the  efforts  of  some  of  my  hon.  Friends 
around  me  should  succeed,  we  shall  have 
different  laws  in  every  county  in  Eng- 
land, at  least  with  respect  to  one  social 
subject.  But  what  I  mean  is  that  there 
must  be  a  power  which  can  make  iden- 
tical laws  for  a  Kingdom  supposed  to 
be  united.  It  is  not  the  identity  of 
manufacture ;  it  is  the  identity  of  the 
manufacturing  power  that  makes  the 
unity  of  a  Kingdom.  Therefore,  when 
we  speak  of  the  unity  of  the  Empire,  as 
applied  to  the  United  Kingdom,  that 
unity  is  not  maintained  by  virtue  of 
there  being  the  one  Crown  paramount 
over  England  and  Ireland.  There  was 
that  junction  of  the  Crown  before  the 
Act  of  Union,  yet  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland  did  not  form  the  United  King- 
dom. The  real  Union  of  the  Empire,  as 
it  now  exists,  was  effected  by  the  junc- 
tion of  the  two  Parliaments.  There  was 
no  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland  before  the  Act  of  Union. 
That  Act  was  the  bond  which  made 
these  Kingdoms  united  Kingdoms.  That 
Act  consisted  of  six  Articles.  There 
were  five  of  them  which  did  not  create 
and  did  not  effect  a  Union  of  the  United 
Kingdoms.  The  First  Article  is  declara- 
tory, that  they  shall  be  united,  without 
saying  how  they  were  to  be  united.  The 
Second  Article  declares  that  the  succes- 
sion to  the  Crown  shall  remain  as  it  is. 
The  Fourth  refers  to  the  L:ish  Peerage. 
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The  Fifth  Article  unites  the  Churohes, 
and  that  Article  no  longer  exists.  The 
Sixth  Article  deals  with  trade  and  navi- 
gation  only ;  but  the  Third  Article  re- 
mains:— 

"That  it  be  the  Third  Article  that  the  said 
United  Kngdom  be  represented  by  one  and  the 
same  Parliament,  to  be  styled  the  Parliament  of 
the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land." 

As  long  as  that  Parliament  exists  we 
shall  have  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland.  If  that  United  Par- 
liament is  taken  away,  the  Parliament 
which  joined  these  two  Kingdoms  will 
he  taken  away.     The  Prime  Minister 
has  said  that  he  does  not  seek  to  repeal, 
hut  only  to  modify,  the  Act  of  Union. 
My  right  hon.   Friend  is  perfectly  ac- 
curate in  saying  that  he  does  not  seek 
to  deal  with  the  remaining  clauses  of 
the  Act  of  Union;  but  the  draftsman 
who  has  to   deal  with  this  BiU  must 
sooner  or  later  schedule  the  3rd  clause 
of  the  Act  of  Union  as  one  that  is  to  be 
repealed  by  this  measure.     We  are  not 
asked  to    modify,   but  to  repeal  that 
clause,  and  to  say  that  there  is  not  to  be 
any  longer  a  United  Parliament  for  Eng- 
land and  Ireland.     The  moment  that  is 
done,  that  which  constitutes  the  real 
Union  between  the  two  countries  will  be 
remoTod.    What  does  the  supremacy  of 
Parliament  mean  ?  Of  course,  the  supre- 
macy means  the  power  of  making  laws 
over  the  whole  of  the  Dominions  that 
can  be  affected  by  the  Parliament's  juris- 
diction.   And  I  now  wish  to  ask  whether 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government,  if 
this  Bill  passes  into  law,  that  the  Par- 
liament, which  will  not  be  the  Imperial 
Parliament  as  now  existing,  but  will  be 
the  British  Parliament,  or,  as  my  right 
hon:  Friend  terms  it,  the  Parliament  on 
this  side  of  the  water — whether  that  Par- 
liament will  have  the  power  of  making 
laws  for  Ireland  ?  I  must  confess,  when 
I  read  this  Bill,  I  had  no  doubt  upon 
the  question.     I,  of  course,  thought  it 
was  intended  to  give  the  exclusive  power 
of  legislating  for  their  home  affairs  to 
the  Irish  Parliament;  but  some  words 
which  fell  from  theOhief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  whilst  my  noble  Friend 
the  Member  for  Rossendale  was  speak- 
ing on  Monday,  raises  some  doubt  on 
the  question.     By  the  2nd  clause  of  this 
Bill  power  is  given  to  the  Irish  Legis- 
lattre  Body  to  make  laws  for  the  peace, 
order,  and  good  government  of  Ireland, 


and  by  any  such  law  to  alter  and  repeal 
any  law  in  Ireland.     That  is  the  whole 
pith  of  the  Bill ;  and  by  law  in  Ireland 
must  be  meant  not  only  any  existing 
present  law,  but  any  law  enacted  in  the 
future.  If  the  British  Parliament,  which 
will  cease  to  be  the  present  Imperial 
Parliament,  is  to  have  a  superior  power 
over  the  Irish  Parliament,  and  can  re- 
peal the  laws  made  by  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment, where  will  be  the  value  of  this 
Bill  to  Irish  Members?    The  Govern- 
ment can,  in  one  sentence,  tell  the  House 
whether  the  meaning  of  the  Bill  is  that 
the  Irish  Parliament  is  to  be  controlled 
by  the  British  Parliament,  or  is  to  have 
an  independent  power  of  legislation.    Is 
the  Irish  Parliament  to  have  the  power 
of  altering  every  law  in  Ireland;  and, 
if  so,  are  we  to  have  this  spectacle — 
namely,  that  the  Irish  Parliament  is  to 
pass  a  law  which  the  British  Parliament 
will  repeal,  and  that  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment  will  repeal  that  repeal,  and  so  on, 
so  that  we  shall  go  on  playing  the  ball 
over  the  net  backward  and  forward  for 
all   time?    From  the  words  which  are 
contained  in  the  d7th  clause  of  the  Bill 
I  should  certainly  draw  the  inference 
that    the   right    to   legislate  over  the 
excepted   subjects    only   was    reserved 
to     the    British    Parliament.      But    if 
the    British  Parliament  is    to  have   a 
superior  power  over  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment in  that  respect,  what  will  be  the 
value  of  this  Bill  to  the  Irish  Members  ? 
But  it  is  useless  for  me  to  discuss  the 
exact  meaning  of  what  is  in  this  Bill. 
It  is  not  as  though  we  were  discussing 
the  meaning  of  an  Act  of  Parliament. 
This  is  only  a  Bill  not  yet  carried.  Can- 
not a  Secretary  of  State  or  the  Attorney 
General  tell  us  whether  it  is  intended  by 
the  Bill  that  the  British  Parliament  shall 
have  control  over  the  Irish  Parliamsnt 
or  not  ?    If  it  is  intended  to  retain  the 
supremacy  of  the  British  Parliament  it 
must  be  so  declared  in  the  Bill,  and  the 
matter  ought  not  to  be  left  in  doubt. 
The  same  point  arises  in  relation  to  the 
Colonies,  in  which  case  the  supremacy 
of  the  Imperial  Parliament  has  always 
been  reserved.     By  the  Colonial  Act  of 
1865  it  was  enacted  that  any  Colonial 
law    repugnant    to  the    provisions    of 
any  Act  of  Parliament  extending    to 
any  Colony  should  be  read  subject  to 
such  Act,   and  that   to  the  extent  of 
such    repugnancy    the     Colonial     Act 
should  remain  absolutely  void  and  in- 
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operatiye.  There  is,  in  efPeot,  a  similar 
provision  with  regard  to  India  in  the  Act 
of  1861.  That  is  the  course,  therefore, 
that  will  have  to  be  taken  with  regard 
to  this  Bill  if  it  is  intended  to  reserve 
the  same  right  of  control  by  the  British 
Parliament  over  the  Irish  Parliament. 
For  the  absence  of  such  now  usual  ex- 
press reservation  will  raise  the  presump- 
tion that  no  reservation  is  intended. 
It  will  be  useful  to  know  what  will 
be  the  effect  upon  the  Irish  Members 
if  the  Gk>vemment  were  to  state  that 
it  is  their  intention  to  allow  them  to 
make  such  laws  as  thej  may  think 
right,  but  that  the  power  wiU  be  re- 
served to  the  Members  of  the  British 
Parliament  to  repeal  those  laws  ac- 
oordiog  to  their  will.  The  result 
would  be,  of  course,  that  there  would 
be  no  one  in  the  British  Parlia- 
ment to  defend  the  views  of  the  Irish 
electors.  That,  therefore,  is  a  condition 
to  which,  I  believe,  the  Irish  Members 
will  never  submit.  By  the  silence  of 
those  who  can  correct  me  if  I  am  wrong, 
I  presume  that  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  that  this  supremacy  of  the 
British  over  the  Irish  Parliament  shall 
not  exist,  and  that  the  Irish  Parliament 
shall  have  free  power  to  govern  their 
country  in  relation  to  their  own  affairs. 
That  being  so,  we  shall  have  no  power 
of  governing  or  making  laws  for  Ire- 
land, and  Ireland  will  be  the  only  por- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Dominions  over 
which  the  British  Parliament  will  have 
no  complete  legislative  control.  [^Criea 
of  "No!"]  Of  course,  I  am  not 
speaking  of  the  power  which  the 
British  Parliament  is  to  retain  of  legis- 
lating on  certain  subjects.  Supremacy 
of  Parliament  means  complete  supre- 
macy. A  man  does  not  maintain  a 
roof  over  his  house  if  he  only  covers 
half  of  it ;  and  so  we  are  not  maintaining 
the  supremacy  of  the  British  Parliament 
if  we  do  not  give  it  the  power  of  making 
such  laws  as  are  deemed  necessary  on 
all  subjects  for  the  government  of  Ire- 
land. Therefore,  if  we  give  up  this 
power  of  complete  legislation  for  Ire- 
land—I repeat  it — we  shall  have  taken 
away  the  power  of  the  British  Parlia- 
ment— call  it  Imperial  if  you  will — which 
exists  in  relation  to  every  other  portion 
of  the  Queen's  Dominions  to  impose 
laws  upon  the  Queen's  subjects.  What 
is  the  effect  of  so  doing  ?  I  think  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Ohanoellor  of  the 
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Exchequer  will  agree  with  me  that  if 
once  we  do  that  we,  in  one  sense, 
render  that  country,  in  respect  of 
which  we  cannot  legislate,  a  foreign 
and  independent  State.  [The  Gsan- 
CELLOB  of  the  Exchequer  dissented.] 
I  gather  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  differs 
from  me.  I  admit  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  is  much  more  likely  to  be  right 
than  I  am.  Of  course,  I  may  have 
made  a  mistake ;  but  will  my  right  hon. 
Friend  allow  me  to  give  him  my  autho- 
rity ?  I  know  of  no  difference  between 
right  of  legislation  and  abstract  right  of 
legislation.  A  right  is  a  right  whether 
you  exercise  it  or  not.  But  the  autho- 
rity which  I  will  read  to  the  House 
says — 

**  Aa  a  matter  of  abstract  rieht,  the  Mother 
Country  has  never  parted  with  the  claim  of  ulti- 
mate supreme  authority  for  the  Imperial  Legis- 
lature. If  it  did  so  it  would  dissolve  the  im- 
perial tie,  and  convert  the  Colonies  into  foreign 
and  independent  States." 

That  was  written,  it  is  true,  by  an  anony- 
mous writer,  and,  of  course,  I  will  not 
say  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  is  bound 
by  it ;  but  that  anonymous  writer  signed 
himself  "  Historicus."  This  quotation 
is  from  a  letter  which  appeared  on 
the  1st  of  June,  1876;  and  I  have 
always  understood  that  it  was  an  au- 
thority to  which  I  could  look  with  the 
greatest  confidence.  But  my  right  hon. 
Friend  now  states  that  he  differs  from 
the  proposition  I  made. 

The  chancellor  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  William  HAE00UET)(Derby): 
I  beg  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend's 
pardon.  I  do  not  differ  in  the  least 
from  his  proposition.  What  I  said  to 
him  was — **  Do  you  say  that  at  the  time 
of  Orattan's  Parliament  Ireland  was  a 
foreign  State?" 

Sir  henry  JAMES :  The  point  is 
not  worth  a  moment's  controversy  ;  but 
I  thought  he  said — **I  entirely  differ." 
I  say,  Sir,  that  I  am  content  to  take  my 
stand  upon  the  dictum  that  if  you  g^ve 
up  the  abstract  right — and  I  make  no 
distinction  between  abstract  right  and 
right^-of  legislation,  the  country  over 
which  you  give  it  up  becomes,  in  one 
sense,  an  independent  and  foreign 
State — at  least  so  **  Historicus  "  says. 
There  is  no  difference  between  ab- 
stract right  of  legislation  and  right  of 
legislation ;  and  you  must  exercise  the 
right  if  you  have  it,  and  that  give^ 
you  the  supremacy  which  you  dare  no^ 
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state  in  this  Bill  you  possess.  This 
right  you  possess,  and  expressly  reserve, 
in  regard  to  the  Colonies;  and  I  ask 
Irish  Members  to  consider  this — are  they 
going  to  leave  this  British  Parliament 
with  this  right  in  it,  so  that  it  might  be 
exercised  at  any  moment  to  annul  tfae 
Acts  of  the  Irish  Parliament  ?  It  does 
not  occur  that  the  right  is  constantly 
exercised  in  the  case  of  the  Colonies, 
because  they  are  friendly  and  are  far 
distant;  but  Ireland  is  in  a  very  dif- 
ferent position.  Can  we  suppose  that 
the  minority  in  that  countiy  will  not 
bring  their  grievances  here  and  ask  for 
redress?  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  state- 
ment made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien)  not 
long  ago,  which  will  illustrate  the  state 
of  things  that  would  occur.     He  said — 

'*  If  our  struggle  is  severe,  the  rewards  and 
the  prizes  are  very  great— prairie  value  of  land 
for  the  farmer,  and  less  than  prairie  value  for 
the  lahourer.'* 

Mb.  W.  O'BRIEN  (Tyrone,  S.):  I 
never  said  it  in  my  life. 

Sm  HENRY  JAMES :  It  appeared  so 
reported  in  United  Ireland,  which  I  believe 
is  edited  by  the  hon.  Member.  I  only  use 
it  for  the  purpose  of  showing  from  a 
good  authority  what  is  likely  to  happen 
if  an  Irish  Parliament  is  carried  into 
effect.  Whatever  Land  Law  we  pass  can 
be  repealed  the  next  day  by  the  Irish 
Parliament  ?  If  the  Land  Bill  of  the 
Government  were  to  be  passed  here  the 
Irish  Parliament  could  repeal  it  as  soon 
as  that  Parliament  comes  into  existence. 
Will  one  of  my  hon.  Friends  allow  me  to 
refer  to  his  position  for  a  moment.  Sup- 
pose some  land  in  Gal  way  is  taken  at 
grairie  value  ?  Do  you  not  think  the  hon. 
Tember  for  Glasgow  would  come  to  that 
House  and  say  —  **  Here,  within  the 
Queen's  Dominions,  over  a  portion  of  the 
Empire  in  which  the  supremacy  of  your 
Parliament  is  maintained,  it  appears  to 
me,  and  probably  to  you,  that  an  act  of 
injustice  and  spoliation  has  been  com- 
mitted ;  you  have  the  power  to  remedy 
it,  and  to  restore  to  the  owner  the 
value  of  his  property,  and  I  ask  you 
to  exercise  such  authority?"  What 
would  then  become  of  the  abstract 
right  ?  We  should  have  a  right,  and  it 
would  be  our  duty,  if  we  had  the  right, 
to  exercise  it.  There  would  be  nothing 
to  prevent  similar  appeals  being  brought 
here  day  after  day  from  Ireland.  The 
objection   that  tlus  would  be  a  mere 


abstract  right  is  of  no  avail,  as  it 
would  be  impossible  for  us  to  avoid 
listening  to  complaints  made  to  us  to 
exercise  our  superior  power.  It  ought 
to  be  stated  in  this  Bill  whether  this  power 
exists  or  not.  If  you  allow  this  power 
to  remain,  then  I  say  that  the  result  will 
be  that  collisions  of  the  most  dangerous 
character  with  the  Irish  Parliament  will 
occur.  But  if  the  right  is  claimed  it 
should  be  stated  in  the  Bill,  and  if  given 
up  that  should  be  stated.  If  it  is 
given  up,  then,  says  the  anonymous 
writer  whom  I  have  quoted,  Ireland 
would  be  placed  in  the  position  of  a 
foreign  and  independent  State.  On 
this  ground  alone,  if  this  Bill  remains 
as  it  is,  the  supremacy  of  Parlia- 
ment is  gone.  I  turn  to  another  phase 
of  the  supremacy  of  Parliament — I  mean 
of  the  sovereignty  of  Parliament.  I 
hope  I  shall  not  be  thought  pedantic 
when  I  say  that  the  sovereignty  of  Par- 
liaments is  said  to  depend  upon  many 
conditions ;  but  I  think  they  can  be  re- 
duced to  two.  A  Sovereign  Parliament, 
or,  as  the  foreign  expression  is,  a  Con- 
stituent Parliament,  must  be  subject  to 
two  conditions.  Such  a  Parliament  must 
always  have  the  right  to  alter  its  own  fun- 
damental existence—that  is,  it  must  be 
able  to  alter  and  remodel  its  own  consti- 
tution. Secondly,  it  must  be  subject  to 
the  control  or  decision  of  no  manor  body, 
so  as  to  enable  such  man  or  body  to  say 
that  the  authority  of  Parliament  has 
been  exceeded.  Those  two  conditions 
must  exist  in  an  Imperial  Parliament 
such  as  we  now  have,  with  no  written 
constitution;  but,  having,  as  a  writer 
on  the  Government  Benches  has  said,  a 
flexible  constitution,  it  can  alter  the  term 
of  its  own  existence.  That  power  now 
exists,  and  we  are  at  present  exercising  it. 
It  is  not  sufficient  to  make  a  Parliament 
a  Sovereign  Parliament  that  it  should 
possess  powers  of  legislation.  It  is  not 
unusual  for  Railway  Companies  to  have 
powers  to  pass  laws  for  the  management 
of  their  own  internal  affairs ;  but  they 
have  no  power  to  alter  their  constitution. 
So  the  Parliament  of  Ireland,  if  it  comes 
into  effect,  will  be,  in  that  sense,  not  a 
Sovereign  Parliament,  for  it  will  have 
no  power  to  alter  its  own  constitution. 
There  is  also  another  point.  There  must 
be,  as  I  have  said,  no  body — no  Judge 
or  Judicial  Body,  which  can  ever  say  to 
a  Sovereign  Parliament — '^You  have 
exceeded  your  jurisdiction  and  are  acting 
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unoonstitutioiially."  I  will  give  an  in- 
stance. If  this  Parliament  was  to  pass  a 
law  that  no  wills  made  in  France  snould 
be  valid  unless  attested  by  four  witnesses, 
however  absurd  it  might  be  to  attempt  to 
legislate  for  French  subjects  in  France, 
the  Judges  here  would  have  to  obey  and 
administer  that  law,  and  would  do  their 
best  to  carry  the  judgment  of  the  Legis- 
lature into  effect.  Of  course,  in  France 
we  should  see  the  way  in  which  the 
French  Judges  would  treat  so  absurd  an 
Act.  But  the  Act  would  be  good  here, 
and  the  Judges  here  could  not  say  that 
the  enactment  was  beyond  the  power  of 
Parliament  to  effect.  That  exemption 
from  review  does  not  exist  in  relation 
to  a  subordinate  Parliament.  The  ques- 
tion whether  a  subordioate  Parliament 
has  or  has  not  exceeded  its  jurisdiction  is 
one  to  be  decided  by  a  judicial  tribunal. 
I  maintain,  even  if  the  supremacy  of 
the  Im|>erial  Parliament  shall  be  held 
to  remain  with  the  British  Parliament, 
that  when  this  Bill  comes  into  effect 
you  will  be  giving  up  sovereignty  in  this 
respect — that  the  British  Parliament 
will  be  unable  of  itself  to  alter  its  own 
constitution.  If  hon.  Members  look  to 
Clause  39  of  the  Bill  they  will  find  that 
the  so-called  Imperial  Parliament  will 
be  the  British  Parliament,  but  that 
in  order  to  exercise  its  full  sovereign 
right  it  will  have  to  call  back  a  certain 
number  of  its  Members,  and  so  become 
a  different  Body.  Now,  Sir,  comes 
the  proposition,  which  I  venture  with 
great  deference  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to,  that  the  British  Par- 
liament cannot  alter  its  own  constitution 
if  this  Bill  becomes  law  without  recall- 
ing the  Irish  Members.  The  British 
Parliament  alone  would  be  powerless  to 
alter  its  constitution.  I  submit  that  if 
that  is  done  there  is  no  man  who  will 
say  here  that  there  is  power  for  the 
British  Parliament  to  act  in  the  absence 
of  these  Irish  Members.  If  it  be  con- 
tended that  the  Irish  Members  are  to 
have  this  Act  repealed  in  their  absence, 
and  their  right  to  a  separate  Parliament 
taken  away  without  their  consent,  I  think 
I  can  give  good  reason  why  that  cannot 
be  so.  This  Bill  has  been  called  a  Treaty 
of  Peace.  Well,  in  one  sense  it  is  a 
Treaty.  But,  dealing  with  it  from  a  legal 
point  of  view,  we  may  more  properly  call 
it  a  legislative  contract.  We  have  con- 
stant examples  of  contracts  in  the  Statute 
Book,  especially  in  relation  to  private 
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Acts  of  Parliament.  The  Irish  Members 
say  they  are  willing  to  leave  this  Par- 
liament. At  present  they  are  joint  ten- 
ants of  the  Chamber,  but  are  willing 
to  give  up  their  estate  in  this  House. 
They  go  away  on  the  terms  that  they 
shall  legislate  for  themselves  in  Ireland, 
and  that  if  ever  we  should  wish  to  take 
that  power  away  from  them  we  shall 
recall  them  here.  Therefore,  we  shall 
not  have  the  power  to  alter  the  constitu- 
tion of  our  Chamber,  so  far  as  it  is 
affected  by  this  Bill,  without  calling  these 
Irish  Members  back.  I  will  concede 
rather  than  argue  the  question  that, 
technically,  if  the  British  Parliament 
acted  without  the  Irish  Members  its 
legislative  acts  could  not  be  questioned 
in  England.  Whatever  we  do,  a  Judge 
sitting  in  England  or  Scotland  womd 
have  to  obey  us.  But  if  we  took  that 
course  the  effect  of  it,  from  the  mere 
legal  aspect  of  the  case,  would  probably 
have  to  be  determined  in  Ireland  by  an 
Irish  Judge  who  would  not  be  answer- 
able to  this  Parliament,  but  only  to 
Ireland,  and  would  say — **  You  have  un- 
constitutionally repealed  the  Act  which 
constituted  the  Irish  Parliament;  the 
Irish  Parliament  is  passing  good  laws 
for  Ireland  ;  I  will  obey  those  laws,  and 
you  have  no  right  to  take  away  the 
powers  of  the  Irish  Parliament  in  the 
absence  of  their  Members."  Then  we 
should  have  an  actual  conflict,  and  I 
see  much  reason  for  contending  that  the 
Irish  Judge  would  be  in  the  right  ^d 
that  we  should  be  in  the  wrong.  But  I 
prefer  to  deal  with  the  question  consti- 
tutionally from  a  moral  aspect.  Dare 
we,  in  the  face  of  the  Irish  nation,  or  in 
the  face  of  our  own  people,  break  this 
contract,  and,  having  said  that  the  Irish 
Parliament  shall  exist  till  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers come  back  to  the  British  Parlia- 
ment and  have  their  rights  taken  away 
from  them,  depart  from  the  terms  of 
that  contract  ?  It  would  be  so  unconsti- 
tutional in  the  sense  of  being  immoral, 
and  so  immoral  in  the  sense  of  being 
unconstitutional,  that  we  should  have 
got  into  a  region  where  physical  force 
would  be  a  better  weapon  than  dealing 
with  the  subject  so  basely.  Therefore, 
I  submit  to  the  gravest  consideration  of 
hon.  Members  whether,  if  we  pass  this 
39th  clause,  we  do  not  give  up  funda- 
mentally the  power  of  reconstituting  the 
Parliament,  as  it  exists,  without  recall- 
ing the  Irish  Members,  and  that,  oonae  • 
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quently,  the  British  Parliament  will  cease 
to  be  a  Sovereign  Parliament  ?  I  have 
endeayoured  to  point  out  how  you  may 
become  subject  to  the  decision  of  Judges 
of  another  tribunal,  who  would  at  least 
assume  power  to  determine  that  what 
we  have  done  is  outside  our  power ;  and 
this  would  bring  us  into  the  condition  of 
being  treated  and  considered  as  an  in- 
ferior and  a  statutory  Parliament  instead 
of  a  Sovereign  and  supreme  Parliament. 
Having  pointed  out  these  facts,  I  now 
ask  the  Government  to  consider,  after 
they  have  obtained  the  guidance  of  legal 
assistance,  whether  it  is  not  the  fact  that 
the  supremacy  of  Parliament  over  Ireland 
would  be  gone,  and  that  the  sovereignty 
of  Parliament  would  depart  from  us  if 
we  accept  this  Bill  ?  I  asK  my  right  hon. 
Friend  to  consider  whether  this  first 
condition  which  he  has  imposed  upon 
himself  does  not  fail,  and  whether  there 
must  not  be  a  reconsideration  of  this 
measure?  I  now  pass  to  the  second 
condition  imposed  upon  this  measure  by 
the  Prime  Minister.  He  has  undertaken 
to  provide  for  the  safety  of  those  who 
would  remain  in  Ireland — to  provide 
for  social  order,  and  also  to  protect  the 
minority  and  place  them  in  a  position  of 
security.  I  know  of  no  subject  which 
ought  more  seriously  to  engage  the  at- 
tention of  hon.  Members.  Has  due  pro- 
vision been  made  for  the  protection  of 
the  minority  in  Ireland?  Sir,  that 
minority  is  entitled  to  our  especial  care. 
Whoever  they  may  be,  whatever  posi- 
tion they  may  be  placed  in,  they  are 
there  by  virtue  of  our  protection,  and  of 
our  legislation  which  planted  them  there. 
That  places  upon  us  the  obligation  of 
not  deserting  them.  The  Prime  Minister 
will  forgive  me  if  I  remind  him  that  w& 
have  also  directly  of  late  tended  to  pro- 
duce the  position  they  now  occupy.  It 
was  not  so  very  loDg  ago  they  were 
chided  and  reproved  for  not  having  more 
conspicuously,  actively,  and  physically 
ranged  themselves  upon  the  side  of  law 
and  order.  I  say  they  ought  to  be 
within  this  Parliament,  and,  before  the 
mischief  is  done,  the  subject  of  our 
special  care.  I  venture  to  speak  very 
freely  whether  I  please  men  or  not,  and 
I  say  that  we  ought,  every  one  of  us,  to 
condemn  those  foolish,  those  wicked, 
rumours  and  statements  which  are  made 
about  Ulster — that  the  minority  in  Ire- 
land will  find  resort  in  arms,  and  that 
they  will  be  right  in  so  doing.    Unre- 


servedly I  declare  that  any  man  who  by 
word  or  act  encourages  such  an  idea  is 
half  a  traitor.  We  have  seen  action 
taken  against  unconstitutional Monarchs, 
and  when  such  action  has  been  successful 
we  have  applauded  it ;  but  the  proposi- 
tion now,  as  I  understand  it,  which  these 
misguided  men  are  using  in  Ulster,  is 
that  if  this  House  should  agree  to  a 
legislative  measure,  and  if  the  House  of 
Lords  should  assent  to  it,  and  the  Queen 
should  will  it,  that  measure  should  be 
resisted  by  force  of  arms.  It  is  said  that 
such  physical  force  would  be  used  by 
loyal  men,  and  in  one  sense  so  it  might 
be ;  but  is  it  not  apparent  to  everyone 
that  to  use  arms  against  a  Constitutional 
Sovereign  acting  in  accordance  with  the 
will  of  Parliament,  and  to  whom  you  say 
you  are  loyal,  is  to  make  treason  doubly 
dyed  ?  Here,  in  this  House,  in  anticipa- 
tion, every  man  ought  to  endeavour  to 
protest  against  a  possibility  of  such  an 
outbreak.  One  word  I  may,  perhaps, 
be  allowed  to  say  on  the  other  side  of 
this  question.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  used  words  un- 
intentionally, no  doubt,  and  not  ex- 
pressing his  real  meaning,  but  which 
grated  upon  the  ears  of  many  of  us 
when  be  told  us  that  these  provisions 
or  some  such  provisions  should  be  ac- 
cepted lest  we  should  reap  the  conse- 
quences, because  the  dynamiters  and 
assassins  would  be  disappointed  and 
would  take  to  their  work  if  they  did  not 
get  this  Bill. 

The  CHIEF  SECEETARY  for  IEE- 
LAND  (Mr.  John  Mobley)  (Newcastle- 
on-Tyne) :  What  I  said  was  exactly  the 
contrary.  I  said  the  dynamiters  and 
assassins  will  be  delighted  if  you  reject 
the  Bill. 

Sir  henry  JAMES :  I  have  no 
wish  to  misquote  my  right  hon. 
Friend;  but  I  think  the  impression 
generally  produced  by  his  words  was 
that  we  were  told  to  prepare  for  the  con- 
sequences. I  think  I  am  right  in  stating 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  always 
said  that  we  have,  at  least,  consolation 
in  the  reflection  that  if  we  should  be 
giving  too  great  power  or  freedom  to 
the  National  Party  in  Ireland,  we  have 
always  the  strength  of  England  with 
its  Army  and  its  Navy  behind  us.  I 
would  ask  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Prime  Minister  to  consider  whether  it  is 
not  dangerous  to  ask  Members  of  this 
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House  to  be  careless  in  the  exercise  of 
their  legislative  functions,  because  if  they 
make  an  error  they  may  fall  back  upon 
force  of  arms?  It  is  possible  that 
recourse  to  arms  may  cause  the  em- 
ployment of  the  Forces  of  the  Queen 
against  her  most  loyal  subjects.  Is  it 
not  possible  that  that  may  be  so  when 
we  hear  of  a  rising  against  the  Queen's 
authority  ?  Never  would  there  be  a 
greater  calamity  to  a  country,  and  a 
greater  disaster  to  statesmen,  than  that 
which  would  occur  if  the  Queen's  troops 
should  have  to  fight  against  the  most  loyal 
of  her  subjects  in  Ireland.  Sir,  I  say  that 
this  view  ought  to  make  us  very  careful 
to  afPord  the  true  answer  to  such  possi- 
bilities by  making  a  strong  legislative 
enactment  here  for  the  protection  of  these 
minorities.  What  will  be  the  protection 
of  this  measure?  We  listened  to  the 
eloquent  words  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
who  predicted  a  future  when  a  minority 
representing  wealth,  landed  interest, 
position,  intelligence,  with  peace  re- 
stored in  Ireland,  would  return  to  their 
occupations,  and  exercise  again  the 
social  influences  they  had  previously 
possessed.  Let  us  hope  that  will  be  the 
result.  But  what  stability  would  such 
influeDces  possess  ?  Suppose  some  man 
prominent  among  his  fellows  should 
affect  the  imagination,  so  easily  affected, 
of  the  Irish  people,  should  earn  their 
gratitude,  and  gain  their  confidence, 
and  should  then  appeal  to  the  masses 
of  the  people  against  those  who  repre- 
sent the  social  position  and  power  and 
intelligence  of  the  country— [An  Home 
Bttle  Member  :  Say  in  England.] — re- 
presenting them  as  having  been  op- 
pressors and  opponents  of  every  true 
reform,  what  would  then  become  of 
those  social  influences  ?  They  would  be 
swept  away  as  easily  as  the  acrobat 
sweeps  away  the  flimsy  paper  from  be- 
fore the  hoop  through  which  he  jumps. 
What  defence  is  given  by  this  Bill — is 
it  legislative  defence — for  these  mino- 
rities ?  Why,  Sir,  the  only  defence  we 
can  find  lies  in  the  composition  of  the 
two  Bodies.  But  I  know  not  any  gua- 
rantee that  the  minority  will  procure  a 
majority  in  the  second  Body,  when  the 
landlords  have  been  bought  out,  or  those 
who  have  not  been  bought  out  have  left 
the  country.  I  am  not  sure  that  the 
national  influence  is  not  so  great  that 
it  would  command  a  majority  in  both 
Orders.     Even  if  not,  there  will  only  be 
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a  three  years*  veto.  At  the  end  of  three 
years  there  will  be  no  protection  by 
virtue  of  the  second  Order  having  the 
veto  power.  Well,  Sir,  what  protection 
do  we  get  by  virtue  of  the  Executive  ? 
The  Executive  is  to  be,  no  doubt,  still 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  primarily ;  but  he 
will  be  guided  by  the  Ministry  of  the 
majority;  the  Army  that  you  are  leaving 
in  Ireland  for  the  purposes  of  protection 
will,  unless  there  be  a  rebellion,  always 
act  under  the  control  of  the  Executive. 
The  police  will  actually  be  in  the  hands 
of  the  Executive  too.  If  you  turn  to  the 
Bill  you  will  see  that,  with  the  exception 
of  two  years,  in  the  case  of  the  Dublin 
Police,  the  Constabulary  from  the  very 
moment  the  appointed  day  arrives  will, 
no  doubt,  be  managed  by  the  Lord 
Lieutenant— [Mr.  Parnell:  Aided  by 
this  House.] — but  still  with  the  advice 
of  the  Executive ;  and  that  Oonstabulary 
need  not  exist  for  one  day  after  this  Act 
comes  into  operation.  There  is  every 
inducement  given  under  the  Bill  for 
boroughs  and  other  localities  to  have 
their  own  police.  Therefore,  you  leave 
the  police,  if  they  remain  at  all,  to  be 
governed  by  the  Executive.  The  Judges, 
too,  will  have  to  administer  the  law, 
and  they  may  be  made  elective  at 
once.  They  might  exist  under  any  con- 
ditions that  this  new  Parliament  chose 
to  impose.  Therefore,  in  the  use  you 
can  make  of  the  military,  in  the  action  of 
the  Judges  and  the  police,  there  will  be 
but  one  power  alone,  and  that  the  power 
of  the  majority,  represented  and  con- 
trolled by  the  Executive.  I  ask  the  House 
to  consider  do  they  find  here  any  protec- 
tion whatever  for  the  Loyal  minority? 
Sir,  I  feel  that  we  ought  almost  to  plead 
their  cause,  and  demand  that  they  should 
not  be  deserted  and  left  to  their  fate. 
We  ought  not  to  incur  the  risk  of  having 
to  appeal  to  military  force ;  and  we 
ought  now,  before  this  Bill  leaves  the 
House,  to  ascertain  where  those  sub- 
stantial safeguards  can  be  found,  without 
which  we  shall  not  be  doing  justice  to 
these  loyal  men  in  Ulster  and  elsewhere. 
We  cannot  forget  that  we  have  been  their 
friends  and  they  have  been  our  friends, 
and  we  ought  to  protect  them  now.  I 
now  come  to  the  consideration  whether 
this  measure  can  be  regarded  as  a  final 
measure — I  mean  in  the  sense  of  a  real 
settlement.  Hon.  Members  from  Ire- 
land have  stated  that  they  accept  it  as  a 
final  measure.   I  read  this  morning  that 
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a  oonspiouons  Liberal  Member  of  the 
House  has  stated  that  the  Leader  of  the 
Party  opposite  is  willing  to  accept  any- 
thing; but  we  have  to  ask  whether, 
even  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell)  is  willing  to  accept  anything, 
the  Lrish  nation  is  equally  willing  to 
accept  anything  ?  I  hope,  for  its  own 
sake,  it  is  not.  We  have  heard  it  said  that 
there  should  be  an  amnesty  for  the  past. 
But  there  is  none  of  us  who  has  not 
read,  not  only  the  statements  of  every 
prominent  Member  of  the  Nationalist 
Party  in  this  House,  but  the  statements 
of  eloquent  men  who  are  dead  and  eone, 
and  who  made  one  claim  for  Ireland, 
which  was  that  she  should  be  a  nation. 

Mb.  PAENELL  (Cork):  She  is  a 
nation. 

Sir  henry  JAMES:  If  she  be  a 
nation,  what  is  wanted  more  ?  I  under- 
stood that  the  claim  was  that  Ireland 
should  be  an  independent  nation  with 
its  own  Flag,  and  that  the  Flag  she 
wished  to  fight  under 

Me.  O'KELLY  (Roscommon,  N.) :  K 
we  have  to  fight. 

Sib  henry  JAMES  :  I  always  un- 
derstood that  that  Flag  was  to  be  some 
other  than  the  Flag  of  England.  Will 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  forgive  me, 
as  he  says  Ireland  is  a  nation,  if  I  ask 
him  whether  this  is  the  nation  which 
Irishmen  have  meant,  when  under  this 
Bill  her  Legislature  will  be  brought 
lower  than  that  of  any  Province  of  any 
Colony  of  the  Crown,  when  Ireland  will 
have  no  Flag,  no  Army,  no  Navy,  when 
she  cannot  deal  with  her  foreign  affairs, 
or  with  her  trade  and  commerce,  or  even 
protect  her  Coast?  I  cannot  believe 
that  the  Irish  nation  will  accept  this 
as  a  final  settlement.  That  this  will 
be  most  useful  to  them  as  a  vantage 
ground  from  which  they  can  wage 
meir  warfare  must  be  admitted.  That 
the  powers  that  lie  beneath  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork,  the  powers  that 
are  stronger  than  he,  the  powers  that, 
may  be,  will  rule  Ireland  will  accept 
this  measure  as  a  final  one  I  cannot 
for  one  moment  believe.  I  believe  that 
the  echoes  of  the  voices  of  the  dead 
would  mingle  with  the  voices  of  the 
living  in  protesting  against  this  Bill 
being  treated  as  the  final  result  of  the 
aspirations  of  Irishmen  to  form  one  of 
the  nations  of  the  earth.  It  may  meet 
the  opportunism  of  the  day  for  certain 
purposes,  but    can   never    satisfy  the 

VOL.  OCCV.    [third  series.] 


wishes  of  a  generous  people.  We 
hear  words  of  gratitude  for  this  mea- 
sure;  we  heard  words  applied  to  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minister, 
in  which  I  most  sincerely  concurred,  when 
hon.  Members  opposite  said  he  was  a 
statesman  who  had  acted  beneficently  to 
Ireland,  and  that  he  would  crown  a  public 
life  of  50  years  of  acts  of  justice  by  giving 
this  great  measure  to  Ireland.  Well, 
those  50  years  were  nearly  run  last 
November.  But  up  to  that  time  hon. 
Members  from  Ireland  never  used  one 
word  of  gratitude  to  him.  They  cer- 
tainly never  expressed  the  confidence 
in  the  Liberal  Party  which  they  profess 
now.  There  was  a  statement  signed  on 
November  28,  on  behalf  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork,  in  which  there  was 
an  expressed  request  that  no  votes  might 
be  given  to  the  followers  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  except  to  those  of  them 
who  had  given  proof  that  they  did  not 
belong  to  the  most  servile  and  venal 
herd  who  ever  answered  to  the  Whip 
of  the  Minister  or  to  the  mandate  of 
the  Caucus.  Probably  hon.  Members 
will  now  think  that  the  herd  was  not 
so  servile  as  they  thought  last  No- 
vember, and  that  the  mandate  does  not 
command  such  obedience  as  they  ex- 
pected. I  must  confess  that  I  would,  if 
I  could,  accept  the  faith  in  which  I  am 
told  I  ought  to  walk.  But,  unfortu- 
nately, when  I  call  for  that  faith  it  will 
not  come.  I  look  upon  the  sayings  of 
men  who  have,  been  dead  many  years 
as  if  they  were  the  sayings  of  to-day ; 
and  I  do  believe  their  object  and  aim — 
and  not  unreasonably — was  to  obtain  far 
more  than  this  measure  represents — to 
obtain,  in  fact,  total  separation.  We 
shall  give  unintentionally  an  oppor- 
tunity of  securing  that  separation  if 
we  now  pass  this  Bill.  Everyone  is  met 
with  an  argument  against  which  I 
protest.  It  is  an  argument  that,  whe- 
ther this  plan  be  a  bad  one,  we  who 
object  to  it  ought  to  say  what  is 
the  plan  which  we  would  substitute. 
That  throws  an  unfair  responsibility 
upon  each  and  every  Member  in  this 
House  that  he  ought  not  to  bear.  Speak- 
ing to  the  extent  to  which  a  person 
ought  to  speak,  I  would  say  that  there  is 
much  hope  yet  for  Ireland  within  the 
House  in  its  present  mood  and  with  its 
present  sense  of  justice  for  Ireland. 
Under  the  new  conditions  under  which 
we  exist,  with  the  new  power  exercised 
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by  the  Irish  Members  here,  I  would 
still  hope  that  without  this  great  depar- 
ture there  might  come  results  for  the 
better  goyemment  of  Ireland.  But 
against  this  argument  of  what  is  your 
alternative  plan  I  will  venture  to 
refer  to  what  occurred  some  200  years 
ago.  I  quote  this  incident  for  the  pur- 
pose of  showing  that  the  argument 
is  an  old  one,  and  has  been  tested 
before.  The  incident  arose  out  of  a  dis- 
cussion as  to  how  the  Army  of  the  King 
should  be  maintained  without  calling 
Parliament  together.  Clarendon  de- 
scribes what  occurred  as  follows :  — 

"  The  old  argument  *  that  there  could  be  no 
other  way  found  out  *  was  renewed,  and  urged 
with  more  earnestness  and  confidence,  and  that 
they  who  were  against  it  might  be  obliged  to 
offer  their  advice  what  other  course  should  be 
taken  ;  and  this  was  often  demanded  in  a  man- 
ner not  usual  in  that  place,  as  a  reproach  to  the 
persons.  His  Majesty  himself,  with  some  quick- 
ness, was  pleased  to  ask  the  Chancellor  what 
he  did  advise,  to  which  he  replied,  *  that  if  in 
truth  what  was  proposed  was  in  the  nature  of 
it  not  practicable,  or,  being  practised,  could  not 
attain  the  effects  proposeo,  it  ought  to  be  laid 
aside  that  men  might  unbiassedly  apply  their 
thoughts  to  find  out  some  other  expedient.'  " 

That  was  the  saying  of  Clarendon ;  and  I 
ask  now  if,  under  the  circumstances,  this 
Bill  having  been  introduced  into  this 
House,  necessarily  under  great  pressure 
and,  perhaps,  with  not  quite  that  con- 
sideration that  ought  to  have  been  given 
to  it,  and  if  the  Bill  should  be  found 
impracticable,  or  if  carried  into  effect 
would  not  attain  the  pbject  sought, 
would  it  not  be  wise  to  ''lay  it  aside 
that  men  might  unbiassedly  apply  their 
thoughts  to  find  out  some  other  ex- 
pedient?'' I  have  now  said  what  I 
nave  to  say  at  this  stage  of  the  Bill. 
I  have  purposely  avoided  dealing  with 
many  details  by  which  I  might  have 
shown  that  the  measure  was  unwork- 
able. I  am  aware  that  it  has  now 
become  a  trite  saying — everyone  says  it 
— that  we  have  come  to  a  parting  of  the 
ways,  and  must  make  our  choice.  So 
far  as  I  am  concerned,  there  were  two 
paths  open  to  me.  There  was  one  which 
offered  many  attractions  for  me.  My  old 
Colleagues  had  gathered  upon  it,  and 
although  their  language  has  somewhat 
changed  since  the  days  of  our  associa- 
tion, yet  I  think  I  could  have  recognized 
their  voices,  and  it  is  possible  a  word  or 
two  of  welcome  may  have  fallen  upon 
my  ear.  I  should,  too,  have  had  the  pri- 
vilege— to  me  the  great  privilege — of  fol- 
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lowing — ^with,  however,  an  unequal  step 
— a  Leader  whose  later  triumphs,  if  I 
am  not  permitted  to  say  I  have  shared, 
at  least  I  have  been  allowed  to  witness. 
But  I  had  to  look  beyond  these  induce- 
ments. I  had  to  look  to  what  this  path 
leads,  and,  as  far  as  my  erring  perception 
goes,  I  can  discover  that  it  leads  to 
nothing  except  confusion  and  chaos — 

"  Red  ruin,  and  the  hreaking  up  of  laws." 

So,  Sir,  I  have  turned  to  another 
path,  dark  and  uncertain,  I  admit,  and 
rendered  more  dangerous  and  difficult 
by  the  acts  of  men  who  ought  to  have 
guarded  it  more  carefully.  Yet  I  de- 
clare that,  through  the  shadow  that 
envelops  it,  men  who  have  venerated 
our  Constitution  may  trace  landmarks 
sufficient  to  guide  us  to  ends  and 
results  which  will  strengthen  yet  the 
power  of  a  people  and  maintain  un- 
touched the  Empire  of  our  Queen. 
The  secretary  of  STATE  for 

WAR  (Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNEBMAN)(Stir- 

liug,  &c.) :  It  is  not  an  easy  task  for 
anyone  to  undertake  to  follow  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  whose  lucid 
style  and  charm  of  manner  have  riveted 
the  attention  of  the  House ;  and  I  feel 
that,  as  I  am  imable  to  vie  with  him 
in  eloquence,  so  I  am  unable  to  deal 
with  the  first  part  of  the  arguments 
which  he  addressed  to  the  House.  I 
am  but  an  uninstructed  layman,  and 
unqualified  therefore  to  analyze  the  ela- 
borate Constitutional  argument  to  which 
we  have  listened.  But  there  were  one 
or  two  things  in  the  course  of  his  speech 
which  were,  at  any  rate,  within  the 
scope  of  my  comprehension,  and  whioh 
startled  me  not  a  little.  My  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  speaking  of  the 
unity  of  the  Empire,  laid  down  the  prin- 
ciple that  unity  of  law  was  essential  to 
the  unity  of  Empire  ;  and  tl^en  he  went 
on  to  state  this  as  a  fact,  to  which  he 
demanded  our  assent — that  there  was 
no  united  Empire  till  1800,  when  the 
Act  of  Union  was  passed. 

Sm  HENRY  JAMES  :  Will  my  right 
hon.  Friend  forgive  me?  I  said  no 
United  Kingdom. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL- BANNERMAN: 
Oh,  no;  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
was  speaking  entirely  of  a  united  Em- 
pire. If,  however,  he  said,  or  meant  to 
say,  United  Kingdom,  then  he  admits 
that  there  was  a  united  Empire  with 
separate  Parliaments.    I  do  not  know 
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whether  he  means  us  to  believe  that 
Ireland  in  1782  was  a  foreign  country. 
Then  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
went  on  to  speak  of  the  supremacy  of 
Parliament,  and  I  was  not  a  little  puzzled 
when  towards  the  end  of  his  speech  I  saw 
the  other  side  of  the  shield.  He  said 
that  if  the  Bill  becomes  ]aw  the  British 
Parliament  will  part  with  many  of  its 
powers,  will  be  shorn  of  its  dignity,  and 
will  no  longer  have  that  commanding 
authority  which  it  now  has.  These 
powers,  in  that  case,  we  may  assume, 
will  have  gone  to  somebody ;  but  when 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell) 
interrupted  and  said — *' Ireland  is  a  na- 
tion,** my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
said — **Are  you  content  to  take  this 
poor,  shrivelled,  and  degraded  Parlia- 
ment?" There  is  a  quart  of  wine 
somewhere,  and  it  is  going  to  be  put 
into  two  bottles,  and  in  the  two  bottles 
there  must  be  all  that  there  was  in  the 
original  bottle.  My  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  asked  us  to  seek  the 
assistance  of  high,  legal  minds  upon  the 
subject.  I  am  able  to  reassure  him 
upon  this  point.  We  have  had  the  best 
legal  advice  we  could  obtain  since  we 
lost  the  advantage  of  getting  the  advice 
of  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend; 
and  we  are  assured  that  the  supremacy 
of  Parliament  is  adequately  maintained 
by  this  Bill.  Then  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  spoke  of  the  terrible 
future  awaiting  the  minority  in  Ireland. 
He  conjured  up  a  frightful  picture, 
showing  that  all  the  lower  classes  would 
rise  against  the  minority  and  sweep  them 
from  the  country.  But  why  should  that 
not  happen  in  England?  On  a  point 
like  this  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  meet 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  on 
equal  terms,  because  we  are  not  pro- 
ceeding on  the  same  foundation  at  all. 
I  decline  to  proceed,  and  we  have  never 
professed  that  we  have  proceeded,  in 
this  legislation  on  the  expectation  that 
the  Irish  people  will  exhibit  none  of  the 
virtues  and  all  the  vices  of  the  human 
race.  We  do  not  believe  that  the  mo- 
ment they  are  left  to  themselves  they 
will  be  guilty  of  all  those  enormities  to 
which  reference  has  been  made.  If, 
unfortunately,  there  exists  in  that 
country  hostility  and  jealousy  be- 
tween different  classes  and  creeds,  I 
venture  to  say  that  that  is  due,  not 
to  the  Irish  people,  but  to  the  system 
imder  which  they  have  been  governed. 


My  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  has 
not  departed  in  a  great  part  of  his  speech 
from  that  which  has  been  a  peculiarity  in 
all  these  debates.  It  is  this.  Little  or 
nothing  has  been  said  by  the  opponents 
of  the  Bill  against  its  main  object  and 
principle.  The  youngest  Member  of  the 
House  knows  what  are  the  different 
stages  of  a  Bill.  The  Motion  for  intro- 
duction only  raises  the  question  whether 
the  Bill  is  deserving  of  the  consideration 
of  the  House  ;  the  second  reading  deals 
with  the  principle  of  the  Bill;  and  in 
Committee  the  particular  method  in 
which  the  principle  is  to  be  applied  is 
decided.  But  in  the  present  instance 
this  order  has  been  inverted  from  the 
first.  On  the  Motion  for  leave  to  in- 
troduce the  Bill,  we  had  a  debate  turning 
wholly  on  the  provisions  contained  in 
particular  clauses;  and,  therefore,  it  is 
not  surprising  now  we  have  come  near 
to  the  legitimate  time  for  discussing  de- 
tails that  the  same  course  should  be 
pursued.  While  this  is  true,  there  never 
was  a  case  in  which  the  transcendant 
importance  of  the  main  object  of  a  Bill 
so  completely  absorbed  the  details  as 
in  this  case.  It  is  not  too  much  to 
say  that  the  fact  that  the  responsible 
Government  of  the  Queen  has  proposed 
to  Parliament  the  establishment  of  a 
statutory  Parliament  in  Ireland,  with  full 
control  of  Irish  affairs,  is  the  gravest  and 
most  startling  event  in  the  political  life  of 
any  man  among  us.  [  A  laugh.  ]  There  is 
an  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  who  laughs. 
Does  he  think  it  is  with  a  light  heart  and 
in  a  wanton  spirit  this  thing  has  been  un- 
dertaken ?  Why,  Sir,  it  is  a  totally  new 
departure,  the  supreme  importance  of 
which  I  should  be  the  last  man  in  the 
world  to  underrate.  But  could  it  have 
been  imagined  or  conceived  that  when 
it  came  to  be  proposed  it  would  be  met, 
not  on  the  ground  that  it  is  not  the  right 
thing  to  do,  but  because  it  is  done  under 
wrong  conditions  and  in  a  wrong  way  ? 
I  am,  of  course,  aware — I  do  not  ignore 
the  fact — that  there  are  many  Members 
in  the  House,  and  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  who  object  to  any  large  exten- 
sion of  Home  Eule  to  Ireland.  They 
constitute  the  first  class  of  opponents  to 
the  Bill.  A  second  class  are  those  who 
are  opposed  to  this  scheme  because  they 
have  rival  schemes  of  their  own.  And 
a  third  class  are  those  who  are  ready  to 
approve  the  main  purpose  and  intention 
of  the  Bill,  but  who  yet  object  strongly 
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to  certain  points  in  it  which  they  find  to 
be  contrary  to  some  necessary  principle 
in  politics.  What  I  wish  to  point  out  is 
that  the  first  two  classes  are  fighting 
almost  exclusively  under  the  shield  and 
with  the  weapons  of  the  third.  We 
hear  little  even  from  the  Benches  oppo- 
site of  irreconcilable  hostility  to  Home 
Hule ;  we  have  not  heard  a  syllable  to 
that  effect  from  any  authoritative  source 
on  that  side.  The  rival  schemes,  so  far  as 
they  were  disclosed,  have  been  summarily 
withdrawn  from  our  notice ;  and  it  is  the 
details  of  this  scheme  which  engage  all 
the  ingenuity  and,  in  some  cases,  the 
animosity  of  those  who  object  to  our 
proposal.  What  a  testimony  is  this, 
as  it  seems  to  me,  to  the  essential 
soundness  of  its  basis,  and  to  the  ex- 
tent to  which  the  conscience  and  in- 
stincts of  the  nation  have  been  moved 
by  the  demands  of  the  Irish  people! 
But  my  noble  Friend  behind  me,  in 
moving  the  rejection  of  the  Bill,  justified 
his  dwelling  upon  details.  He  said  that 
the  essence  of  this  question — ^whether  it 
is  wise  and  politic  to  grant  a  Legislative 
Body  to  Ireland — ^lies  in  those  details ; 
and  in  illustration  he  dwelt  upon  the 
difficulties  attending  the  retention  or 
non-retention  of  Irish  Members  in  this 
House.  I  should  prefer  to  invert  the 
practice  followed  by  the  noble  Lord, 
and,  instead  of  arguing  from  the  ques- 
tion of  the  exclusion  or  inclusion  of  Irish 
Members  down  to  the  wants  of  Ireland, 
I  will  endeavour  to  argue  from  the 
condition  and  wants  of  Ireland  and 
the  necessities  of  Irish  government  up 
to  such  questions  as  the  inclusion  or  ex- 
clusion of  Irish  Members,  the  difficulties 
of  which,  of  course,  I  admit.  I  would 
not  commence  to  build  from  the  de- 
tails down  to  the  foundation ;  but  I 
should  prefer  to  lay  the  foundation, 
and  on  that  to  build  upwards  to  the 
details.  I  make  bold  to  say  that  if 
this  course  is  followed,  if  we  consider 
the  real  condition  of  Ireland  and  of  Irish 
opinion,  and  start  from  a  few  deductions 
immediately  drawn  from  those  con- 
siderations, we  shall  be  brought  inevit- 
ably and  without  escape  to  the  conclu- 
sion which  is  embodied  in  the  Bill.  I 
do  not  found  myself  on  my  experience 
as  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  because 
it  lasted  too  short  a  time  to  enable  me 
to  speak  with  direct  personal  authority 
of  any  weight ;  but  at  least  the  know- 
ledge I  gained  enables  me  to  judge  of 
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the  value  of  subsequent  events.  I  may 
be  allowed  to  say  that  while  I  was  at  the 
Irish  Office  things  were  sufficiently  critical 
and  anxious  to  let  me  see  the  real  dangers 
and  difficulties  of  our  position,  while,  at 
the  same  time,  there  was  not  such  an 
extent  of  disorder  as  to  disturb  my  im-> 
partiality  or  equanimity.  In  this  House, 
during  the  time  I  was  Chief  Secretary, 
although  there  was  occasionally  an  out- 
burst of  extreme  intensity  of  spirit  on 
the  part  of  hon.  Members  opposite,  yet 
they  treated  both  the  House  and  myself 
at  that  time  with  comparative  forbear- 
ance. But  between  June  last,  when  our 
responsibility  ceased,  and  the  end  of  the 
year,  two  events  of  great  importance 
occurred  which  go  completely  to  the  root 
of  this  matter.'  The  first  of  these  was 
the  course  taken  by  the  late  Gt>vernment 
in  renouncing  any  intention  of  renewing 
any  part  of  the  Crimes  Act  or  furnishing 
any  substitute  for  it.  I  admit  at  once 
that  that  step  would  have  been  justified, 
and  amply  justified,  if  it  had  been  part 
of  an  intelligent  and  consistent  policy. 
In  that  case  it  would  have  been  the  ex- 
pression of  their  conviction  of  the  futility 
of  all  the  efforts  we  had  been  making 
for  a  great  number  of  years  to  check 
by  penal  restrictions  the  growth  of  na- 
tional feeling  in  Ireland.  But  if  that 
had  been  their  motive,  and  if  it  had 
been  on  that  account  that  they  departed 
from  the  old  course  of  policy,  of  course 
they  would  have  gone  further,  and  they 
would  have  done  that  which  we  are  now 
endeavouring  to  do — they,  'too,  would 
have  endeavoured  by  satisfying  the  de- 
mands of  Irishmen  to  enlist  them  on  the 
side  of  order  and  of  the  good  govern- 
ment of  Ireland,  and  on  the  side  of  con- 
cord and  amity  between  the  peoples  of 
the  two  Islands.  But  they  did  nothing 
of  the  kind.  They  allowed  things  to 
drift  until  at  last  our  rule  in  Ireland, 
which  had  been  disliked,  came  to  be 
despised  as  well  as  disliked,  and  the 
government  of  the  country  got  alto- 
gether out  of  hand.  There  is  another 
respect  in  which  the  action  of  the  late 
Government  last  summer  has  had  an 
influeoce  upon  this  matter.  Not  only 
did  they  disturb,  without  resettling,  the 
ordinary  course  of  government,  but  by 
their  conduct  they  really  made  it  well- 
nigh  impossible,  even  if  it  were  de- 
sirable, at  any  time  to  re-enter  upon  a 
course  of  coercion.  It  has  been  urged 
in  reply  to  snoh  a  statement — and  I  was 
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astonished  to  hear  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Paddington  (Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill)  use  the  argument  in  the  pre- 
vious debate — that  this  must  be  sheer 
nonsense,  because  in  1880  a  Liberal 
Government  allowed  a  Coercion  Act  to 
lapse,  and  since  then  we  have  had  two 
Coeroion  Bills  passed  into  law.  A  good 
deal  might  be  said  as  to  the  circum- 
stances of  each  case  and  the  nature  of 
the  individual  Acts ;  but  I  need  not  enter 
upon  the  merits  of  the  cases,  because 
this  argument  implies  a  total  inability  or 
failure  to  appreciate  the  real  significance 
of  what  occurred.  The  real  significance 
of  what  occurred  rested,  not  upon  the  na- 
ture of  the  Acts  which  were  allowed  to 
lapse,  but  upon  the  persons  and  the 
Party  who  allowed  them  to  lapse.  We, 
the  Liberals,  are  often  accused  of  not 
acting  consistently  with  our  principles, 
and  sometimes  even  we  are  told  we  are 
not  sincere  in  our  professions.  At  least, 
there  is  no  doubt  what  those  principles 
and  those  professions  are.  Their  very 
basis  is  this,  that  we  recognize  to  the 
fullest  degree  individual  rights,  the 
rights  of  free  discussion  and  of  a  free 
Press,  and  every  time  we  are  par- 
ties to  the  bringing  in  of  a  Coercion 
Bill  we  appreciate  the  fact,  however 
much  we  may  justify  ourselves,  that  we 
are  infringing  our  political  principles ; 
and  it  is  naturally  to  be  expected  that 
when  opportunity  offers  we  should  seize 
it  to  return  to  our  natural  course  and  to 
abandon  that  which  is  most  exceptional. 
But  in  this  case  it  was  not  the  Party  on 
this  side  of  the  House;  it  was  the  Party 
of  order,  the  Party  most  opposed  to 
licence,  the  Party  of  property,  the  land- 
lords' J?arty,  the  Party  of  the  so-called 
liOyalists  in  Ireland — I  do  not  admit 
their  exclusive  right  to  any  one  of  these 
designations,  I  merely  use  them  because 
they  assume  them  to  themselves  —  it 
was  they  who,  without  hesitation,  who, 
without  time  for  inquiry,  on  the  eve 
of  a  General  Election,  ostentatiously 
abandoned  and  effusively  denounced 
certain  measures  of  coercion  which  had 
been  enacted  and  maintained  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  the  very  interests 
they  professed  to  regard  as  most  sacred. 
This  is  what  constituted  the  significance 
of  what  occurred.  I  venture  to  say  that 
after  these  circumstances  it  will  be  very 
difficult  to  persuade  Members  on  this 
side  of  the  House  to  listen  again  to  the 
protests  that  come  to  them  of  the  neces- 


sity for  coercive  legislation.  I  said 
that  there  was  a  second  event  in  the 
course  of  last  year  which  materially 
affected  this  whole  matter — ^I  refer  to 
the  issue  of  the  General  Election.  It  had 
the  effect  of  clinching  and  completing 
and  ratifying,  by  the  seal  of  the  na- 
tional judgment,  the  evidence  which  had 
been  furnished  during  many  months,  in 
a  more  scattered  and  less  direct  way,  of  a 
growing  spirit  of  hostility  to  our  rule  in 
Ireland.  For  many  months  before  that 
time  all  those  sources  to  which  we  look 
for  information  as  to  popular  feeling — ; 
elective  bodies,  great  and  small,  repre- 
sentative of  popular  feeling — had  been 
becoming  in  an  increased  de^ee  na- 
tional in  sentiment,  and  determinedly  in 
favour  of  intrusting  government  in  Irish 
matters  exclusively  to  Irishmen  in  Ire- 
land. I  can  find  nothing  in  our  political 
principles  on  this  side  of  the  House,  or 
even  on  that  side  of  the  House,  where 
hon.  Members  are  often  liberal  without 
knowing  it  in  these  matters,  to  justify 
our  disregard  of  such  an  expression  of 
opinion  as  this.  I  know  it  is  said  that 
the  result  of  the  General  Election  was 
largely  due  to  intimidation.  Well,  no 
doubt  there  was  intimidation  in  some 
cases;  but  surely  the  argument  falls 
to  the  ground  when  we  find  that  the 
results  in  parts  of  the  country  where 
there  is  no  question  of  intimidation — 
in  large  cities  and  in  counties— -corre- 
spond almost  exactly  with  those  which 
were  obtained  in  the  districts  in  which 
it  is  said  intimidation  was  used.  Now, 
Sir,  I  have  said  that  there  is  and  has 
been  this  popular  feeling  in  Ireland  ex- 
tending gradually  and  steadily  against 
our  rule;  and  it  is  this  spirit  which  con- 
stitutes the  difficulty  of  government  in 
Ireland.  Let  not  the  House  think  that 
it  has  anything  whatever  to  do  with 
crime  and  disorder.  Crime  and  disorder 
you  can  deal  with,  not  so  easily  now  as  a 
few  months  ago.  Conceivably,  you  can 
deal  with  it  by  strengthening  the  law ; 
but  no  strengthening  of  legal  powers, 
no  exercise  of  law,  whether  exceptional 
or  ordinary,  can  operate  in  check  of  a 
growing  national  feeling  such  as  this. 
If  you  try  to  check  it  you  will  pro- 
bably do  nothing  but  exasperate  it  and 
make  it  stronger.  And  when,  in  addi- 
tion to  all  this,  on  looking  closely  into 
what  the  object  of  this  national  sen- 
timent is,  we  find  that  there  is  nothing 
in  it  mischievous  or  unreasonable,  and 
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that  the  object  it  has  in  view — which  is 
the  self-government  of  Ireland — is  one 
which  is  in  conformity  with  equity, 
reason,  and  common  sense,  I  say  we 
are  called  upon  to  go  a  step  further, 
and,  when  we  find  our  difficulty  arising 
from  this  source,  we  ought  to  try  whe- 
ther by  yielding  to  the  wishes  of  the 
Irish  people  we  may  not  take  the  shortest 
way  to  bring  quiet  and  good  govern- 
ment to  that  country.  When,  after  the 
events  to  which  I  have  referred,  we  had 
to  undertake  the  duty  of  governing  Ire- 
land there  were,  practically,  two  courses 
we  might  have  followed.  We  might,  on 
the  one  hand,  have  adopted  the  latest 
policy  of  our  Predecessors  and  sup- 
pressed the  National  League.  Well,  on 
that  I  have  one  homely  observation  to 
make,  and  it  is  this— that  the  suppres- 
sion of  the  National  League  is  easier 
said  than  done.  I  have  my  doubts  whe- 
ther the  late  Government  had  any  de- 
finite idea  of  how  they  would  carry  out 
this  policy  of  suppression.  It  is  not  of 
much  consequence,  because  they  knew 
very  well  that  they  would  never  be 
called  upon  to  do  it.  At  the  time  the 
annoimcement  was  made  the  shears  of 
destiny  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Jesse 
Ceilings  were  ready,  and  they  knew 
that  those  shears  in  a  day  or  two  would 
slit  their  thin  -  spun  political  life. 
But  has  the  House  considered  what  is 
meant  by  the  undertaking  to  suppress 
the  National  League?  It  means  that 
you  are  to  go  a  step  far  in  advance  of 
anything  you  have  recently  done  in  the 
way  of  penal  legislatien.  Under  the 
late  Liberal  Government  two  Coercion 
Bills,  so  called,  were  passed  into  law. 
The  first  was  directed  against  the  perpe- 
trators of  outrages;  we  were  told  that 
if  a  few  evilly-disposed  persons  in  cer- 
tain localities  were  imprisoned,  outrages 
would  cease.  The  second  was  aimed 
against  secret  societies  which  fomented 
and  planned  crime,  and  it  gave  facilities 
for  the  detection  and  punishment  of  crimi- 
nals. I  need  not  inquire  whether  either 
of  those  laws  succeeded  in  the  object  for 
which  they  were  designed ;  all  I  wish  to 
point  out  is  that  both  were  intended  to 
deal  with  crime  and  with  crime  alone. 
But  when  you  undertake  to  suppress  the 
National  League  you  leave  crime  and 
you  attack  political  opinion.  I  am  no 
friend,  or  admirer,  or  apologist  of  the 
National  League.  No  one  more  than  I 
has    condemned   what  has    been   said 
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and  done  in  its  name,  and  by  its 
members.  But  whatever  may  be  its 
faults,  and  even  supposing  it  is  asso- 
ciated with  that  great  system  of  intimi- 
dation which  at  times  has  reached  such 
fearful  development — even  granting  all 
that,  it  is  in  its  essence  a  political  asso- 
ciation. And  if  you  undertake  to  enter  on 
this  course  you  must  first  of  all  break  up 
this  great  political  association,  and  then 
the  smaller  political  societies  which,  no 
doubt,  will  succeed  it.  You  must  sup- 
press political  newspapers ;  and  I  know 
nothing  so  likely  to  be  done  or  so  neces- 
sary to  be  done  if  this  course  is  followed. 
You  must  stifle  as  far  as  you  can  poli- 
tical discussion;  and  when  this  is  the 
result  of  the  course  you  are  invited  to 
enter  upon,  I  ask  the  House,  not  whe- 
ther it  is  a  good,  a  safe,  or  a  sound 
policy,  b.ut  whether  it  is  a  practicable 
policy?  Let  me  add  that  if  we  once 
undertake  it.  of  this  at  least  I  am  cer- 
tain— and  I  can  quote  my  Irish  expe- 
rience here — that  it  will  not  do  for  us  to 
look  forward  to  two  or  three  years  as 
the  limit  of  it.  It  will  be  of  no  use 
even  for  its  own  miserable  purpose  un- 
less you  sustain  it  without  break  or 
wavering  or  hesitation  over  a  long  period 
of  years.  I  do  not  say  whether  ^at  is 
a  good  thing  to  do.  I  simply  ask 
whether  it  is  a  practicable  thing  to 
do;  and  if  it  was  ever  practicable 
before  is  it  practicable  now,  with  a 
new  House  of  Commons  which  is  more 
thoroughly  imbued,  because  more  di- 
rectly inspired,  by  the  democratic  ele- 
ment ?  As  I  dismiss  this  policy  as  im- 
practicable, I  naturally  turn  to  the 
alternative,  and  that  is  that  we  must 
give  to  the  Irish  people,  in  one  form  or 
another,  the  self-government  they  desire. 
I  admit  that  in  view  of  the  immense  re- 
sponsibilities of  such  a  change  of  atti- 
tude and  the  dangers  and  difficulties  that 
attend  it — I  admit  that  there  is  great 
room  for  hesitation  and  even  for  vacilla- 
tion of  opinion.  I  am  not  ashamed  to 
confess  that  my  opinion  on  the  subject 
has  fluctuated.  I  would  go  further,  and 
say  that  I  have  nothing  but  surprise, 
verging  on  pity,  for  any  man  tolerably 
well  informed  of  the  difficulties  of  Irish 
Government  who  was  ready  comfortably 
to  settle  himself  down  at  once  to  a  con- 
clusion on  this  matter  without  having 
gone  through  many  changes  and  modi- 
fications of  opinion  according  as  one 
side  of  this  question  or  another  pre- 
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sented  itself  most  forcibly  to  his  yiew. 
For  myself,  I  clung  long  to  the  idea  that 
even  if  a  domestic  GoTernment  on  a  large 
scale  for  Ireland  must  ultimately  be 
given — and  I  have  long  been  of  that 
opinion — for  the  present,  at  least,  we 
should  content  ourselves  with  laying  a 
solid  substructure  in  the  shape  of  a  tho- 
roughly comprehensive  system  of  local 
representative  government.  But  this 
and  all  the  intermediate  ideas  of  District 
and  Provincial  Councils  have  been  swept 
away.  We  cannot  wait  for  tbem.  They 
fail  to  satisfy  and  meet  the  first  require- 
ment of  the  case,  which  is  that  what- 
ever you  do  you  must  satisfy  the  national 
sentiment  of  Ireland.  Nothing  short 
of  a  Central  Council  of  some  sort  can 
satisfy  that  national  sentiment;  and 
xuitil  you  have  satisfied  it,  the  creation 
of  any  smaller  Boards,  such  as  I  spoke  of, 
would  only  furnish  new  scenes  and  new 
instruments  for  further  Nationalist  e£Port 
and  agitation.  Besides,  I  wish  to  point 
out  this — because  some  people  are  en- 
amoured of  these  ideas — that  such 
smaller  Bodies  would  actually  involve 
greater  danger  to  the  rights  of  mino- 
rities than  a  larger  Body  in  Dublin. 
I  will  take  at  once  the  most  ticklish 
question  of  all — the  religious  question. 
Eears  have  been  expressed,  with  which 
I  have  no  sympathy,  that  under  the 
operation  of  this  Bill,  if  it  becomes  law, 
the  Protestant  minority  will  be  at  the 
mercy  of  the  Eoman  Catholic  majority, 
which,  of  course,  means  that  the  Roman 
Catholic  majorily  are  going  to  oppress 
the  Protestant  minority.  I  do  not  be- 
lieve it.  I  refuse  to  believe  that  Ireland 
is  to  be  the  one  exception  to  all  the  free 
nations  of  Europe  in  which  minorities 
of  one  religion  enjoy  perfect  toleration 
and  undisturbed  freedom  of  action  side 
by  side  with  rival  majorities.  There  is 
no  instance  that  I  know  of  comparable 
with  that  which  is  conj  ured  up  in  Ireland, 
where  we  are  expected  to  believe  that 
alone  in  the  whole  of  Europe  two  great 
sections  of  the  Christian  Church  will 
be  unable  to  deal  on  equal  terms 
with  the  administration  of  their  com- 
mon affairs.  I  need  not  answer  those 
fears;  but  if  I  admit,  for  the  sake 
of  argument,  that  the  fears  are  well 
grounded,  there  is  one  question  above 
all  others  to  which  they  apply,  and  that 
is  the  question  of  education.  Yet  the 
first  subject  which  by  common  consent 
is  included  in  every  sdieme  I  have  seen 


for  Provincial,  District,  or  similar  Admi- 
nistrative Bodies  is  that  of  education, 
which  is  absolutely  handed  over  to  their 
disposal.  Now,  I  would  ask  the  House, 
supposing  there  is  this  danger  to  the 
religious  minbrity,  whether  the  Pro- 
testant minority,  say,  in  the  Province 
of  Munster,  would  be  safer  as  regards 
its  rights  in  connection  with  educa- 
tion if  they  were  handed  over  bodily 
to  a  Munster  Couticil  than  they  would 
be  if  they  were  dealt  with  by  a  great 
statutory  Parliament  sitting  in  Dublin 
representing  all  the  parts  and  all  the  inte- 
rests of  Ireland  in  due  proportion,  acting 
under  the  eye  of  the  world,  acting  also 
under  a  sense  of  direct  responsibility, 
and,  I  will  add,  of  the  dignity  attached 
to  a  great  national  Body?  Then  the 
question  arises  as  to  a  Central  Body, 
is  it  to  be  purely  administrative  or  must 
it  be  legislative  as  well?  In  my 
opinion,  imdoubtedly,  it  must  be  both, 
and  I  will  adduce  only  two  reasons 
which  might  be  urged  in  support  of  that 
contention.  If  the  functions  were  ad- 
ministrative only,  I  fail  to  see  how  that 
could  be  a  practical  solution  of  the  diffi- 
culty, because  let  us  consider  for  a 
moment  what  the  ordinary  course  of  our 
affairs  is.  This  Parliament  enacts  a  law 
affecting  some  local  question — the  ques- 
tion of  local  government,  for  instance. 
But  when  we  have  passed  a  law  confer- 
ring certain  powers  on  Local  Autho- 
rities, we  do  not  turn  our  back  on  the 
whole  subject  and  show  no  interest  in  it. 
We  set  up  a  Government  Department 
to  see  that  the  Local  Authorities  do 
their  duty,  and  that  the  intentions  of 
Parliament  are  properly  carried  out,  and 
also  to  keep  us  informed  with  regard 
to  any  changes  that  may  be  required. 
That  Government  Department  has  a 
Bepresentative  in  this  House,  so  that  it 
is  directly  responsible  to  the  very  Body 
that  legislates  on  the  subject  with  which 
it  deals.  Now,  it  is  supposed  that  we 
are  still  to  legislate  on  Irish  subjects, 
that  the  Castle  and  all  the  Offices  are  to 
be  swept  away,  that  the  administration 
of  the  Acts  of  Parliament  which  we  have 
passed  here  is  to  be  intrusted  to  an 
elective  Representative  Body  on  the  other 
side,  over  which  we  should  have  no  con- 
trol whatever,  which  would  have  no  Re- 
presentative here — necessarily  no  official 
Representative — and,  in  fact,  the  whole 
matter  would  pass  entirely  out  of  our 
hands.      Thus    in    an     administrative 
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point  of  view,  the  proposal  seems  to 
stand  condemned.  Then  I  turn  to  the 
other  point  of  view.  What  would  be 
the  position  of  the  Executive?  The 
Executive  in  Ireland  would  be  appointed 
as  other  Ministers  are  from  this  JParlia- 
ment ;  it  would  have  no  relations  with, 
it  would  not  be  responsible  in  any  way 
to,  the  Administrative  Body  in  Dublin. 
Tou  would  have  this  great  Adminis- 
trative Body  in  Dublin  claiming,  and 
most  justly,  to  speak  in  the  name  of  the 
Irish  people,  and,  side  by  side  with  it, 
you  would  have  the  shivering  Executive 
responsible  for  law  and  order  and  the 
administration  of  justice,  and  all  the 
thorny,  critical  subjects  that  would  be 
likely  to  arise.  You  would,  in  fact,  have 
two  Authorities,  the  one  the  Executive 
that  would  be  distrusted  by  the  Irish 
people,  the  other  which  would  attract 
the  confidence  of  the  Irish  people,  and 
you  would  invite  the  first  to  govern  the 
country  in  presence  of  the  second.  Then 
the  Irish  Secretary  would  have  to  come 
here  and  meet  the  Irish  Members.  In 
the  days  when  I  held  the  post  now 
filled  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  and  had  to  answer  the  questions 
raised  by  any  Irish  Member  in  this 
House,  the  task  was  difficult  enough ; 
but,  at  all  events,  an  Irish  Member 
could  speak  only  in  the  name  of  his  con- 
stituents; but  henceforward  they  would 
come  to  speak  in  the  name  of  this  great 
National  Council,  which  might  have 
passed  a  Eesolution  on  that  very  sub- 
ject. I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  such 
a  state  of  things  would  be  impossible, 
that  the  position  would  be  intolerable ; 
and  therefore  I  come  to  the  conclusion 
that,  both  in  the  interests  of  adminis- 
tration and  of  the  responsibility  of 
the  Legislative  Body,  and  also  from 
the  point  of  view  of  the  Executive, 
the  Assembly  in  Dublin  must  have 
legislative  as  well  as  administrative 
powers,  that  it  must  appoint  the  Exe- 
cutive in  Ireland,  and  that  the  Exe- 
cutive in  Ireland  must  be  responsible 
to  it.  That  is  the  way  —  the  plain 
and  unvarnished  way  —  in  which  I 
build  up  my  scaffolding,  on  which 
the  proposal  contained  in  this  Bill 
rests.  I  cannot  myself  see  any  escape 
from  the  arguments  which  I  have 
addressed  to  the  House.  [^Laaghter 
front  the  Opposition,'}  Of  course,  hon. 
Members  opposite  do  not  agree  in  that; 
but  knowing  something,  after  all,  of 
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the  subject,  I  cannot  see  how  you  can 
escape  from  the  irresistible  and  irre- 
fragable line  of  argument  that  leads 
you  to  the  establishment  of  a  statutory 
Parliament  with  all  these  powers  in 
Dublin.  Hitherto  my  observations, 
whatever  may  have  been  their  short- 
comings, have  had  at  least  one  merit — 
that  I  have  made  a  genuine  second 
reading  speech,  and  therefore  I  have 
not  committed  the  error  that  I  have 
attributed  to  others ;  but  I  am  now 
obliged  to  notice  one  point  which  is  re- 
garded by  many  persons  as  of  the 
utmost  importance — ^I  mean  the  ques- 
tion of  the  retention  or  non -retention  of 
the  Irish  Members  in  this  House.  Let 
me,  however,  in  order  to  be  quite  clear, 
say  again  that  what  I  have  enunciated 
is  the  cardinal  principle  of  the  Bill — 
namely,  the  policy  of  establishing  a 
Legislative  Body  in  Ireland  which  d^all 
have  legislative  as  well  as  administra- 
tive functions,  and  on  which  the  Irish 
Executive  shall  rest.  That,  I  think,  is 
a  pretty  accurate  definition  of  the  car- 
dinal principle  of  the  Bill,  and  any 
arrangement  that  may  be  made  as  to 
Irish  representation  here  must  be  con- 
sistent with  that  principle.  Now,  my 
belief  is  that  the  main  proposal  of  the 
Bill  has  the  cordial  support  of  the  great 
majority  of  the  House.  It  has  now 
come,  not  to  be  a  mere  vague  idea  of 
something  in  the  nature  of  Home  Kule 
or  self-government,  but  I  think  that  the 
definite  proposal  which  I  have  described 
has  attracted  to  itself  the  support  of  the 
great  majority  of  the  Members  of  this 
House.  [**No!"  from  the  Opposition.'] 
Well,  on  this  side  of  the  House.  There 
may  be  one  quarter  of  the  House  in 
which  it  does  not.  Well,  if  that  be  so, 
I  would  ask  the  House— and  I  would 
especially  ask  those  behind  me — this 
question.  Can  anything  be  conceived 
so  deplorable,  reaching  almost  to  the 
dimensions  of  a  public  calamity,  as  a 
failure  to  give  legislative  effect  to  the 
principle,  seeing  that  we  have  come  to 
that  state  of  agreement  upon  it,  simply 
because  we  cannot  in  some  way  or  other 
arrange  this  question  of  Irish  repre- 
sentation ?  Let  such  an  expression  as  I 
have  used  in  regard  to  its  being  a  public 
calamity  be  taken  as  the  measure  of  the 
desire  of  the  Government  to  meet,  in 
the  most  friendly  spirit,  the  views  on 
that  point  of  all  the  most  earnest  friends 
of  this  general  principle.    The  provision 
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in  the  Bill  as  it  stands  is  that  Irish 
Members  should  cease  to  come  here, 
except  in  the  case  of  a  proposal,  and 
then  only  in  the  case  of  a  contested  pro- 
posal, to  alter  the  Statute  creating  the 
Irish  Legislature,  and  then  for  the  pur- 
pose of  discussion  on  that  proposal  they 
would  be  reinstated  in  this  House.  Now, 
speaking  on  Monday  in  the  House,  my 
right  hon.  Friend  laid  down  this  as  the 
first  condition  to  be  observed  in  this 
matter — that  the  Parliamentary  tradi- 
tions of  this  House  should  not  be  broken 
up  or  confusion  introduced  into  its 
working.  I  must  say  at  once  that,  as 
far  as  I  can  see,  this  condition  is  hardly 
reconcilable  with  one  of  the  proposals 
sometimes  made,  that  all  Irish  Mem- 
bers should  obtain  full  representation, 
both  in  point  of  numbers  and  in  other 
respects.  If  my  observations  on  this 
matter  should  be  somewhat  obvious  and 
elementary,  as  I  am  afraid  they  may  be, 
let  me  offer  as  my  excuse  that  it  often 
happens  that  anything  that  is  very  ob- 
vious is  lost  sight  of  altogether.  I  put 
aside  at  present  the  question  of  the  num- 
bers in  which  the  Irish  Members  should 
come,  because  I  conceive  there  would  be 
a  great  difficulty  in  the  way  of  any 
diminution  of  the  number.  If  Ireland 
had  a  claim  to  be  heard  on  any  subject 
she  would  have  a  claim  to  be  heard  with 
a  full  voice  ;  and  it  seems,  to  say  the 
least,  to  be  an  odd  arrangement  to  say 
that  because  half  the  subjects  brought 
before  the  House  do  not  concern  them 
they  are  only  to  have  half  their  proper 
weight  upon  those  which  do  concern 
them.  Even  if  the  numbers  were  re- 
duced, the  difficulty  which  I  am  going 
to  state  would  arise.  Let  it  be  remem- 
bered, also,  that  the  House  of  Commons 
is  not  a  mere  place  for  making  speeches, 
or  carrying  on  discussions,  or  passing  laws. 
This  is  a  House  on  the  support  of  a  majo- 
rity of  which  depends  the  Government  of 
this  country.  That  man  in  this  country 
is  Prime  Minister  who  is  supported  by 
the  majority  of  votes  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  Be  it  good  or  bad,  that  is 
our  system  of  government.  It  is  dif- 
ferent in  some  other  countries.  There 
are  countries  in  which  the  Head  of  the 
Executive  is  appointed  for  a  term  of 
years,  choosing  ins  own  Colleagues,  and 
being  during  his  term  of  Office  indepen- 
dent of  the  Hepresentative  House.  But 
here  the  Minister  of  the  day  lives  and 
moves  and  has  his  being  by  the  support 


of  the  House  of  Commons.  Now,  if  the 
Irish  Members,  having  their  own  domestic 
affairs  settled  at  home,  are  to  come  to  this 
House,  obviously  they  must  vote  on  all 
subjects  or  only  on  Imperial  subjects. 
I  will  first  take  the  supposition  that  they 
vote  on  all  subjects.  Then  they  sit  here 
for  the  exercise  of  their  functions;  a 
purely  English  question  arises,  which 
has,  perhaps,  disturbed  this  country 
from  one  end  to  the  other,  and  the  issue 
and  settlement  of  that  question  rests 
upon  the  votes  of  Irish  Members,  who 
have  the  full  disposal  of  similar  ques- 
tions for  themselves  at  home ;  and  not 
only  will  they  settle  that  question,  but 
also  the  question  of  making  and  un- 
making a  Government.  On  the  other 
hand,  if  they  are  to  vote  on  Imperial 
questions  only,  and  not  on  domestic 
questions,  we  have  an  almost  greater 
difficulty,  because  when  they  are  here, 
on  one  subject,  the  Ministry  might  have 
a  majority  or  a  minority ;  and  when 
they  are  absent,  on  other  subjects,  his 
majority  might  become  a  minority,  or 
his  minority  a  majority.  And  I  should 
like  to  know  which  majority  is  to  deter- 
mine the  fate  of  Ministers  ?  These  are 
elementary  statements  of  fact;  but  the 
more  we  bear  them  in  mind  the  more 
apparent  it  will  be  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend's  first  condition,  that  we  ought 
not  to  introduce  confusion  into  our 
Parliamentary  system  and  Business, 
is  difficult  to  be  reconciled  with  the 
idea  of  the  constant  presence  of  Irish 
Members  on  all  questions,  and  even 
on  all  Imperial  questions.  Well,  I 
can  only  repeat  what  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Prime  Minister  said  in  open- 
ing this  debate.  "We  are  ready  to  con- 
sider, with  the  most  friendly  mind,  all 
suggestions  which  may  be  made  for  Irish 
Members  taking  part  in  the  proceedings 
of  this  House.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
mentioned  on  that  occasion  one  or  two 
suggestions  which  we  could  not  accept, 
partly  because  we  could  not  adopt  any 
proposal  as  to  which  we  do  not  see  our 
way  to  a  practicable  plan,  and  partly 
also  because  they  did  not  seem  to  meet 
the  scruples  of  friendly  objectors.  Since 
then,  however,  other  suggestions  have 
been  made  ;  and  if,  before  the  Commit- 
tee stage,  they,  or  any  of  them,  assume 
such  a  form  that  they  can  be  definitely 
judged,  we  shall  consider  them  not  only 
with  an  open  mind — [Ironical  Opposition 
cheers  and  counter  cheers'] — ^I  can  quite 
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imagine  that  that  characteristic  which  I 
ascribe  to  ourselves  meets  no  favour 
from  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  An 
open  mind  is  the  last  thing  we  should 
expect  to  find  among  them;  but  we 
have  an  open  mind  upon  these  subjects, 
and,  further,  not  only  cui  open  mind,  but 
a  mind  anxious  to  find  means  for  recon- 
ciling the  main  object  of  the  Bill  with 
the  views  which  some  of  our  Friends 
have  expressed.  There  is,  however,  one 
subject  in  respect  to  which  we  have 
made  a  definite  promise  of  an  Amend- 
ment which  we  will  ourselves  introduce. 
The  provisions  of  the  Bill  as  they  at 
present  stand  are  reasonably  open,  we 
admit,  to  the  objection  that  they  in- 
volve an  infringement  of  the  sound 
principle  that  the  power  of  taxation 
on  the  one  hand  should  be  associated 
with  the  right  of  representation  on 
the  other.  In  mitigation  of  this  ob- 
jection I  might,  indeed,  urge  that  the 
contribution  from  Ireland  to  the  British 
Exchequer  under  this  Bill  would  have  a 
fixed  and  stereotyped  limit,  and  that  to 
this  limit  we  shall  by  hypothesis  receive 
the  assent  of  the  Irish  Members  in  this 
House  before  the  Bill  passes,  and  also 
that  any  additional  taxation  that  might  be 
imposed  or  raised  in  Ireland  would  ulti- 
mately go,  not  into  the  British,  but  into 
the  Irish  Exchequer.  I  say  that  in  modifi- 
cation of  the  general  principle  that  taxa- 
tion and  representation  should  go  to- 
gether ;  but  I  admit  that  the  criticism  is 
valid  in  principle,  and  we  promise  to 
amend  the  Bill  in  this  respect.  To  do 
this  is  made  the  more  easy  by  the  fact 
that  this  question  stands  on  a  footing 
somewhat  different  from  that  of  any 
other  Parliamentary  question,  in  this 
respect — that  it  is  only  on  the  Motion  of 
a  Minister  of  the  Grown  that  a  new  tax 
is  created  or  an  old  tax  increased.  It 
is  true  that  a  private  Member  can  move 
to  repeal  or  reduce  a  tax ;  but  such 
Motions  are  extremely  rare,  and  my  im  • 
pression  is  that  their  success  is  still 
rarer,  and  if  such  a  Motion  of  a  private 
Member  succeeds,  or  is  even  likely  to 
succeed,  it  is  then  taken  up  by  the  Go- 
vernment. We  shall  propose,  there- 
fore, as  my  right  hon.  Friend  stated  the 
other  night,  that  before  any  Motion  is 
made  to  create  or  increase  a  tax  the 
Irish  Members  shall  be  summoned  and 
restored  to  their  full  position  in  this 
House.  This  is  the  proposal  by  which 
we  are  ready  to  remove  the  particular 
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disqualification  which  the  Bill  has  been' 
shown  to  throw  upon  Ireland  in  regard 
to  representation.  This  was  a  definite 
and  tangible  blot,  for  which  a  practical 
remedy  is  proposed ;  and  in  regard  to  other 
blots,  where  any  practical  plan  is  shown 
to  us,  we  shall  consider  them  with  an 
earnest  disposition  by  any  means  in  our 
power  to  remove  or  mitigate  any  objec- 
tions of  detail  which  may  be  pointed  out. 
I  will  not  detain  the  House  longer.  I 
will  only  say  that  this  Bill  covers  ground 
so  fresh,  and  embodies  ideas  so  new, 
and  is  fraught  with  such  vast  possibili- 
ties for  good  or  evil  to  the  Kingdom, 
that  no  one  can  approach  its  considera- 
tion with  a  light  heart.  It  has,  not  un- 
naturally, aroused  the  deepest  appre- 
hensions, on  the  one  hand,  of  those  who 
dread  that  the  new  powers  granted  to 
the  Irish  people  may  be  employed  as  an 
instrument  of  injury  to  the  British  Em- 
pire ;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  of  those 
who  anticipate  the  further  embitter- 
ment  of  sectional  and  sectarian  strife. 
"We  have  done  our  best.  We  have 
embodied  in  the  Bill  such  guarantees 
as  were  possible  against  boUi  of  these 
dangers.  But  far  better,  more  forcible, 
and  far  more  efficacious  than  any  writ- 
ten or  statutory  guarantees  will  be  the 
growth  of  a  better  feeling  both  in  Ire- 
land itself  and  between  the  p^ples  of 
the  two  Islands.  I  am  a  firm  behever 
in  the  sobering  effect  of  direct  responsi- 
bility, and  I  am  an  equally  firm  believer 
in  the  healing  effect  of  joint  co-operation 
in  public  life  between  men  of  all  creeds 
and  classes.  I  advocate  the  adoption  of 
the  policy  contained  in  this  Bill,  not  only 
because  I  believe  that  it  will  facilitate 
the  good  government  of  Ireland,  but 
because  I  believe  it  to  be  in  the  end  the 
surest  and  shortest  way  of  promoting 
concord  within  her  shores ,  and  restoring 
friendship  and  good  feeling  between  the 
three  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Me.  EDWARD  CLARKE  (Plymouth) 
said,  the  House  had  listened  with  ex- 
pectant interest  to  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  No  one  could  expect 
from  him  that  he  should  make  a  formal 
answer  to  the  elaborate  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bury  (Sir  Henry  James).  That  argu- 
ment dealt  with  questions  of  Oonstitu- 
tional  Law.  which  undoubtedly  required 
very  careful  examination  and  considera- 
tion. The  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
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had  been  looked  forward  to  because  of  the 
peculiar  character  of  the  interests  which 
at  present  centred  in  this  Bill.  The  Go- 
vernment knewperfeotly  well  that  even  of 
their  own  Party  they  had  scarcely  a  bare 
majority  that  would  pledge  itself  to  sup- 
port the  enactment  of  this  Bill  as  it  was 
laid  before  Parliament ;  and  they  knew 
perfectly  well  that  outside  of  Parliament 
the  educated  and  the  intelligent  opinion 
of  the  country,  as  the  Prime  Minister 
himself  had  confessed,  had  pronounced 
a  definite  judgment  against  the  Bill; 
and  so  definite  and  distinct  was  this 
judgment  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  made  a  sort  of  appeal  to  all  those 
who  were  not  included  in  the  classes  of 
the  Professions,  of  wealth,  of  influence, 
and  of  education — to  those  masses  who 
could  be  more  easily  moved  by  passion 
and  prejudice,  because  they  had  less 
knowledge  of  the  past  and  less  power  of 
judging  as  to  the  probabilitieB  of  the 
future,  and  who,  as  they  were  more  easily 
moved  by  prejudice  and  by  passion, 
were  so  much  the  more  easily  mani- 
pulated by  the  machinists  of  a  particular 
Party.  The  real  interest  in  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  which 
they  had  just  listened  was  due  to  the 
fact  that  it  was  expected  that  some  sop 
might  be  offered  to  the  defaulters  of  the 
Liberal  Party,  that  some  expedient 
might  be  found  by  which  the  support  of 
all  sections  of  the  Party  might  be 
brought  together  in  aid  of  the  Ministry ; 
and,  undoubtedly,  rumours  had  been 
put  forth  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  going  to  make  a  statement  that 
would  reconcile  the  Prime  Minister  with 
some  of  his  defaulting  followers.  But 
what  did  that  speech  amount  to?  It 
came  to  this  ingenuous  confession  of  an 
''  open  mind."  The  mind  was  indeed  so 
open  that  it  had  nothing  in  it  at  all.  It 
had  no  constructive  capacity,  it  received 
no  help  or  instruction  from  anyone  else, 
and  was  unable  to  contribute  any  single 
suggestion  to  the  improvement  of  this 
Bill.  The  only  thing  that  the  House 
was  told  was  that  the  Government  had 
come  to  a  definite  conclusion  that  when- 
ever it  was  proposed  to  impose  a  new 
or  increased  tax  upon  Ireland  the  Irish 
Bepresentatives  should  be  invited  to 
attend  Parliament  in  order  to  resist  it. 
What  would  be  their  commission  when 
they  came  from  Ireland  on  such  occa- 
sions? They  would,  of  course,  resist 
such  a  tax,  and  their  resistance  would 
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necessitate  its  abandonment,  and  con- 
fusion would  become  worse  confounded. 
One  listened  with  interest  to  the  de- 
livery of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  notice  whether  there  was 
any  reproduction  of  those  suggestions 
made  by  the  Prime  Minister  on  Monday 
about  the  Joint  Commission,  and  he 
supposed  they  had  finally  disappeared, 
because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  that  the  Government  was  not  pre- 
pared to  adopt  any  proposal  which  it 
was  not  in  a  condition  itself  to  put  into  a 
definite  shape.  He  had  put  into  shape  one 
proposal ;  but  with  regard  to  the  others, 
he  said  that  if  anyone  would  be  good 
enough  to  put  them  into  definite  shape 
for  the  Government  before  the  time  of 
the  Committee  stage  then  the  open  mind 
would  be  perfectly  ready  to  consider 
them.  Well,  perhaps  those  suggestion 
about  the  Joint  Commission  had  become 
matters  of  historic  curiosity.  Certainly 
they  were  very  curious.  To  establish  a 
Joint  Commission  which  was  to  decide 
whether  Irishmen  were  to  be  invited  to 
the  House  to  take  part  in  certain  debates 
was  surely  one  of  the  oddest  suggestions 
that  ever  occurred  to  a  Minister.  Who 
was  to  nominate  the  Commission  ?  He 
presumed  the  Prime  Minister  would 
have  considerable  voice  in  the  selection 
of  the  Eepresentatives.  The  result  would 
be  that  if  the  Ministry  found  itself  in 
difficulties  and  in  want  of  103  votes,  the 
Commission  would  be  called  together  to 
invite  the  Irish  Members  over  to  its 
assistance,  and  the  Commission  would 
become  a  piece  of  machinery  by  which 
a  falling  Minister  might  attempt  to  save 
himself.  It  had  been  said  in  the  course 
of  the  debate  that  those  who  opposed 
this  Bill  indulged  too  much  in  discuss- 
ing its  details  instead  of  its  main  principle, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated 
that  the  main  principle  was  that  a  Legis- 
lative Body  should  be  established  in 
Ireland  upon  which  the  Irish  Executive 
should  rest.  The  country  had  examined 
and  considered  and  had  decisively  re- 
jected that  principle.  The  principle  of 
this  measure  was  to  be  found  in  its  1st 
clause,  which  was  to  the  effect  that  on 
and  after  an  appointed  day  the  Legisla- 
ture of  Ireland  should  consist  of  Her 
Majesty  the  Queen  and  an  Irish  Legisla- 
tive Body.  That  was  the  proposal  of 
the  Bill,  and  he  hoped  and  believed  that 
it  would  be  rejected  by  a  decisive  ma- 
jority in  that  House.     They  had  heard 
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from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  some  ob- 
servations in  support  of  the  principle. 
He  began  by  a  very  curious  confession — 
samely,  that  this  Bill  had  been  intro- 
duced because  the  Government  had  not 
felt  themselves  strong  enough  to  defeat 
the  National  League ;  and  because  the 
Government  of  the  Queen  could  not  put 
down  the  National  League,  or  hesitated 
to  put  down  the  crime  that  had  followed 
the  action  of  that  Body,  they,  therefore, 
calmly  proposed  to  surrender  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Queen  in  Ireland  in  favour 
of  the  National  League.  The  National 
League  mus^  be  accepted  as  having  put 
down  the  Government  of  the  Queen » 
and  must  be  instidled  in  Dublin  under 
the  title  of  the  Legislative  Council,  the 
composition  of  which  they  could  already 
foresee.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  that  the  Bill  had  been  introduced 
with  the  object  of  satisfying  the  national 
sentiment  of  Ireland.  There  was  this  to 
be  said  upon  that  point — that  nothing 
that  was  consistent  with  the  interests, 
with  the  honour,  and  with  the  sentiment 
of  England,  would  satisfy  the  national 
sentiment  of  Ireland.  But  surely  to  talk 
of  satisfying  a  national  sentiment  as  an 
imperative  rule  for  legislation,  was  to 
mistake  the  object  and  the  purposes  of 
legislation  altogether.  They  had  to  deal 
with  the  good  government  of  Ireland 
and  the  security  and  good  government 
of  all  portions  of  that  people,  and  all 
sections  of  that  community .  It  might  be, 
and  he  thought  it  was,  a  fact  that  the 
indulgence  and  satisfaction  of  that  na- 
tional sentiment  would  lead,  not  to  good 
government,  but  bad  government  of  the 
most  important  parts  of  that  country, 
and  if  they  found  that  the  national  senti- 
ment could  not  be  satisfied  by  that  Bill, 
and  that  the  enacting  of  the  measure 
would  lead  almost  of  necessity  to  disorder 
and  disunion  instead  of  good  govern- 
ment, surely  the  plea  of  national  senti- 
ment was  the  least  substantial  claim  the 
measure  could  have  upon  the  House. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  asked  the 
House  to  assent  to  a  great  experiment 
which  was  put  forward  in  this  form  for 
the  first  time.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  said  that  Ireland  had  had  a 
Parliament  before  Grattan's  time ;  but 
before  1782  Ireland  never  had  a  Parlia- 
ment worthy  of  the  name,  the  Assembly 
being  a  mere  creature  of  the  Executive 
Government  of  this  country,  it  having  no 
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power  to  originate  Bills,  while  the  mea- 
sures it  did  pass  had  to  be  sent  over 
here  for  the  English  Attorney  General 
to  determine  whether  or  npt  they  should 
be  allowed  to  become  law.  There  had, 
however,  been  a  Parliament  in  Ireland 
after  1782,  and  had  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman desired  to  satisfy  the  national 
sentiment  of  Ireland,  he  would  have 
attempted  to  restore  to  her  something 
like  that  Parliament.  But  the  Par- 
liament, as  defined  and  limited  by  the 
Bill  before  the  House,  was  altogether 
unlike  the  Parliament  of  Grattan,  and 
he  would  show  the  House  in  a  few 
minutes,  by  statements  of  Mr.  Ghrattan 
himself,  that  that  was  so.  Even  the  Par- 
liament of  Grattan  had  proved  a  dismal 
and  disastrous  failure.  It  was  a  sur- 
render to  Ireland,  as  Grattan  himself 
boasted.  It  had  been  conceded  to  Ire- 
land because  at  that  time  the  armed 
Volunteers  of  Ireland  were  so  numerous 
that  the  Home  Government  was  afraid 
to  face  them.  But  that  very  Parliament, 
so  conceded,  checked  very  materially  the 
prosperity  of  Ireland.  [(7rm  o/"  No  ! "] 
Hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
might  cry  "No!"  but  they  could  not 
alter  the  history  of  their  country  as 
it  was  recorded  by  facts  and  figures. 
During  the  existence  of  that  Parliament 
not  only  was  the  material  prosperity  of 
Ireland  checked,  but  the  relations  be- 
tween the  two  countries  became  of  so 
anxious,  so  delicate,  and  so  dangerous  a 
character  that  it  was  with  the  concur- 
rence of  all  the  statesmen  of  this  country 
that  the  union  of  the  two  countries  was 
resolved  upon.  It  had  been  said  over 
and  over  again  in  that  House  that  the 
abolition  of  that  Parliament  had  been 
brought  about  by  deplorable  and  by 
shameful  means.  But  there  were  two 
sides  to  the  question.  Sir  George  Corne- 
wall  Lewis  had  pointed  out  that  what 
was  done  in  the  way  of  buying  seats  in  the 
Irish  Parliament  made  that  Parliament 
more,  and  not  less,  the  popular  Assembly. 
The  seats  that  were  bought  by  money 
voted  in  open  Parliament  for  the  purpose 
were  the  seats  of  the  borough-mongers 
of  Ireland,  and  the  purchase  of  those 
seats  made  the  Irish  Parliament  at  the 
time  it  accepted  the  Union  more — and 
not  less — ^representative  of  the  people 
than  before  the  purchase  was  effected. 
In  the  next  place,  there  wa,s  nothing 
underhand  about  the  transaction;  but 
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the  bargain  was  made  in  Parliament  in 
the  open  day,  and  there  was  this  abso- 
lute justification — so  plain  that  if  the 
operation  had  to  take  place  over  again  it 
would  be  the  duty  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  his  Colleagues  to  do  it  in  the 
way  it  was  done  by  liord  Oornwallis — 
that  there  was  only  one  alternative  which 
would  have  been  more  terrible,  and  that 
was  the  reconquest  of  Ireland  by  force. 
Since  the  abolition  of  Ghrattan's  Parlia- 
ment and  the  union  of  the  two  countries 
Ireland  had  prospered.  During  late 
years  she  had  gone  on  prospering,  and 
he  wished  to  know  what  was  the  object 
for  which  this  new  Parliament  was  to 
granted  to  her  ?  There  was  no  legisla- 
tion that  the  National  Party  could  show 
would  be  for  the  benefit  of  Ireland  that 
would  not  be  eagerly  carried  out  in  that 
House.  What  was  it  that  it  was  sug- 
gested that  a  National  Parliament  would 
do  for  Ireland  that  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment would  refuse  to  do  ?  Was  there 
one  Member  of  that  Body  which  called 
itself  the  representative  body  of  the  Na- 
tionalist Party,  who  would  get  up  and 
state  what  was  desirable  for  the  advan- 
tage of  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  which 
he  had  no  hope  of  getting  from  that 
Parliament  ?  They  knew  perfectly  well 
they  could  not  mention  one  such  legis- 
lative proposal  in  that  House.  They 
knew  perfectly  well  that  if  any  one 
spokesman  from  amone  them  were  to 
get  up  and  state  to  the  House  some 
definite  proposal  to  which  legislative 
form  could  be  given,  and  which  &e 
could  show  would  be  beneficial  to  the 
people  of  Ireland,  there  would  not  only 
be  willingness,  but  eager  competition 
amongst  all  English  Parties  in  that 
House  to  have  an  opportunity  of  testi- 
fying to  its  goodwill  towards  Ireland. 
Let  the  Irish  Party  state  for  what  pur- 
pose they  desired  a  Parliament  in  Dublin, 
and  what  it  was  they  wanted  to  create 
that  Parliament  for,  and  he  venttired  to 
say  that  if  their  demand  had  anything 
of  sound  and  abiding  principle  in  it, 
dictated  by  justice — and  whether  in  the 
English  Parliament  or  in  the  Irish  Par- 
liament those  were  the  limitations  within 
which  useful  legislation  must  travel — 
let  them  only  mention  a  measure  having 
these  characteristics,  and  there  would 
be  a  cordial  acceptance  of  that  measure 
and  a  desire  to  give  it  prompt  effect. 
The  Legislature  shadowed  in  the  Govern- 


ment Bill  was  not  the  Parliament  which 
had  been  asked  for  and  demanded  by 
the  Irish  people  or  the  Irish  Leaders, 
and  it  differed  from  Grattan's  Parliament 
in  some  very  important  particulars.  Mr. 
Grattan,  speaking  in  the  Parliament 
which  his  genius  had  done  so  much  to 
win  for  his  countrymen,  said — 

"What  is  your  claim  of  right?  That  you 
are  the  only  Body  competent  to  make  law  for 
this  Realm  in  any  case  whatsoever,*' 

That  was  Grattan' s  claim.  How  did  it 
compare  with  the  miserable  stinted  sort 
of  Parliament  created  by  the  Bill  and 
limited  in  its  functions,  and  from  whose 
operations  and  whose  judgment  the  most 
important  matters  of  legislative  activity 
were  entirely  excluded;  a  Parliament 
which  was  to  be  kept  in  check  at  every 
turn  by  the  English  Privy  Council,  if  it 
presumed  to  travel  beyond  the  limits 
of  the  Statute.  Here,  again,  he  would 
quote  Grattan's  words  — 

**  Thus  have  you  sealed  the  treaty  with  Great 
Britain.  On  the  one  side  the  restoration  of  the 
final  Judicature,  the  extinction  of  the  legialatiye 
claim  of  her  Privy  Council,  of  her  Perpetual 
Mutiny  Bill,  the  repeal  of  the  Act  of  L^^a- 
tiye  Supremacy  ;  on  your  side  satisfaction ;  and 
thus  are  the  two  nations  compacted  for  ever  in 
freedom  and  peace." 

There  was  not  one  of  these  items,  of 
which  Mr.  Grattan  spoke,  which  was 
given  to  the  Irish  people  by  the  Bills. 
Take  the  restoration  of  the  final  Judi- 
cature. There  was  a  special  clause  which 
provided  that  nothing  was  to  interfere 
with  the  ultimate  jurisdiction  of  the 
House  of  Lords.  Then,  there  was  the 
extinction  of  the  legislative  claim  of  the 
Privy  Council.  The  Bill  expressly  pro- 
vided that  the  Irish  Parliament  was  to  be 
subject  to  the  check  of  the  Privy  Council. 
It  was  true,  they  might  get  rid  of  their 
Judges;  but  these  Juc^es  on  being 
turned  away  from  their  offices  were  to 
receive  full  compensation,  and  were  able 
to  become  members  of  the  Judicial  Com- 
mittee of  the  Privy  Council,  whose  duty 
it  was  to  decide  whether  Irish  measures 
were  within  the  scope  of  the  legislative 
powers  of  the  Irish  Parliament.  Fur- 
ther, the  Perpetual  Mutiny  Bill  would 
not  be  abolished ;  but  the  Army  and 
Navy  would  be  entirely  independent  of 
the  Irish  Parliament.  [^Home  BuU  cheers, 
and  '^  Hear,  hebrV^  from  Mr,  GladstofieA 
He  was  glad  to  hear  so  much  cheerful 
satisfaction  at   the  difiference  between 

ll^eoond  Ift^?U,~\ 
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Ghrattan's  Parliament  and  that  which 
was  now  giyen  by  the  Bill,  and  he  did 
not  wonder  that  the  Prime  Minister 
made  yocal  his  delight  at  the  way  in 
which  that  satisfaction  had  been  ex- 
pressed. But  if  the  question  were  put, 
whether  this  concession  was  likely  to  be 
a  final  measure  or  not,  he  did  not  think 
that  there  would  be  quite  so  much  satis- 
faction shown.  Were  the  Irish  people 
going  to  accept  anything  much  smaller 
than  Qxattan^s  Parliament  ?  They  had 
heard  about  passing  an  Act  of  Amnesty. 
By  all  means.  But  not  an  Act  of  Ob- 
livion. Let  them  deal  kindly,  let  them 
deal  generously  with  those  who  might 
have  spoken  strongly,  or  those  who  bad 
acted  violently  in  past  times  ;  but  if  they 
were  going  to  embark  on  a  great  poli- 
tical experiment,  it  was  absolutely  es- 
sential they  should  see  what  they  had 
said,  at  whose  request  they  were  going 
to  make  it,  and  how  far  they  were  likely 
to  be  satisfied.  He  wished  to  call 
attention  first  to  what  had  fallen  from 
the  Leader  of  the  Irish  Party.  Th  e  hon . 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  had 
spoken  several  times  upon  the  question 
of  the  limits  of  the  concessions  which 
he  was  willing  to  make  to  the  English 
people.  Speaking  at  Mayo,  on  the  3rd 
of  November  last  year,  he  had  said— 

'*  Speaking  for  myself,  and  I  believe  for  the 
people  of  Ireland  and  all  my  Colleagues,  I  have 
to  declare  that  we  will  never  accept,  either  ex- 
pressly or  impliedly,  anything  but  the  full  and 
complete  right  to  arrange  our  own  affairs,  and 
to  make  our  land  a  nation,  and  to  secure  for 
Ireland,  free  from  outside  control,  the  right  to 
direct  her  own  course  among  the  peoples  of  the 
earth." 

He  would  read  a  few  words  more. 
Speaking  at  Cork,  on  the  21st  of 
January,  1885,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  had  said — 

"  We  cannot  ask  for  less  than  the  restitution 
,  of  Grattan's  Parliament,  with  its  important 
j  privileges  and  far-reaching  constitution. 

He  had  just  shown  that  eyery  one  of  the 
points  which  had  been  the  principal  ones 
given  to  the  Irish  House  of  Commons  in 
the  Charter  of  that  Parliament  by  the 
Act  of  1782  this  Bill  denied  to  the  Irish 
people.  Speaking  at  Clonmel,  on  the 
9th  of  January,  1885,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  had  said — 

'^  We  claim  for  Ireland,  and  for  the  masses 
of  the  people  of  Ireland,  the  restitution  of  her 
Parliament— her  independent  Parliament— of 
which  she  was  cheated  and  deprived  towards 
the  close  of  last  century.'* 

Mr,  JSdioard  Clarke 


He  would  add  the  words  of  one  of  the 
youngest  Members  of  the  Nationalist 
Party,  the  hon.  Member  for  Newry  (Mr. 
Justin  Huntly  McCarthy),  who  had 
said — 

*'We  will  have  no  contemptible  National 
Ck>uncil,  no  small  Local  Boards,  such  as  Mr. 
Chamberlain  suggested,  to  govern  us,  we  will 
have  Grattan's  complete  Parliament,  and  we 
will  have  more  than  Grattan's  Parliament ;  we 
will  be  as  free  as  a  State  in  the  great  American 
Union  is  free,  free  to  make  our  own  laws  for 
our  own  people  in  our  own  way.*' 

iHome  Rule  cheer $,']  Those  expressions 
were  receiyed  with  cheers  from  below 
the  Gangway,  and  the  Bepresentatives 
of  the  Nationalist  Party  just  reinforced 
by  their  Deputy  Leader,  and  they  ac- 
cepted those  as  the  statements  of  what 
they  desired.  Did  they  abide  by  those 
declarations  now  ?  If  so,  they  flung  to 
the  winds  the  statement  of  the  Prime 
Minister  that  this  was  to  be  a  final 
measure.  One  of  two  things  must  be 
the  case ;  either  hon.  Gentlemen  below 
the  Gangway  were  now  contented  to  use 
mild  and  pacificatory  language  to  con- 
ceal what  would  be  dangerous  to  this 
Bill  to  avow,  in  order  to  get  it  passed, 
or  else  they  had  not  meant  all  those  fine 
things  which  they  had  told  the  people 
of  Ireland  as  to  the  restitution  of 
Grattan's  Parliament.  Now,  he  thought 
better  of  them  than  to  suppose  tnat 
they  were  going  to  run  away  from  all 
these  declarations  ;  he  would  not  hear 
their  enemies  say  it,  and  he  would  not 
take  their  word  for  it.  They  had  made 
these  declarations  and  had  meant  them; 
but  of  this  he  was  sure,  that  if  they  were 
to  try  to  back  out  of  these  declarations 
there  would  be  a  power  behind  them 
which  would  make  short  work  of  them ; 
either  as  Members  of  that  Parliament  or 
of  any  Irish  Parliament.  They  would 
not  be  allowed  to  betray  the  hopes 
which  they  had  raised,  and  falsify  the 
promises  they  had  made.  There  had 
been  an  interesting  little  incident  at  the 
beginningof  Grattan's  Parliament  wluoh 
it  would  not  be  useless  to  recall  to  the  re- 
collection of  the  House.  The  first  thing 
that  that  Parliament  had  done  was  to 
yote  £50,000  to  Henry  Grattan,  and  no 
doubt  that  proceeding  remained  on 
record  as  a  great  encouragement  to 
pure-minded  patriots.  But,  within  three 
months  of  that  Vote,  Mr.  Flood  was 
denouncing  Mr.  Grattan  in  the  Irish 
House  of  Commons  as  a  mendicant 
patriot,  who  had  sold  his  country  for 
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prompt  payment.  Hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway  would  be  told  now  that 
they  had  betrayed  the  interests  of  the 
Irish  people,  and  had  accepted  at  the 
hands  of  the  Prime  Minister  a  measure 
which  would  not  satisfy  either  their 
needs  or  their  desires.  The  Irish  people, 
in  his  judgment, would  be  worthy  of  con- 
tempt if  they  quietly  accepted  this  Bill, 
and  then  asked  for  no  more.  To  call 
this  a  Legislative  Body,  to  haye  the 
opportunity  of  passing  measures  which 
could  only  come  into  force  by  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Crown — which  approval 
would  be  given  under  the  advice  of  the 
English  Prime  Minister — to  have  no 
authority  over  the  great  national  forces 
of  the  Army  and  Navy  ;  to  have  no  part 
in  foreign  affairs,  or  in  Treaties  of  Com- 
merce; to  find  itself  a  simply  limited 
Assembly  in  Dublin,  with  only  the  pre- 
cious privilege  of  appointing  a  few  orna- 
namental  personages, such  as  Secretaries 
and  Under  Secretaries,  with  no  real 
power,  who  would  furnish  forth  the 
appearance  of  a  Legislative  Assembly — 
ihe  Irish  people  were  far  too  high- 
spirited  to  sit  content  under  such  a  state 
of  things  as  that.  They  would  make  the 
claim  to  this  country  iaither  to  give  them 
real  independence  or  to  let  them  come 
back  to  that  House  with  all  their  pri- 
vileges. That  claim  would  be  irresistible. 
It  had  been  said  that  it  was  unde- 
sirable to  put  down  the  National  League, 
because  it  was  better  to  have  to  do  with 
a  public  body  acting  in  the  light  of  day 
than  to  have  to  do  with  secret  societies. 
He,  for  one,  did  not  think  so.  A  secret 
society  was  not  nearly  so  formidable  as 
one  which  in  its  career  of  intimidation 
added  to  the  authority  which  it  naturally 
gained  from  the  unstinted  publicity  of 
its  proceedings  the  fact  that  the  Legis- 
lature did  not  interfere  with  what  it  did. 
He  belieyed  that  the  Police  Authorities 
would  know  how  to  deal  with  a  secret 
society ;  but  it  was  essential  that  the 
police  should  have  authority  to  deal 
with  such  a  question.  If  this  Parlia- 
ment were  established  it  was  clear  that 
it  would  be  only  a  starting-place  for 
further  agitation  and  further  claim.  It 
had  been  said  that  matters  had  been 
altered  by  the  course  pursued  by  the 
Conservative  Q-overnment  last  year  in 
allowing  the  Crimes  Act  to  lapse.  He 
thought  that  a  much  larger  explanation 
had  been  given  of  the  determination  of 
the  Conservative  Qovemment  than  that 


determination  had  really  required  or 
justified.  The  real  fact  was  that  at  the 
time  it  had  been  an  absolnte  impossi- 
bility for  either  a  Liberal  Government 
or  a  Conservative  Government  to  renew 
that  Act.  That  impossibility  had  been 
created  by  two  Members  of  that  House. 
One  was  the  Prime  Minister  and  the 
other  the  present  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland.  The  Prime  Minister  had  from 
time  to  time  postponed  the  announce- 
ment of  what  parts  of  that  Act  he  was 
proposing  to  re-enact.  He  had  told  them 
nothing  except  a  lew  words  about 
some  of  the  most  equitable  clauses  of 
the  Act  being  renewed,  and  had  re- 
fused  to  specify  what  he  intended  to 
renew.  Then  had  come  the  evening 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
told  them  that  the  Government  were 
willing  to  renew  some  of  the  clauses 
of  that  Act,  and  an  hour  after  that 
announcement  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
now  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had 
risen  below  the  Gangway  and  read  out 
an  Amendment  which  he  had  prepared 
in  that  interval  to  the  effect  that  the 
then  condition  of  Ireland  did  not  call 
for  any  such  measures.  The  resolute  re- 
sistance to  the  proposal  threatened  by  the 
present  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  made 
it  absolutely  impossible  for  either  a  Li- 
beral or  a  Conservative  Government  to 
re-enact  the  Crimes  Act  at  that  time. 
How  far  the  consequences  had  been 
serious  only  those  who  had  been  inti- 
mately acquainted  with  the  affairs  of 
the  Irish  Qt)vernment  were  able  to 
judge.  But  those  transactions  pledged 
neither  Party  at  the  present  time,  and 
bound  no  Party  to  any  policy  in  times 
such  as  they  were  now  in.  It  was  en- 
tirely open  to  the  Conservative  Party  to 
deal  with  the  state  of  things  now  exist- 
ing in  Ireland  undeterred  by  any  me- 
mories of  what  happened  six  months 
ago.  It  was  stated  over  and  over  again 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke 
just  before  him  that  the  proposal — ^the 
mere  proposal — of  this  Bill  had  had  very 
serious  consequences.  With  the  most 
candid  accuracy  he  described  it  ^s 
having  been  the  most  startling  event 
which  had  happened  in  the  political 
memory  of  anybody  in  this  House. 
This  was  a  strong  description;  but  it 
was  perfectly  true  that  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  produced  this  Bill,  which  they 
knew  from  revelations  that  had  been 
made  was  his  own  Bill. 
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The  FTRST  LOED  of  the  TBEA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian)  :  You  know  nothing 
of  the  kind. 

Mr.  EDWAED  CLARKE  said,  al- 
though under  restrictions  severely  en- 
forced, a  former  Minister  had  had  an 
opportunity  of  telling  the  House  what 
had  occurred.  He  had  stated  that  until 
March  Id  the  Cabinet  had  no  idea  what 
sort  of  proposal  was  going  to  be  laid 
before  them,  and  this  ex-Minister  de- 
clared that  he  understood,  when  he 
joined  the  Cabinet,  that  the  inquiry 
which  was  to  take  place  into  Irish 
affairs  was  to  be  conducted  by  the  Cabi- 
net ;  and  it  was  a  disappointment  to  him 
to  find  that  the  inquiry  was  not  to  be 
conducted  by  the  Cabinet,  but  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  only.  He 
further  said  that,  so  far  as  he  knew,  the 
assistance  of  the  Cabinet  was  not  asked 
until  the  matter  was  laid  before  them  on 
March  13.  That  struck  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  with  surprise,  and  he  imme- 
diately tendered  his  resignation.  He 
(Mr.  E.  Clarke)  quite  agreed  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  that  the  mere  proposal 
of  this  Bill  had  been  a  great  event ;  but 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill  would  be  a  most 
useful  event,  and  one  which  would  not 
easily  be  forgotten.  Where  the  Prime 
Minister  haa  failed,  no  Leader  of  the 
Liberal  Party  in  the  future  was  likely  to 
be  in  a  hurry  to  make  a  similar  pro- 
posal. They  knew  perfectly  well  that 
from  the  Tory  Party  no  such  proposal 
would  come.  [An  hon.  Mebibeb:  We 
do  not  know  it.]  He  did  not  believe 
there  was  one  man  now  sitting  on  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench  who  would  ever 
commit  himself  to  such  a  proposal ;  and 
if  he  did  so,  he  would  shatter  the  Party 
in  exactly  the  same  way  as  the  proposal 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  had  cloven  and  shattered  the 
Liberal  Party.  They  had  the  great 
satisfaction  of  knowing  that,  this  Bill 
once  defeated  on  a  second  reading,  it 
was  not  in  the  least  likely  that  for  many 
years  to  come  another  leader  of  public 
opinion  in  this  country  would  embark  on 
the  dangerous  enterprize  of  trying  to 
conciliate — he  would  almost  add  to  dupe 
— the  Representatives  of  the  Irish  Na- 
tionalist Party  in  this  House.  But  if  Par- 
liament asserted  itself  and  distinctly  re- 
fused to  embark  on  such  a  course  as  this,  if 
it  would  devote  itself  toother  tasks  which, 


though  they  might  be  slow  and  though 
they  might  be  painful,  and  though  they 
might  involve,  as  the  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  said,  the 
rise  and  fall  of  several  Ministers  and  the 
weakening  of  Party  ties — which  he  be- 
lieved had  done  much  in  their  operation 
in  Parliamentary  life  to  preserve  and 
purify  public  life,  and  provide  men 
capable  of  serving  Her  Majesty  in 
various  Departments  of  the  State — then 
Parliament  would  have  the  satisfaction 
of  knowing  that  it  was  on  the  right 
course,  and  that  it  was  doing  the  thing 
which  was  right.  They  had  no  right  to 
shatter  the  Empire.  They  had  no  right 
to  call  upon  the  people  of  Ulster  to  sub- 
mit to  an  authority  which  was  not  a 
part  of  our  Constitution  as  they  knew  it 
and  prized  it ;  but  it  was  their  right  and 
bounden  duty,  however  painful  that  duty 
might  be,  by  all  the  means  that  occurred 
to  them,  by  all  means  that  might  be  de- 
vised by  the  experience  and  wisdom  of 
statesmen,  to  go  forward  with  patient 
faith  in  the  resolute  determination  that 
Parliament  should  sacrifice  its  ease  and 
convenience  in  order  to  fulfil  its  duties 
of  good  government  for  the  whole  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  If  this  course  was 
consistently  pursued,  they  could  not  fail 
of  ultimate  success. 

Me.  JOHN  EEDMOND(Wexford,N.) 
said,  he  thought  the  House  would  not 
have  failed  to  note  the  difference  be- 
tween the  arguments  advanced  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down  (Mr.  E.  Clarke)  and  those 
which  were  urged  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bury  (Sir  Henry 
James).  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bury  argued  that  the  Bill 
was  so  far-reaching  that  it  would  be 
dangerous  to  pass  it,  and  his  argument 
was  based  on  profound  distrust  of  the 
Irish  people.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Plymouth,  on  the  contrary, 
contended  that  the  Bill  provided  so  flimsy 
and  worthless  a  scheme  that  if  the  Irish 
people  had  any  self-respect  they  would 
not  accept  it.  Perhaps  the  Irish  people 
might  be  allowed  to  judge  for  them- 
selves, and  to  speak  for  themseves,  in 
this  matter.  He  trusted  the  House 
would  accept  with  readiness  the  state- 
ment of  the  Representatives  of  the  Irish 
people  that,  on  the  whole,  they  were  satis- 
fied with  this  Bill,  and  that,  so  far  as  their 
judgment  went,  it  provided  a  final  settle- 
ment of  the  question.     No  one  could 
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haye  failed  to  note  the  bent  giyen  to  the 
discussion  now  and  on  the  first  reading 
by  the  enemies  of  this  Bill.  They  had 
exhaustively  criticized  its  details,  but 
had  said  nothing  about  its  vital  prin- 
ciple. He  should  prefer  to  take  a  course 
more  suitable  to  the  present  stage  and 
to  argue  on  the  general  principle  of 
the  measure.  What  was  its  essential 
principle?  No  dissent  was  expressed 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  spoken  from  the  Government  Bench 
(Mr.  Gampbell-Bannerman)  described 
that  principle  as  the  establishment  of  a 
Parliament  in  Ireland  with  certain  well- 
defined  powers  for  the  legislative  and 
administrative  control  of  Irish  afif^airs. 
Arguing  the  subject  from  the  stand- 
point of  an  Irishman  and  a  Nationalist, 
the  first  thing  he  asked  the  House  to 
consider  was  whether  that  principle  was 
one  which  Ireland  had  a  right  tu  have 
conceded  to  her.  He  was  aware  this 
argument  of  right  might  not  appeal 
with  much  force  to  some  classes  of  Eng- 
lish Members ;  but  it  would  appeal  with 
force  to  the  English  masses,  who  were  a 
justice-loving  people,  and  also,  he  hoped, 
to  their  Bepresentatives  in  this  House. 
Grattan,  who,  in  addition  to  being  an 
ardent  Irish  Nationalist,  was  also  a 
devoted  adherent  of  the  Imperial  great- 
ness of  England,  had  argued  thus  upon 
this  topic  of  right — 

'*  Before  Ireland  goes  into  her  title,  let  us 
hear  the  title  of  England,  for  it  is  not  a  question 
whether  Ireland  has  a  right  to  be  free,  but  whe- 
ther Great  Britain  has  a  right  to  enslave  her. 
When  the  latter  country  asks  what  right  have 
the  Irish  to  make  laws  for  themselves,  Ireland 
will  not  answer,  but  demands  what  right  has 
England  to  make  laws  for  Ireland.  From  nature 
she  has  none.  Nature  has  not  given  one  nation 
a  right  over  another.  She  has  not  that  right 
from  covenant.  Let  her  show  the  covenant; 
in  what  history  is  it  recorded  ?  " 

Those  who  now  argued  againt  this  Bill 
pointed  to  the  Act  of  Union  as  a  cove- 
nant. The  answer  of  the  Irish  Be- 
presentatives to  that  argument  was  to 
point  to  the  character  of  the  Act  of 
union,  and,  above  all,  to  the  means  by 
which  it  was  passed.  If  the  Act  of 
Union  was  to  be  held  to  be  a  bar  to 
Ireland's  right  to  self-government,  then 
those  who  so  held  must  regard  that  Act 
as  a  Treaty  freely  accepted  by  both 
nations.  Those  were  the  grounds  on 
which  Mr.  Pitt  recommended  the  Act  of 
Union  in  his  great  speech  on  January 
31st,  1799.     He  said  it  would  be  a 
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''  Union  by  free  consent  on  just  and  equal 
terms— the  free  and  voluntary  association  of 
two  great  countries,  which  join  for  their  com- 
mon benefit  in  one  £mpire,  where  each  will  re- 
tain its  proportional  weight  and  importance 
under  the  security  of  equal  laws  and  reciprocal 
aflTection.'* 

And  he  quoted  the  lines — 

**  Non  ego  nee  Teucris  Italos  parere  jubebo, 
Neo  noTa  regna  peto ;  paribus  se  legibus 

amb«B; 
Inyictsa  gentes  eetema  in  foedera  mittant.*' 

Was  that  a  correct  description  of  what  the 
Act  of  Union  had  proved  to  be  ?  **  Equal 
laws  !  "  Why,  the  whole  history  of  Ire- 
land since  the  Act  of  Union  had  been 
one  of  exceptional  legislation.  **  Volun- 
tary association  of  two  great  countries! " 
Every  historian  acknowledged  there  had 
not  been  free  consent  by  the  Irish  people. 
The  Union  was  carried  in  opposition  to 
the  will  of  almost  the  whole  nation  ;  as 
the  Premier  had  said,  the  entire  of  the 
unbribed  intellect  of  Ireland  was  against 
it.  Mr.  Grey  (afterwards  Lord  Grey) 
spoke  on  the  matter  of  Ireland's  consent 
in  this  House,  and  he  said — 

•*  There  are  in  the  Irish  Parliament  300  Mem- 
bers; 120  of  these  strenuously  opposed  the 
Union ;  162  Members  toted  in  favour  of  the 
Union,  and  of  these  116  were  placemen." 

William  Cunningham  Plunkett  also 
spoke  on  this  point,  and  his  testimony 
was  exactly  the  same ;  and  while  he  did 
not  desire  to  trouble  the  House  by  read- 
ing a  number  of  quotations  to  enforce  a 
point  which  he  thought  noboby  could 
deny — not  even  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  had  last  spoken — he 
would  read,  for  the  benefit  of  some  of 
his  new  friends  of  the  Loyal  and  Pa- 
triotic Union,  a  few  words  by  Mr.  Lecky. 
In  Vol.  2  of  his  History,  Mr.  Lecky 
wrote — 

•*The  years  between  1779  and  1708  were 
probably  the  most  prosperous  in  Irish  history, 
and  the  generation  which  followed  the  Union 
was  one  of  the  most  miserable.  The  sacrifice  of 
nationality  was  extorted  by  the  most  enormous 
corruption  in  the  history  of  representative  in- 
stitutions. It  was  demanded  by  no  consider- 
able portion  of  the  Irish  people  ;  it  was  accom- 
panied by  no  signal  political  or  material  benefit 
that  could  mitigate  or  counteract  its  unpopu- 
larity ;  and  it  was  effected  without  a  dissolution 
in  opposition  to  the  immense  majority  cf  the 
Representatives  of  the  counties  and  considerable 
towns,  and  to  the  innumerable  addresses  from 
every  part  of  the  country.  Whatever  may  be 
thought  of  the  abstract  merits  of  the  Act  of 
Union  as  it  was  carried,  it  was  a  crime  of  the 
deepest  turpitude,  which,  by  imposing  with 
every  oiroumstanoe  of  infamy  a  new  form  of 
government    on   a   reluctant    and   protesting 
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nation,  has  Titiatod  the  whole  course  of  Irish 
opinion." 

On  this  question  of  right  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  West  Birmingliain  (Mr. 
Ohamberlain)  appeared  to  be  divided 
from  the  Irish  Kepresentatives  by  a 
wide  gulf.  Last  autumn  he  made  a 
speech  which  attracted  much  attention 
and  gave  no  little  offence  in  Ireland. 
He  controverted  Ireland's  right  to  self- 
government  by  the  extraordinary  state- 
ment that  5,000,000  Irishmen  in  Ireland 
had  no  more  right  to  govern  themselves 
than  5,000,000  Englishmen  in  London. 
That  was  regarded  in  Ireland  as  a  very 
feeble  and  a  very  insulting  misrepresen- 
tation of  her  case.  If  he  could  have 
shown  that  Lond^i  was  a  country  dis- 
tinct from  England,  with  distinct  his- 
toric traditions  and  distinct  national 
characteristics;  that  London  had  pos- 
sessed, as  Ireland  had,  distinct  Parlia- 
mentary institutions  of  her  own  for  600 
years;  that  those  Parliamentary  insti- 
tutions had  been  robbed  from  London 
by  means  such  as  he  (Mr.  J.  Eedmond) 
had  described  against  the  will  of  the 
people,  and  that  an  overwhelming  ma- 
jority of  the  people  to-day  demanded 
their  restoration,  then  indeed  he  would 
have  some  title  to  institute  a  comparison 
between  the  oases  of  London  and  Ire- 
land. But  no  such  analogy  existed. 
The  fault  at  the  bottom  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  argument  was  that  he 
pre-supposed  a  perfect  identity  between 
Ireland  and  England.  Was  there  any 
such  identity  ?  There  was  not  geogra- 
phical identity — the  countries  were  di- 
vided by  60  miles  of  water.  There  was 
not  historical  identity — no  two  nations 
in  Europe  had  histories  more  dissimilar. 
There  was  not  identity  of  character— it 
was  actually  part  of  the  argument  of 
their  opponents  that  there  were  deep 
and  ineradicable  differences  of  character 
between  the  two  peoples.  There  was 
not  identity  of  condition — England  was 
rich,  Ireland  was  poor.  England  was 
a  manufacturing  country,  Ireland  was 
an  agricultural  one.  What  identity  was 
there?  The  identity  imparted  by  the 
Act  of  Union  !  The  only  argument  in 
support  of  this  idea  of  identity  must  de- 
pend upon  that  Act,  and  some  Gentle- 
men went  so  far  as  to  say  that  the  Act 
of  Union  was  a  fundamental  and  un- 
alterable law.  Many  hon.  Members 
would  remember  Sydney  Smith's  re- 
mark, that  *'the  man  who  talks  about 
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an  unalterable  law  proves  himself  to  be 
an  unalterable  fool.''  Lord  Beaconsfield, 
at  any  rate,  did  not  come  within  that 
sweeping  statement,  for  in  a  speech 
made  by  him  in  the  House  in  1868,  on 
the  Irish  Church  Disestablishment  Bill, 
he  said — 

*^I  take  no  exaggerated  view  of  even  the 
Articles  of  Union.  I  have  not  for  a  moment 
pretended  that  the  Articles  of  Union  between 
the  two  nations  are  irreversihle.  I  have  not 
for  a  moment  pretended  that  the  Articles  of 
Union  and  the  great  Acts  of  Parliament  which 
were  passed  to  carry  them  into  effect  cannot  by 
the  consent  of  the  Soverig^  and  of  the  Estates 
of  the  Healm  be  changed  or  modified."— (3  Han- 
tarrf,  [191]  898.) 

Shortly  after  this  speech  the  Act  of 
Union  was  modified.  All  the  Prime 
Minister  now  proposed,  and  all  the  Irish 
Eepresentatiyes  asked,  was  that  the  pro- 
cess of  readjustment,  which  was  com- 
menced in  1869,  should  be  carried  to 
its  logical  conclusion,  so  that  the  Go- 
vernment of  Ireland  should  be  brought 
into  sympathy  with  the  will  of  the 
governed,  and  into  harmony  with  the 
ideas  and  conditions  of  this  period 
of  the  19th  century.  So  much  on  the 
argument  of  right.  He  came  now  to 
a  lower,  but,  perhaps,  a  more  potent 
argument— namely,  that  of  expediency. 
Apart  altogether  from  Ireland's  inherent 
right,  let  him  ask,  was  it  not  manifestly 
expedient  that  this  concession  should  be 
made  ?  What  was  the  history  of  Eng- 
land's effort  to  rule  Ireland  from  West- 
minster? No  Englishman,  who  loved 
the  fair  fame  of  his  country,  could  con- 
template without  shame  the  miserable 
record  of  85  yeare  of  coercion,  disaffec- 
tion, and  ever-increasing  poverty.  How 
stood  the  record  ?  Eighty-five  years  of 
English  legislation  for  Ireland  had  re- 
sulted in  Acts  that  spoke  volumes.  In 
evidence  of  promised  contentment,  order, 
and  peace,  there  had  been  12  Acts  for 
the  suspension  of  Baheas  Corpus;  19 
Peace  ]Preservation  Acts,  whether  so- 
called  or  otherwise ;  19  Acts  for  limiting 
and  controlling  the  possession  of  arms 
and  gunpowder;  17  for  the  prevention 
of  resistance  to  the  law  by  means  of 
outrages  against  persons  and  property ; 
26  against  unlawful  and  dangerous 
societies,  combinations,  and  assemblies, 
and  processions ;  1 1  for  the  suppression 
of  rebellions,  insurrections,  and  disturb- 
ances ;  and  two  for  curtailing  the  free- 
dom of  the  Press — or  a  Coercion  Act  of 
some  sort  or  other  for  every  year  since 
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that  in  which  the  Act  of  Union  was 
passed.  In  evidence  of  the  anticipated 
prosperity,  there  had  been  1 1  Acts  for 
the  direct  relief,  otherwise  than  by  the 
ordinary  Poor  Law,  of  exceptionally  ex- 
treme poverty,  and  consequent  distress ; 
10  for  the  indirect  relief  of  poverty  by 
means  of  advancing  money  for  public 
works ;  four  for  giving  the  extremely 
poor  employment  at  the  public  expense; 
four  for  contending  with  famine  fever ; 
four  for  saving  from  perishing  by  star- 
vation the  thousands  of  children  de- 
serted through  the  abject  poverty  of 
their  parents;  three  for  the  relief  and 
assistance  of  Bailway  Companies  other- 
wise unable  to  proceed  with  their  works; 
four  for  the  artificial  assistance  of  banks, 
and  for  sustaining  commercial  credit; 
and  four  for  the  rescue  of  encumbered 
estates  from  hopeless  insolvency — making 
in  all  43  Acts  in  acknowledgment  of 
the  ruin  and  despair  that  had  haunted 
all  sorts  and  conditions  of  men.  He 
had  listened  with  surprise  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man who  spoke  last  (Mr.  E.  Qarke). 
He  spoke  of  the  Parliament  of  Ghrattan 
having  checked  the  commercial  develop- 
ment of  Ireland.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  was  a  high  authority,  no  doubt, 
but  he  believed  even  he  would  himself 
admit  that  Lord  Clare  was  quite  as  high 
an  authority,  and  he  was  in  direct  con- 
flict with  him  on  this  point.  He  would 
not  pursue  that  further,  but  would  quote 
a  few  fieures  to  show  how  the  develop- 
ment of  Irish  industries  had  been  afif^ected 
since  the  Union.  He  found  that  in 
Dublin,  in  the  year  1800,  there  were  90 
master  woollen  manufacturers,  employ- 
ing 4,918  hands ;  and  in  the  year  1840 
the  industry  was  practicaUy  dead. 
There  were  in  1800,  30  master  wool- 
combers  in  Dublin,  employing  230 
hands  ;  while  in  1834  the  industry  was 
practically  dead.  There  were  13  carpet 
manufacturers  in  Dublin,  in  1800,  em- 
ploying 230  hands;  and  in  1841  there 
were  none.  In  the  town  of  Kilkenny 
there  were  to  be  found  in  1800  56 
blanket  manufacturers,  employing  3,000 
hands ;  and  in  the  year  1822  the  in- 
dustry was  dead.  Then,  again,  he  found 
that  in  Dublin,  in  the  year  1800,  there 
were  2,500  silk -loom  weavers  at  work ; 
and  in  1840  the  industry  was  gone.  In 
the  year  1799  there  were  2,500  calico 
looms  at  work  in  Balbriggan;  in  1841 
there  were  but  228.    J^  Wioklow,  in 


1800,  there  were  1,000  hand-looms  at 
work;  in  1841  there  were  none.  In  the 
City  of  Cork  there  were  at  work  in  the 
year  1800  the  following  industries,  which 
had  since  declined: — 1 ,000  braid  weavers, 
of  whom  only  49  remained  in  1834  ; 
2,000  worsted  weavers,  of  whom  only 
90  remained  in  1834;  3,000  hosiers,  of 
whom  only  28  remained  in  1834.  There 
were  also  700  wool-combers,  2,000  cotton 
weavers,  and  600  linen  check  weavers, 
each  of  which  industries  was  dead  in 
1834.  They  had,  therefore,  the  fact 
that  all  these  industries  which  had  been 
in  existence  at  the  time  of  the  Union 
had  either  totally  disappeared  or  had 
been  partially  destroyed  before  the  year 
1841.  Now,  he  would  ask  the  House 
did  they  seriously  believe  that  it  had 
been  to  the  advantage  of  England  or  of 
the  Empire  that  all  these  industries  in 
Ireland  had  died  out,  and  that  the  entire 
population  had  been  compelled  to  fall 
back  upon  agriculture  as  its  only  means 
of  living  ?  The  answer  was  to  be  found 
in  the  agrarian  troubles  that  had  occu- 
pied so  much  of  the  time  of  Parliament, 
and  baffled  all  the  efforts  of  their  ablest 
statesmen  to  cope  with  or  remedy.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
had  another  argument,  and  it  was  this 
— that  the  Bill  would  lead  to  separation. 
He  said  that  the  Bill  would  change  Ire- 
land into  a ''foreign  and  hostile  country," 
and  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bury  (Sir  Henry  James)  followed  with 
the  same  argument.  It  would  be  well  for 
them,  however,  to  consider  whether  they 
could  make  this  country  more  *^  foreign  " 
and  *'  hostile  "  than  it  admittedly  was  at 
present.  But  in  almost  the  same  breath 
in  which  he  spoke  of  this  Bill  making 
Ireland  a  "  foreign  "  country,  he  said 
it  would  put  her  in  the  position  of 
Canada.  Was  Canada,  then,  a  "foreign  " 
country  ?  The  idea  was  almost  prepos- 
terous. But  why  should  not  Ireland  be 
put  in  the  position  of  Canada?  ''Be- 
cause," replied  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
"Canada  is  friendly  to  the  Empire, 
and  Ireland  is  not."  But  was  Canada 
always  friendly  ?  The  right  hon.  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  had  quoted  from 
certain  passages  in  the  speeches  of  Mr. 
Butt  on  the  subject.  He  (Mr.  J.  Eedmond) 
would,  however,  quote  another  passage 
from  a  speech  of  Mr.  Butt,  in  which, 
speaking  of  Canada,  he  said — 

"  In  1839  Canada  was  with  difficulty  held  by 
force  of  anna  for  the  British  Crown.     Canada 
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was  in  open  rebellion.  Canada  was  at  a  dis- 
tance from  England— close  to  a  great  Republic, 
which  was  certainly  not  unwilling  to  incorpo- 
rate the  Canadian  Provinces  with  their  States. 
The  experiment  was  tried  of  giving  Canada 
Home  Rule.  It  has  not  disintegrated  the  Em- 
pire." 

But  it  was  argued  the  oases  were 
di£Perent  because  in  Ireland  there  were 
two  nations.  Well,  he  might  say, 
by  way  of  parenthesis,  that  they  (the 
Nationalists)  detested  the  idea  of  there 
being  two  nations  in  Ireland.  There 
had  been  too  much  bitterness  between 
Irishmen,  and  they  had  always  looked 
forward  with  hope  and  some  confi- 
dence to  the  day  when  these  bitter 
feelings  would  cease,  and  men  of  all 
creeds  in  Ireland  would  be  able  to  join 
in  a  common  effort  for  the  eleyation  of 
their  common  country.  But  were  there 
no  two  nations  in  Canada  ?  On  the  con- 
trary. Canada  had  two  Provinces  dif- 
fering in  race,  in  religion,  in  language, 
and  in  law.  Lower  Canada  contained 
a  great  French  population  hostile  to 
England,  alienated  from  her  by  the 
memories  of  recent  conquest,  and  Catho- 
lic in  their  religion.  Upper  Canada 
was  chiefly  peopled  by  English  Protes- 
tant settlers— by  Puritans  from  Scot- 
land, and  Irish  Orangemen  from  the 
Bann.  Home  Bule  was  granted  to 
Canada.  The  two  Provinces  were  united 
tmder  one  Parliament.  With  all  these 
elements  of  distraction,  and  disaffection, 
and  danger,  was  the  Empire  disinte- 
grated ?  Had  Canada  flung  herself  into 
the  arms  of  the  United  States?  Was 
Canada  torn  by  domestic  dissensions? 
Canada,  instead  of  being,  as  it  was  in 
1839,  the  most  disaffected  and  rebellious 
Dependency  of  Britain,  was  now  the 
most  attached  to  English  connection, 
the  most  loyal  in  its  allegiance  to  the 
British  Crown.  Provinces  that  seemed 
arrayed  against  each  other  in  hopeless 
antagonism  and  discord,  were  now 
united  together.  With  the  differences, 
and  the  passions,  and  the  Party  strifes 
that  agitated  all  Constitutional  Govern- 
ments— ^the  French  Catholics  of  Lower 
Canada,  and  the  English  Puritans,  and 
the  Iri^  Orangemen  of  Upper  Canada, 
met  in  one  Parliament  to  serve  the  in- 
terests of  that  common  country,  attach- 
ment to  which  was  no  longer  at  variance 
with  a  true  allegiance  to  the  British 
Crown.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
Canada  was  only  held  by  a  **  voluntary 
tie."     But  did  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
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man,  who  was  regarded  as  a  Leader  of 
Democratic  thought  in  this  country, 
mean  to  say  he  preferred  an  Union  based 
upon  force,  as  the  present  Union  with 
Ireland,  to  an  Union  which  rested  upon 
the  will  of  the  people  ?  Edmund  Burke 
said — **A  voluntary  tie  is  a  more  secure 
link  of  connection  than  subordination 
borne  with  grudging  and  discontent." 
So  said  they,  and  so  also  they  believed 
would  say  the  Democracy  of  England, 
even  though  some  of  its  so-called  Leaders 
refused  to  trust  the  people  of  Ireland. 
But  the  argument  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  be  met  in  another 
way.  He  utterly  denied  that  this  Bill 
would  put  Ireland  in  the  position  of 
Canada.  No  Colony  paid  any  portion  of 
the  National  Debt.  Ireland,  under  this 
Bill,  would  pay  a  portion  of  the  National 
Debt.  No  Colony  paid  any  portion  of 
Imperial  taxation,  while  Ireland  would 
do  so.  No  Colony  paid  Custom  duties 
imposed  by  the  Imperial  Parliament, 
Ireland  would  do  so.  The  Colonies 
fixed  their  own  electoral  law,  but 
the  electoral  law  for  Ireland  was  to  be 
fixed  by  the  Imperial  Parliament.  Then 
the  Colonies  could  have  an  Army  and 
Navy  of  their  own,  but  Ireland  would 
not  have  either  an  Army  or  Navy  of  her 
own.  But  they  were  told,  because  Irish 
Members  were  to  be  withdrawn  from 
Westminster,  Ireland  would  become  a 
Colony.  On  this  much- vexed  question 
he  had  a  word  or  two  to  say.  As  what 
was  called  an  '^Extreme  Nationalist," 
he  would  say  he  did  not  regard  as  entirely 
palatable  the  idea  that  for  ever  and  a 
day  Ireland's  voice  should  be  excluded 
from  the  Councils  of  an  Empire  which 
the  genius  and  valour  of  her  sons  had 
done  so  much  to  build  up,  and  of  which 
she  was  to  remain  a  part.  He  con- 
ceived, however,  that,  even  in  the  Bill 
as  it  stood,  permanent  exclusion  of  Irish 
Members  was  not  contemplated ;  and 
the  Premier,  by  one  of  the  modifications 
which  he  had  announced,  had  provided 
that  by  Address  the  Irish  Parliament 
could  obtain  the  right  of  being  heard  at 
Westminster  whenever  it  desired.  Be- 
yond this,  at  present,  they  did  not  desire 
to  go.  They  looked  at  this  matter  as 
practical  men.  If  they  got  their  Irish 
Assembly,  Heaven  knew  they  would 
have  a  task  heavy  and  weighty  enough 
in  the  effort  to  bind  together  the  dis- 
united fragments  of  the  nation,  and  to 
repair  the  shattered  fortunes  of  their 
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unfortunate  country  —  a  task  which 
would  tax  all  the  resources,  all  the 
talent,  and  all  the  industry  of  Irishmen. 
He  did  believe  that  if  that  work  was  to 
be  satisfactorily  performed,  they  could 
not  stand  the  additional  drain  rendered 
necessary  by  representation  in  that 
House.  Further  than  this,  he  did  not 
see  how  such  representation  was,  under 
present  conditions,  practicable.  The 
federal  idea  he  understood  and  sympa- 
thized with.  He  looked  forward  to  the 
day  when  it  would  be  applied  to  Eng- 
land, Scotland,  and  Wides,  as  well  as 
Ireland.  Then  the  character  of  the  so- 
called  Imperial  Parliament  would  be 
changed.  It  would  be  then  only  an  Im- 
peried  Parliament,  and  all  the  King- 
doms, having  their  own  National  Par- 
liaments, might  be  represented  in  it. 
But  if  Ireland  alone  had  a  Parliament 
of  her  own,  he  did  not  see  how  she 
could  be  permanently  represented  in 
what  was  not  only  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment, but  the  Legislature  of  England 
and  of  Scotland.  If  such  representation 
were  admitted,  they  should  either  allow 
Irishmen  who  had  sole  control  of  Irish 
affairs  to  interfere  in  and  probably  de- 
cide purely  English  and  Scotch  affairs 
— an  obvious  injustice — or  else  they 
must  do  what  the  Premier  declared  it 
surpassed  the  wit  of  man  to  accomplish 
— namely,  make  a  definite  and  perma- 
nent distinction  between  Imperial  and 
local  affairs.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  who  last  spoke  had  said  he  be- 
lieved that  the  concession  of  autonomy 
to  Ireland  would  lead  to  separation.  If 
he  professed  to  believe  that  Ireland 
would  be  disaffected  under  the  Bill,  he 
would  ask  how  Ireland  was  held  now  ? 

Lord  ARTHUR  HILL  (Down,  W.) : 
by  force. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  said,  he 
thanked  the  noble  Lord  for  the  word. 
It  was  now  held  by  force ;  but  did  the 
present  Bill  propose  to  take  away  that 
force,  which,  he  presumed,  meant  the 
English  Army  and  Navy  and  the  Police  ? 
No ;  it  still  left  these  forces  under  Im- 
perial control.  But  in  addition  to  phy- 
sical force,  they  would  have  working  on 
the  side  of  connection  and  against  sepa- 
ration the  moral  force  springing  from 
justice  conceded,  which  the  fkglish  Go- 
vernment of  Ireland  had  never  yet  had 
upon  its  side.  He  now  came  to  what, 
after  all,  seemed  to  be  the  chief  objec- 
tion to  Home  Rule  in  the  minds  of  most 


Englishmen,  and  which  might  be  summed 
up  in  the  word  "  Ulster.*'    Ulster,  they 
said,   was  a    Protestant  and  anti-Na- 
tionalist Province,  and  could  not  be  put 
under  the  dominion  of  a  Nationalist 
Parliament  in  Dublin.   But  let  him  ask, 
was  Ulster  either  IVotestant  or  anti- 
Nationalist  ?    First,  was  Ulster  Protes- 
tant?   Last  year  a  Return  was  issued 
by  Parliament  giving  the  religious  de- 
nominations of  the  population  of  Ulster. 
From  that  it  appeared  that  48  per  cent 
of  the  whole  population  was  Oatholic, 
and  remaining  52  per  cent  was  made  up 
of  all  other  creeds,  and,  leaving  Belfast 
out,  the  Catholics  were  to-day  65  per 
cent  of  the  whole  population.    But  their 
case  was  stronger  even  than  that.    It 
had    recently  been    pointed    out    that 
Ulster  might  well  be  divided  into  two 
distinct  portions — one  portion  consisting 
of  Antrim  and  portions  of  Down  ana 
Armagh,  containing  a  majority  of  Pro- 
testants, they  being  three-fourths  of  the 
population;  the  other  portion,  consist- 
ing of  Donegal,   Tyrone,   Derry,   Fer- 
managh,  Cavan,  Monaghan,  and  por- 
tions of  Down  and  Armagh,  containing 
a  majority  of  Catholics,  they  being  two- 
thirds   of   the  population.    The  exact 
figures  were — in  the  first  portion,  Catho- 
lics 188,289,  Protestants  542,862;  in  the 
second  portion.  Catholics  645,279,  and 
Protestants  316,647.     In    the  face  of 
these  facts,  could  Ulster  truthfully  be 
termed  a   Protestant  Province?     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  spoke  of  the  neces- 
sity of  a  separate  Parliament  for  Ulster. 
His  object  was  to  protect  the  Protes- 
tants.    But  surely  if  any  Protestants 
wanted  protection,  they  were  not  those 
in  Ulster,  but  those  in  the  South  and 
West  who  were  in   such  a  miserable 
minority.     But  would  a  Parliament  in 
Ulster  fulfil  his  object  even  in  that  Pro- 
vince?   Why,   Sir,   unless    the    entire 
basis  of  representation  be  changed,  such 
a  Parliament  must  inevitably  contain  a 
majority  of  Catholics.     Now,   let  him 
ask,   was  Ulster  anti-National?      The 
answer  was  supplied  by  the  returns  at 
the  last  elections.      Out    of   the  nine 
counties  of  Ulster,  only  one — namely, 
Antrim— went  solid  against  Home  Rule, 
and  if  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  had  secured  88  more 
votes,  not  even  one  solitary  county  in 
Ulster  or  in  Ireland  would  have  de- 
clared against  Home  Rule.    Four  entire 
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counties — DoDegal,  Fermanagh,  Cavan^ 
and  Monaghan — went  solid  for  Home 
Bule.  The  remaining  four  counties — 
namely,  Derry,  Tyrone,  Armagh,  and 
Down — were  so  divided  that  the  net 
result  was  to  give  the  Nationalists  a 
clear  majority  of  the  Ulster  seats,  while 
Belfast  and  Derry  were  only  lost  by 
37  and  27  votes.  In  the  face  of 
these  facts,  it  was  the  utmost  folly 
to  speak  of  Ulster  as  anti-National. 
There  was  one  somewhat  frivolous  matter 
to  which  he  would  wish  to  refer — the  war- 
like intentions  of  a  certain  Party  in  Ire- 
land. He  held  in  his  hand  an  interest- 
ing statement  from  a  well-known  gen- 
tleman in  Ireland.  Writing  on  this 
subject,  he  said — 

*'  If  the  men  of  Ulster  fight  at  all  it  will  not 
be  with  the  rest  of  Ireland,  but  with  each  other. 
The  men  of  Antrim,  Down,  and  Armagh,  before 
conquering  Leinster,  Connaught,  and  Munster, 
will  have  to  take  in  hand  the  subjugation  of  the 
six  other  Ulster  counties.  Ditches  will  have  to 
be  lined,  not  merely  North  of  the  Boyne,  but 
West  of  the  Bann— not  merely  from  Belfast  to 
Dublin,  but  from  Belfast  to  Donegal,  and  from 
Armagh  to  Deny.  In  short,  the  idea  of  the 
Protestant  portion  of  Ulster  conquering  the 
Catholic  portion  is  as  absurd  as  the  contention 
that  Lancashire  could  conquer  the  Northern 
counties  of  England.  Although  there  are 
Orangemen  and  Protestants  in  every  one  of  the 
nine  Ulster  counties,  it  is  only  in  Antrim,  Down, 
and  Armagh  that  they  could  assemble  in  suffi- 
cient strength  to  overawe  the  local  Catholics. 
However,  although  it  is  the  wildest  nonsense  to 
imagine  anything  of  the  kind,  let  it  be  under- 
stood that  the  Orangemen  in  the  North- East 
of  Ulster  have  taken  up  arms  under  the  com- 
mand of  Major  Saunderson  and  Mr.  Johnson, 
of  Ballykilbeg,  with  a  view  to  the  reduction 
and  occupation  of  the  remainder  of  the  Pro- 
vince as  the  result  of  the  Repeal  of  the  Union. 
To  begin  with,  on  entering  Monaghan,  the 
Orange  army,  or  rather  mob,  would  find  itself 
in  a  county  inhabited  by  27,000  Protestants 
and  76,000  Catholics.  On  pushing  forward  into 
Cavan,  the  Orangemen  would  be  among^  25,000 
Protestants  and  105,000  Catholics.  In  Fer- 
managh, their  task  of  subjugation  would  be 
comparatively  light,  as  the  Catholics  in  that 
county  are  only  66  per  cent ;  but  in  Donegal, 
the^  Orange  army  or  mob,  or  rather  what  re- 
mained of  it,  would  be  simply  swallowed  up,  for 
in  that  wildly  remote  and  extensive  and  inhos- 
pitable region,  possessing  admirable  facilities 
lor  a  defensive  warfare,  the  Protestants  are 
only  48,000  in  number,  the  Catholics  being 
158,000." 

He  (Mr.  J.  Eedmond)  ought  to  apologize 
for  even  alluding  Bhortly  to  this  matter ; 
but  he  had  done  so  for  the  purpose  of  en- 
llyeniDg  the  somewhat  tedious  character 
of  his  remarks.  He  deeply  regretted 
having  to  speak  of  Protestants  and 
Oiatholics  in  connection  with  the  matter 

3£r,  John  Redtnond 


at  all.  Theirs  was  not  a  sectarian  but 
a  national  movement.  If  Home  Eule 
were  granted,  the  Protestant  minority 
would  have  equal  rights  and  liberties 
with  their  Catholic  fellow-countrymen. 
The  truth  was  the  Catholics  of  Ireland 
entertained  feelings  of  deep  respect  and 
afif^ection  for  their  Protestant  fellow- 
countrymen.  Protestants  had  led  the 
national  movements  of  Ireland  for 
generations.  A  Protestant  Parliament  in 
1793  struck  the  first  blow  at  the  Penal 
Code  and  commenced  the  work  of  Catho- 
lic Emancipation;  Protestant  patriots 
had  shed  their  blood  on  the  scaffold  and 
in  the  field  in  defence  of  the  liberties  of 
their  Catholic  countrymen;  and  there 
was  not  a  single  one  of  the  Catholic 
Leaders  of  the  people  to-day  who  would 
not  reject  with  scorn  and  derision  any 
settlement  of  the  National  Question 
which  did  not  secure  for  the  Protestants 
of  Ireland  full  civil  and  religious  liberty. 
Some  hon.  Members  in  this  House — 
Eadicals  in  principle — objected  to  the 
first  Order  which  was  proposed  in  this 
Bill  as  being  contrary  to  Democratic 
ideas.  Did  they  think  that  we  were  less 
Democratic  than  they  were,  and  did  they 
wonder  why  we  accepted  such  provisions? 
He  would  tell  them.  It  was  because, 
although  thev  knew  the  fears  of  their 
Protestant  fellow-countrymen  were  un- 
worthy and  unfounded  fears,  at  the 
same  time  they  recognized  those  fears, 
and  they  desired  by  every  means  in 
their  power  to  give  guarantees  to  every 
section  and  every  creed  amongst  their 
countrymen,  that  their  sole  object  in 
this  movement  was  to  build  up  a  united 
and  a  prosperous  Irish  nation.  On  the 
details  he  would  not  speak  further  than 
he  had  done,  and  he  had  only  a  few 
more  words  to  say  in  conclusion.  A 
passing  allusion  was  made  by  the  Prime 
Minister  in  his  great  speech  in  intro- 
ducing this  great  measure  to  the  historic 
mission  of  Lord  Fitzwilliam  to  Ireland 
in  1795.  It  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  J.  Eed- 
mond) that  there  were  many  circum- 
stances connected  with  the  present  situa- 
tion similar  to  the  circumstances  which 
attended  the  mission  of  Lord  Fitzwilliam. 
At  that  time  the  Irish  Parliament  had 
commenced  the  work  of  Catholic  Eman- 
cipation, and  at  last  Edmund  Burke  and 
some  others  had  induced  the  English 
Cabinet  to  adopt  a  policy  of  conciliation 
and  emancipation,  and  Lord  Fitzwilliam 
was  the  bearer  of  a  message  of  peace  to 
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Ireland,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
tiie  Chief  Secretary  was  the  bearer  of  a 
message  of  peace  to  Ireland  the  other 
day.  The  hopes  of  the  Irish  people 
were  raised  high,  and  it  would  be  diffi- 
cnlt  indeed  for  any  man  to  say  how 
entirely  different  the  whole  course  of 
Irish  history  might  have  been  if  Lord 
Fitzwilliam  had  been  allowed  to  carry 
his  policy  into  effect ;  but  evil  counsels 
prevailed  in  England ;  the  policy  of  con- 
ciliation— that  policy  which  had  since 
been  acknowledged  as  a  policy  of  jus- 
tice—was wrecked.  The  policy  of  jus- 
tice was  reversed.  Lord  Fitzwilliam 
was  withdrawn,  and  a  return  was  made 
to  the  old,  old  policy  of  repression.  Then 
followed  the  rebellion  of  1798,  and  the 
many  disasters  which  had  marked  the 
connection  of  the  two  countries.  He  did 
not  wish  to  be  a  prophet  of  evil.  He 
did  not  believe  that  similar  results  would 
follow  from  the  wrecking  of  this  Bill; 
but  remember  the  words  of  Henry 
Grattan  when  he  said — 

'*  Lord  Fitzwilliam  is  offering  to  the  Empire 
the  affection  of  millions  of  hearts.'* 

He  asked  them,  was  the  offering  of  the 
affection  of  millions  of  hearts  which  the 
Prime  Minister  was  to-day  making  to 
the  Empire  to  be  rejected  as  was  the 
offering  of  Lord  Fitzwilliam?  One 
thing  English  politicians  must  make  up 
their  minds  about,  and  that  was  that 
this  question  must  be  settled,  and  every 
moment  of  delay  increased  the  difficul- 
ties and  dangers  of  that  position.  Every 
speech  conceived  in  a  bitter  spirit,  by 
either  Irishmen  or  Englishmen,  must 
tend  to  increase  the  evils  and  dangers  of 
the  moment.  The  spirit  in  which  the 
Prime  Minister  had  addressed  himself 
to  the  question,  the  spirit  of  large- 
heartedness  and  justice  which  he  ex- 
hibited, had  called  forth  a  responsive 
feeling  in  the  breasts  of  the  Irish  people 
right  round  the  world.  If  that  be  the 
spirit  in  which  Englislimen  addressed 
themselves  to  the  consideration  of  this 
question,  then  he  had  some  hope  for  the 
near  future  of  Ireland.  But  if  passion 
and  prejudice,  if  forgetfulness  of  the 
history  of  Ireland,  and  impatience  at  her 
faults  were  allowed  once  again  to  sway 
the  public  mind  and  to  influence  ]?arlia- 
ment,  he  confessed  he  could  not  look 
forward  to  the  near  future  without  the 
gravest  apprehension.  Should  calamity 
follow  an  unwise  and  hasty  rejection  of 
this  Bill,  they,  at  any  rate,  would  not  be 


responsible,  for  they  would  allow  no  act 
or  word  of  theirs  to  intensify  the  dangers 
and  difficulties  of  the  situation.  They 
made  their  appeal  to-day  to  the  newly- 
enfranchised  Democracy  of  England. 
Eternal  would  be  its  honour  through  all 
the  ages,  and  priceless  would  be  its 
recompense,  if  its  first  great  work,  after 
achieving  its  own  enfranchisement, 
should  be  to  fill  up  the  gulf  of  hatred 
and  distrust  which  for  so  long  a  time 
had  divided  the  two  nations,  by  a  just 
and  a  wise  concession  to  that  national 
sentiment  in  Ireland,  which,  however 
much  some  Englishmen  might  affect  to 
deride  it,  had  yet  dominated  Irish  cha- 
racter for  seven  centuries,  and  must  be 
recognized  and  respected,  if  Ireland  was 
ever  to  become — as  he  fervently  prayed 
she  might  become — a  peaceful,  free,  and 
loyal  portion  of  their  Empire. 

Mr.  BOYD-KINNEAR  (Fife,  [E.) 
said,  that  if  he  desired,  with  very  great 
diffidence,  to  say  a  few  words  upon  this 
momentous  question,  it  was  for  two  rea- 
sons— first,  because  he  belonged  to  a 
nationality  which  still  claimed  to  be  a 
nation ;  and,  secondly,  because  he  had 
been  for  a  great  many  years  endeavour- 
ing to  urge  the  claims  of  Ireland  to  that 
which  they  had  now  come  to  recognize 
as  simple  justice— namely,  a  greater 
extent  of  self-government  than  that 
which  she  had  hitherto  been  allowed  to 
exercise.  It  was  a  matter  for  the  most 
sincere  rejoicing  that  the  country  had 
now  apparently  come  to  recognize  and 
sympathize  with  that  desire  to  do  fuUer 
justice  to  Ireland ;  and  he  thought  that 
this  was  the  real  meaning  and  explana- 
tion of  the  meetings  which  had  taken 
place  during  the  !Recess.  Those  meet- 
ings had  almost  with  unanimity  de- 
clared their  approval  of  the  principle 
involved  in  the  Bills  now  before  the 
House ;  but  they  had,  at  the  same  time, 
declared  with  equal  unanimity  that  their 
approval  was  limited  to  the  principle  of 
looking  upon  the  Bills  as  a  basis  for  some 
legislation,  while,  at  the  same  time,  they 
had  carefully  refrained  from  expressing 
any  approval  of  the  precise  legislation 
which  was  laid  before  the  House.  This 
circumstance  pointed  out  a  most  material 
difference  between  the  approval  of  the 
country  on  this  matter  and  the  approval 
that  it  had  been  in  the  habit  of  giving 
to  other  legislative  proposals.  When 
a  question  had  been  thoroughly  con- 
sidered by  the  country,  and  when  a  great 
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Minister  had  brought  forward  his  scheme 
for  carrying  into  effect  the  wishes  of  the 
country,  it  was  usual  to  see  that  that 
scheme  embraced  not  merely  in  its  gene- 
ral principle  but  in  all  its  details,  down 
sometimes  to  the  most  minute  particu- 
lars; and  the  demand  of  the  country 
was  that  it  should  be  carried  into  effect 
in  the  shape  in  which  it  was  laid  before 
the  House  of  Commons.  We  were  ac- 
customed to  the  words,  **The  Bill,  the 
whole  Bill,  and  nothing  but  the  Bill ;  " 
but  with  regard  to  this  measure  such  a 
sentiment  had  not  been  heard  in  any 
portion  of  the  country.  On  the  con- 
trary, what  the  country  wanted  was  the 
principle  of  the  Bill — not  the  whole  Bill 
— and  something  not  in  the  Bill  besides. 
What  the  country  really  desired  was  that 
there  should  be  given  to  Ireland  exactly 
the  same  amount  of  equality  in  our  legis- 
lation as  was  enjoyed  by  England  and 
Scotland.  That  was  the  desire,  and  the 
principle  of  the  new  democracy,  the 
sentiment,  was  one  of  brotherhood,  that 
all  should  be  equal  from  whatever  part 
of  the  Kingdom  they  came.  But,  at  the 
same  time,  the  country  had  a  very  distinct 
perception  of  the  difficulty  in  carrying 
this  into  effect.  If,  then,  some  had  dis- 
sented from  the  way  in  which  this  mea- 
sure was  framed,  it  was  scarcely  just  to 
declare  that  the  sentiments  and  instincts 
of  the  people  were  on  one  side  and  the 
criticism  of  class  on  the  other.  Those 
opposed  to  this  Bill  had  no  interest  in 
opposing  it ;  they  had  the  same  feelings 
and  motiyes  as  those  who  supported  it. 
But  what  they  did  feel  from  their  edu- 
cation and  their  habits  of  investigation 
was  that  the  Bill  was  inadequate  to  carry 
out  the  desires  which,  to  a  certain  extent, 
it  embodied.  That  was  the  reason  why 
they  found,  on  the  one  hand,  the  country 
almost  unanimously  expressing  a  desire 
for  something  which  was  vaguely  ex- 
pressed as  Home  Kule,  but  expressing, 
at  the  same  time,  a  distinct  disapproba- 
tion of  the  particular  details  by  which 
this  Bill  proposed  to  carry  it  out.  Thus 
the  mass  of  the  people  left  to  the  edu- 
cated classes  the  duty  of  discussing 
the  details  of  the  Bill,  of  pointing  out 
its  errors  and  mistakes,  and  of  finding 
some  way  of  carrying  its  principles  into 
effect  without  subjecting  them  to  the 
effect  and  the  consequences  of  those  mis- 
takes. Now,  in  undertaking  so  serious 
a  task  as  that  of  creating  a  new  Consti- 
tution not  merely  for  Ireland,  but  for 
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England  and  Scotland  at  the  same  time, 
we  naturally  looked  round  for  examples 
and  precedents  from  which  to  gain  some 
information  and  guidance.  We  were 
referred  by  the  Prime  Minister  to 
certain  unions  of  States  and  federal 
arrangements  in  existence  in  Europe 
and  America.  But  in  Qvery  system  of 
federation  there  was  one  absolutely 
essential  condition,  and  that  was  that 
there  should  be  equality  between  the 
States  federated.  Where  only  two  States 
were  federated,  such  as  Austria  and 
Hungary,  though  differing  in  the  pro- 
portion of  three  to  two  in  population  and 
wealth,  whenever  they  came  to  discuss 
Imperial  questions,  they  did  so  on  the 
footing  of  absolute  equality.  The  Dele- 
gations which  were  to  decide  on  Imperial 
affairs  were  composed  of  an  exactly 
equal  number  of  Bepresentatives  of  the 
two  States;  and  so  strongly  was  that 
principle  of  equality  maintained  that  if 
from  any  cause  one  Member  was  absent 
the  consultation  was  not  held  that  day. 
In  cases  where  a  large  number  of  States 
were  federated,  such  as  Switzerland,  the 
United  States,  and  Canada,  the  basis  of 
union  was  that  the  Provinces,  while 
having  autonomy  within  their  own 
borders  upon  their  local  affairs,  should 
assemble  in  Congress  to  settle  affairs 
which  concerned  the  whole  on  a  footing 
of  perfect  equality.  But  all  these  con- 
ditions which  experience  had  prescribed 
and  reason  had  approved  were  violated 
in  the  Constitution  now  proposed  to  be 
conferred  on  Ireland.  The  people  of  Ire- 
land were  to  be  excluded — unless  the  wit 
of  man  could  devise  some  method  which 
we  were  told  the  wit  of  man  could  not 
devise — from  any  participation  in  Im- 
perial affairs.  They  were  to  be  excluded 
from  any  concern  with  the  Foreign  and 
Colonial  affairs  of  the  Empire,  of  which 
they  still  formed  a  part ;  from  any  share 
in  the  control  of  the  Army  or  Navy,  to 
the  maintenance  of  which  they  were  still 
to  contribute  ;  from  the  right  of  partici- 
pating in  the  discussion  of  Treaties,  or  of 
any  question  of  general  taxation,  unless 
there  was  a  necessity  of  changing  the 
proportion  of  taxation  between  the  two 
countries.  While  thus  shut  out  from 
the  common  interests  of  the  nation,  they 
were  even  in  Dublin  to  be  forbidden  to 
deal  with  the  chief  interests  of  their  own 
country.  They  were  not  to  be  allowed  to 
consider  the  affairs  of  the  Church  of 
their  own  country ;  they  were  going  to 
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have  a  Land  Act  passed  for  them  by  that 
House,  which  he  presumed  they  were 
not  entitled  to  alter;  they  were  to  be 
forbidden  to  make  laws  for  their  own 
trade, ornavigatioD,  or  currency ;  and  they 
were  to  be  subject  to  a  tribute,  which 
was  to  be  collected  without  their  having 
any  power  to  object.  More  than  that, 
let  them  look  at  their  position  when  it 
was  said  they  were  to  have  control  of  the 
Executive,  and  a  Ministry  of  their  own. 
Under  what  conditions  would  they  exer- 
cise authority  over  the  Executive  ?  By 
control  over  taxation  and  refusing  sup- 
plies ?  They  would  have  no  such  power, 
for  the  chief  Executive  officers  would  be 
paid  out  of  the  tribute,  which  they  could 
not  refuse.  Then  the  Irish  Parliament 
was  going  to  be  divided  into  Orders, 
and  to  consist  of  a  rich  class  and  a  poor 
class,  and  it  was  not  to  have  the  power 
to  change  the  functions  and  relations  of 
those  two  Orders.  Thus  all  the  rights 
of  self-government  which  belonged  to 
the  humblest  of  our  Colonies  were  to 
be  denied  to  Ireland.  There  was  yet 
another  point.  A  veto  was  to  be  re- 
served to  the  Sovereign  authority  with 
regard  to  the  Acts  of  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment. In  this  country  the  Queen  had 
a  veto,  but  for  150  years  it  had  not  been 
exercised.  They  might  as  well  say  that 
the  Divine  right  of  the  Sovereign  would 
be  resuscitated.  The  one  was  as  great 
an  anachronism  as  the  other ;  but  they 
were  told  by  the  Chief  Secretary  at 
Glasgow  that  they  were  not  to  regard 
the  veto  in  the  case  of  Ireland  as  a  paper 
veto.  If  it  was  to  be  an  active  veto  who 
would  advise  the  Sovereign,  who  though 
Sovereign  of  Ireland  was  Sovereign  of 
Great  Britain  also,  to  exercise  it  ?  Would 
it  not  be  the  British  Ministry  which 
was  under  the  control  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament,  and  which  would  stiU  ap- 
point the  Viceroy  ?  Then  was  not  that 
the  subjection  of  Ireland  still  to  the 
authority  of  the  inhabitants  of  Gi'eat 
Britain?  What  a  mockery  of  self-go- 
vernment was  this !  Their  Irish  Friends 
said  they  were  willing  to  accept  that 
Constitution.  But  the  Liberals  of  this 
country  could  not  make  themselves  a 
party  to  a  Constitution  which  violated 
in  ail  essential  particulars  the  prin- 
ciples of  liberty  for  which  they  had  con- 
tended for  so  many  centuries.  He  ven- 
tured also  to  say  that  the  Bepresentatives 
of  Ireland  in  this  Parliament  had  no 
right  to  accept  the  Constitution  offered 


them  by  the  Bill.  He  knew  the  Irish 
Members  claimed  to  represent  five-sixths 
of  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  as  regards 
their  own  numbers  that  was  perhaps  true ; 
but  when  they  looked  at  the  number  of 
the  electors  it  was  scarcely  true.  He 
had  made  a  calculation  on  the  subject, 
and  as  nearly  as  he  could  make  out,  and 
allowing  for  all  uncontested  elections,  the 
Nationalist  Members  had  been  elected 
by,  in  round  numbers,  400,000  out  of  a 
total  of  700,000  electors.  So  great  a 
change  ought  not  to  be  made  on  the 
demand  of  what  was,  after  all,  not  much 
more  than  a  bare  majority  of  the  nation. 
If  that  were  the  case,  must  they  not 
also  add  to  the  difficulties  he  had  enu- 
merated that  further  and  most  serious 
difficulty  which  was  comprised  in  the 
word — which  he  used  not  geographically, 
but  merely  as  a  word  of  general  descrip- 
tion— Ulster?  There  was  a  portion  of 
the  Irish  population  which  lived  in  that 
Province  which  was  capable  of  definition, 
and  which  was  decidedly  opposed  to  being 
placed  under  the  proposed  Constitution. 
Therefore,  on  the  very  same  principle 
on  which  the  Nationalist  Party  were  en- 
titled to  say  they  accepted  this  Consti- 
tution for  the  people  they  represented, 
those  who  represented  that  portion  of 
Ulster  were  entitled  to  say  they  did  not 
want  it,  and  did  not  desire  to  come 
under  it.  If  the  Nationalists  were  per- 
fectly prepared  to  let  them  go,  that 
would  simplify  the  matter  very  much, 
and  would  commend  itself  to  justice; 
but  if  not,  neither  were  the  people  of 
England  and  Scotland  justified  in  placing 
them  under  this  Constitution,  if  they 
desired  to  remain  united  with  us.  This 
was  a  serious  difficulty  which  would  have 
to  be  encountered  and  solved.  Having 
presented  these  difficulties  on  behalf  of 
the  plan  proposed,  he  knew  he  should 
be  met  with  the  question,  **What  is 
your  plan?"  A  private  Member  who 
had  no  Ministerial  responsibility  was 
not  precluded  from  suggesting  an  alter- 
native plan ;  and  his  alternative  was 
that  of  simple  justice  to  Ireland  on  the 
same  footing  as  justice  was  claimed 
for  Scotland  and  for  England  and 
Wales.  If  he  was  asked,  how  was 
that  justice  to  be  obtained,  sitting  in 
a  House  such  as  this,  where  the  Irish 
were  in  a  minority,  he  would  invite 
them  to  look  at  the  way  in  which  justice 
was  obtained,  not,  he  admitted,  to  a 
perfect  degree,  but  still  in  a  sufficiently 
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practical  way,  by  Scotland  and  England 
and  Wales.     Scotland  was  as  much  a 
nation,  and  its  national  feeling  was  as 
strong  as  it  was  in  Ireland.     It  was  a 
nation  as  proud  of  its  past  history.     It 
still  insisted  on  being  treated  as  an  in- 
dependent people.     It  still  maintained 
its  laws  and  institutions,  and  had  its 
laws  modified  according  to  its  own  opi- 
nion and  ideas.     Scotland  did   obtain 
justice  to  a  considerable  and  nearly  to 
a  sufficient  extent  by  the  recognition, 
on  the  part  of  Parliament,  that  it  was 
entitled  to  be  treated  in  that  way,  and 
that  where  there  was  anything  approach- 
ing unanimity  on  the  part  of  its  Bepre- 
sentatives  upon  any  subject,  it  was  a 
thing  that  Englishmen  were  bound  to 
grant.     He  knew  they  had  occasionally 
reason  to  complain,  as,  for  instance,  in 
the  case  of  the  Crofters  Bill,  where  the 
Government  refused  the  Amendments 
brought  forward  by  Scottish  Members. 
That,   however,    was  the  fault  of  the 
Government,  and  not  of  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  country;  and  what  he  was 
arguing  for  was  that  the  Constitution 
should  be  preserved,  and  the  ways  of 
the  Government  altered.      In  the  past 
so-called  remedial   legislation   for  Ire- 
land, even  when  conducted  by  a  Liberal 
Government,    the  Bills    did   not    ema- 
nate from  Ireland,  or  from  Irish  Mem- 
bers ;  but  they  emanated  from  the  Trea- 
sury  Bench,  and,    as  a  rule,  the  sug- 
gestions   of   Irish   Members   were   not 
accepted.   This  was  why  such  a  striking 
want    of    success    had    attended    the 
**  judicious  mixtures  "  of  the  past.    The 
measures  were    proposed  by  English- 
men    and    administered    by    English- 
men.    They  ought  to  have  been  pro- 
posed by  Irishmen  and  administered  by 
them.     The  anomalies  of  Private  Bill 
legislation  in  London  for  Ireland  should 
have  been  remedied  by  inquiries  carried 
on  by  Commission  in  Ireland.     The  dis- 
satisfaction with  the  administration  of 
Dublin  Castle  could  easily  be  got  rid  of. 
The  Bepresentatives  of  Ireland  might 
themselves  propose  measures  to  remedy 
the  defects  of  the  Land  Act  and  to  stop 
unfair    evictions;    and    such  measures 
would  be  welcomed  on  all  sides  of  the 
House,  accepted  by  the  people  of  this 
country,  and  carried  into  effect  without 
difficulty,  under  the  new  impulse  which 
had  been  given  to  that  House  by  the 
democratic  feeling.    If  there  was  to  be 
a  Constitution  for  Ireland,  let  it  come 
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from  Ireland,  proposed  by  Irishmen,  and 
then  let  Englishmen  judge  whether  it 
was  or  was  not  consonant  with  their 
own  ideas ;  but  do  not  let  them  have  it 
proposed  fi'om  the  Treasury  Bench,  and 
combined,  as  it  was  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, with  an  Arms  Bill,  which  was  to 
be  imposed  upon  Ireland  for  two  years, 
without  any  power  to  Irishmen  to  repeal 
it.  There  was  the  simple  and  obvious 
plan  by  which,  without  any  violation  of 
the  Constitution,  without  any  enactment 
of  new  methods,  without  any  stoppage 
of  the  business  of  Ireland,  England,  or 
Scotland,  they  might  have  the  same 
measure  of  justice  done  to  all  parts  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  by  the  United 
Legislature,  and  by  which  beneficial 
measures  might  be  passed  in  sympathy 
with  the  desire  of  the  Members  of  the 
three  nations.  This  was  the  offer  which 
the  people  of  this  country  made  to  Ire- 
land. He  did  not  profess  to  be  the 
mouthpiece  of  the  new  democracy  of 
this  country ;  but,  at  all  events,  he  asked 
Irishmen  to  look  to  the  sentiment  which 
had  been  expressed  by  the  new  demo- 
cracy, and  judge  whether  it  was  not 
certain  that  whatever  measures  were 
proposed  for  the  good  of  Ireland  they 
would  support.  And  he  hoped  that,  thus 
working  together  in  mutual  sympathy 
and  assistance,  they  would  be  able  to 
maintain  a  real  and  lasting  Union. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  (Mid- 
dlesex, Ealing) :  I  am  sorry  to  stand 
between  the  House  and  any  other  Mem- 
bers whom  individual  sections  of  the 
House  may  wish  to  hear.  The  question 
before  the  House  is  of  such  magnitude 
that  I  can  quite  understand  there  should 
be  considerable  competition  to  obtain  a 
hearing.  The  House  listened  with  great 
interest  to  the  speech  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Banner- 
man)  in  the  early  part  of  the  evening — 
first,  because  he  is  the  only  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  held  the  Office  of 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
who  supports  this  Bill ;  and,  secondly, 
because  it  had  been  intimated  that  he 
would  convey  to  the  House  some  further 
development  of  the  policy  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  and  of  the  conces- 
sions which  they  are  disposed  to  make 
to  those  who  are  not  prepared  to  sup- 
port the  Bill  in  its  present  shape.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  made  ayeiy  strong 
assertion  when  he  said  that  we  are  aU 
agreed  as  to  the  principle  contained  in 
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the  Bill.  My  strong  impression  is,  after 
having  listened  to  the  debate  throughout, 
that  the  great  majority  of  the  Members 
of  this  House  are  opposed  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill;  and  it  is  because  they 
are  so  opposed  to  it  that  the  Government 
are  endeavouring  to  whittle  it  down  and 
surround  it  with  a  number  of  proper 
safeguards,  which  will  prevent  the 
House  and  the  public  from  seeing  its 
fall  proportions,  or  the  machinery,  or 
motive  power,  which  is  behind  it  to  set 
it  in  motion.  What,  Sir,  is  the  principle 
of  this  Bill  ?  If  the  House  will  allow 
me,  I  will  point  out  the  position  in  which 
I  and  my  near  Relatives  will  be  placed 
if  this  measure  is  passed.  My  three 
Brothers  and  I  happen  to  be  Irishmen, 
who  have  the  honour  of  holding  seats  in 
the  present  Parliament.  If  this  Bill 
passes,  all  of  us,  who  now  have  equal 
rights,  will  be  divided  into  equal 
classes.  Certain  of  us  will  be  called 
upon  to  take  part  in  Imperial  matters, 
and  to  give  up  our  control  over  Irish 
affairs,  while  others,  who  have  some  con- 
trol over  the  latter,  will  not  be  allowed 
to  participate  in  any  way  in  Imperial 
legislation.  It  is  to  that  principle  that 
the  House  objects,  because  they  see  that 
in  that  principle  is  contained  what  must 
result  in  the  disruption  of  this  Empire. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  made  use  of  a  most  un- 
happy illustration.  He  said — **  After  all, 
what  is  it  but  taking  wine  out  of  one 
large  bottle  and  dividing  it  among 
smaller  ones  ;  the  quantity  would  remain 
the  same."  Now,  Sir,  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  been  as  great  BLConnokeeur 
in  wine  as  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  whom  he  followed  is  a  legal 
scientist,  he  would  know  that  to  sub- 
divide wine  in  one  large  bottle,  and  to 
put  it  into  a  number  of  small  bottles,  de- 
prives it,  not  only  of  its  potency,  but 
of  most  of  its  flavour.  Sir,  I  will  divide 
the  principle  of  this  Bill  into  three 
bottles,  and  I  will  assume  that  there  is 
a  Parliament  for  Ireland,  which  has 
power  to  legislate  for  Irish  affairs,  but 
has  no  control  over  Imperial  affairs; 
and  there  is  a  Parliament  in  England 
which  has  exclusive  control  over  Eng- 
lish affairs,  but  none  in  Imperial ;  and 
a  Parliament  in  Scotland  similarly  situ- 
ated. Where  is  your  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment ?  Disguise  it  as  you  like,  this  BQl 
asks  you  to  take  the  first  step  down  the 
incline,  the  result  of  which  will  lead  to  the 


annihilation  of  the  Imperial  Parliament 
itself.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  went  on  to 
express  a  hope  that  if  this  Bill  is  adopted, 
social  order  and  respect  for  law  may  be 
established  in  Ireland.  He  gave  us  two 
reasons  for  his  change  of  opinion,  for, 
on  November  12  last,  the  last  occasion 
on  which  he  spoke  on  this  subject  before 
accepting  Office,  he  said  there  would  be 
great  difficulty  in  giving  Ireland  a  se- 
parate Parliament,  because  it  would  not 
be  consistent  with  the  maintenance  of 
the  integrity  of  the  Empire  and  of  duty 
to  the  Crown. 

Thb  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  for 
WAE  (Mr.  Campbell  -  Bannerman) 
(Stirling,  &c.) :  Perhaps  my  noble 
Friend  will  allow  me  to  say  that,  in  the 
first  place,  that  was  not  the  last  occasion 
on  which  I  spoke  on  this  subject ;  and 
also  that  he  now  quotes  a  single  sentence 
extracted  from  a  newspaper  report  of  a 
speech  of  considerable  length  which  I 
made  at  a  meeting.  If  he  will  refer  to 
the  whole  of  the  speech,  he  will  see  that 
in  its  general  gist  and  purport  it  is  not 
at  all  inconsistent  with  my  present  views. 

Lord  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  :  Well, 
Sir,  I  hope  that  at  least  one  good  result 
will  follow  from  the  incidents  of  this 
debate,  and  that  the  Members  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  take  care  in 
future  to  be  accurately  reported.  At 
present,  it  is  a  remarkable  circumstance 
that,  no  matter  what  journal  we  quote,  it 
somehow  or  other  happens  that  the  re- 
porter is  not  accurate. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNERM AN: 
I  did  not  say  that  the  report  was  inac- 
curate. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  There 
were  two  reasons  given  for  the  intro- 
duction of  this  Bill.  The  first  was, 
that  there  were  85  Members  of  Par- 
liament returned  from  Ireland  in  favour 
of  a  Parliamentary  recognition  of  their 
nationality.  Why,  Sir,  we  told  the 
Government  that  last  year.  That  was 
no  surprise;  and  when  we  pointed  out 
to  the  Prime  Minister  and  the  Go- 
vernment that,  under  the  Reform  Bill, 
the  Loyalist  and  the  Unionist  popula- 
tions in  Ireland  would  be  under- 
represented,  in  consequence  of  the  man- 
ner in  which  they  were  distributed 
throughout  Ireland,  the  reply  of  the 
PriQie  Minister  was  to  the  effect  that  it 
might  not  be  possible  to  give  them 
adequate  representation,  but  they  must 
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trust  and  rely  upon  the  Scotch  and  Eng- 
lish Members.  Now,  because  our  pre- 
diction is  true,  and  the  85  Nationalist 
Members  have  been  returned,  the  safe- 
guard with  which  the  House  was  in- 
duced to  assent  to  the  Beform  Bill 
yanishes,  and  because  the  Loyalists  are 
under-represented,  they   are  to  be  de- 

? rived  of  their  safeguard  and  protection  ? 
'hat  is  a  perfect  specimen  of  the  Prime 
Minister's    safeguards.      What    is  the 
second  reason  ?      That  Her  Majesty's 
late  Government  declined  to  renew  the 
Grimes  Act ;  and  we  have  been  told  time 
after  time,  because  we  declined  to  ask 
the  House  to  assent  to  coercion  last  year, 
that  therefore  a  Parliament  must  be  es- 
tablished in  Dublin.  Whatarethe  circum- 
stances under  which  we  refused  to  ask  Par- 
liament  for  a  renewal  of  the  Crimes  Act  ? 
We  found  ourselves  in  circumstances  in 
which  I  am  confident  that  any  Govern- 
ment would  have  arrived  at  the  same 
coudusion  as  we  did.     Now,  Sir,  what 
was  the  position  in  which  we  found  our- 
selves ?    An  enormous  political  conces- 
sion had  just   been  made  to   Ireland, 
almost  as  great  as  that  which  the  Go- 
vernment are  now  proposing.  There  was 
little  crime  then.     The  days  of  the  late 
Parliament  were  numbered.  We  said,  in 
the  circumstances,  that  we  would  trust 
the  Leaders  of  the  National  League,  aud 
we  would  rely  upon  them  to  stop  the 
system  of  intimidation  which  existed  in 
certain  parts  of  Ireland.  The  Leaders  of 
the  National  League  either  could  not,  or 
would  not,  stop  that  intimidation;  and 
because  that  intimidation  has  increased 
fourfold,  the  Prime  Minister  now  says 
that  those  Gentlemen  who  could  not,  or 
would  not,   stop  intimidation  shall  be 
trusted  with  the  entire  legislative  and 
administrative  authority  in  Ireland .  [Mr. 
Gladstone  dissented.]  I  say  that  because 
the  system  of  intimidation  has  increased 
you  bring  in  this  Bill.  If  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  had  been  able  to 
stop  intimidation  and  the  law  had  been 
obeyed,  this  Bill  would  not  have  been 
brought  in.    It  is  because  the  law  is  not 
obeyed  that  you  have  brought  the  Bill 
in.     It,  therefore,  amounts  to  this — that 
because  a  certain  number  of  Gentlemen 
have  80  managed  their  Organization  as 
to  successfully  defy  the  law,  they  are  to 
be  made  hereafter  the  Authority  which 
is  to  make  and  administer  the  law.    I 
agree  that  there  is  little  sympathy  in 
many  parts  of  Ireland  with  the  laws 
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passed  by  this  House;  but   when  the 
Prime  Minister  says  it  is  our  duty  to 
bring  the  law  in  sympathy  with  the  Irish 
population,  what  is  meant  ?    Is  the  ob- 
jection to  the  law  that  it  is  passed  by 
this  House,  or  is  it  from  an  inherent 
dislike  to  the  law  itself?    If  the  Par- 
liament in  Ireland  attempts  to  enforce 
those  laws  which  we  believe  to  be  just, 
and  which  are  now  in  existence,  they 
will  have  as  much  difficulty  as  the  Par- 
liament here.     What  they  are  to  do  is 
to  alter  the  law ;  and  what  is  the  law 
which  is  most  unpopular?      The  law 
which  stops  intimidation ;  and,  therefore, 
if  you  are  to  bring  your  law  in  sympathy 
with    the    popular    wishes,    you   must 
abolish  the  law  which  stops  intimidation 
and  legalize  it ;  and  that  is  the  method 
which  the  Prime  Minister  proposes  in 
order  to  re-establish  social  order  in  Ire- 
land.     Now,   Sir,   if  the   House  will 
allow  me,  I  will  ask  them  to  go  back 
with  me  a  step  in  English  history.     We 
have    had    a    great    many   authorities 
quoted  as  to  the  means  by  which  the 
Union  was  carried,  and  as  to  the  con- 
sequences which  repealing  that  Legisla- 
tive Union  entailed  upon  the  country. 
It  is  a  remarkable  fact  that  there  has 
been  but  one  Prime  Minister  of  England 
who  has  ever  had  any  practical  expe- 
rience of  an  independent  Parliament  in 
Ireland,   and  that  was  Mr.  Pitt.     Mr. 
Pitt    took    Office  in    December,    1783, 
and  the  last  Act  passed  by  this  House 
which  gave  entire  independence  to  the 
Irish    Parliament    was    passed  in   the 
middle  of  that  year.     Let  us  see  what 
were  Mr.  Pitt's  motives  in  bringing  the 
Union  forward.    He  had  had  experience 
of  an  independent  Parliament   in  Ire- 
land.    He  was  most  anxious  to  establish 
complete  freedom  of  commercial  relations 
between  this  country  and  Ireland.     He 
had  been  thwarted  in  his  desires  by  in- 
trigues in  this  and  in  the  other  House 
of    Parliament.      Mr.   Pitt    was    most 
anxious  to  emancipate  the  Eoman  Catho- 
lics ;  but  when  the  attempt  was  made 
intrigue  and  faction  played  their  part, 
and  Lord  Fitzwilliam,  who,  I  must  say, 
seems  to  have  shown  very  little  discre- 
tion, was  recalled ;  but  it  was  not  by 
Mr.  Pitt's  wish. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  (Mid 
Lothian) :  Mr.  Pitt  was  Prime  Minister. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  If  the 
Prime   Minister   wishes  to  go  back  to 
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tliat  period  he  will  find  that  tbe  men 
who  were  instrumental  in  obtaining  the 
recall  of  Lord  Fitzwilliam  were  most  op- 
posed to  the  Union.  Mr.  Pitt  was  com- 
pelled, in  spite  of  himself,  to  recall  Lord 
Fitzwilliam.  The  two  great  objects 
stated  in  Mr.  Pitt's  speech  in  introducing 
the  Bill  for  the  Union  were  to  establish 
perfect  freedom  of  commerce  and  trade 
m  Ireland,  and  to  abolish  religious  dis- 
abilities. Will  any  man  say,  if  we  re- 
Seal  the  Union,  that  there  is  not  a 
anger  of  Ireland  going  back  to  the 
same  condition  as  in  1783  ?  Mr.  Pitt  was 
engaged  in  a  great  war.  The  conduct 
of  that  war  was  to  him  a  source  of 
anxiety  scarcely  less  than  the  existence 
of  an  independent  Parliament  in  Ire- 
land. There  was  a  terrible  revolt  in 
Ireland,  which,  I  believe,  would  never 
have  occurred  except  for  the  existence 
of  an  Irish  Parliament.  That  revolt 
was  put  down  with  great  severity,  and 
the  very  men  who  were  most  opposed  to 
clemency  were  the  men  most  opposed  to 
the  Union.  Therefore,  Mr.  Pitt,  in  pro- 
posing the  Union  between  the  two  coun- 
tries, was  not  asking  the  House  to 
legislate  on  hypothetical  assumptions, 
but  was  asking  them  to  legislate  upon 
the  terrible  experience  of  the  past  15  or 
20  years,  and  that  experience  brought 
home  to  him  and  all  his  Cabinet  the 
fact  that  unless  the  Union  was  made 
Constitutional  all  government  must 
either  be  suspended  in  Ireland  or 
separation  between  the  two  countries 
must  ensue.  Now,  what  are  the  circum- 
stances in  which  this  Bill  is  brought 
forward  ?  The  enterprize  of  the  Prime 
Minister  involves  tremendous  risk  in  the 
future ;  but  he  will  not  share  that  risk. 
Whatever  popularity  accrues  from  this 
Bill  will  be  monopolized  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ;  younger  men  will  have 
to  face  the  danger  of  its  failure.  Much 
as  we  admire  the  ability  of  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman,  we  must  recollect  that, 
although  successful  in  many  of  his  poli- 
tical ventures,  his  past  Irish  legislation 
has  failed,  f  (7rt>«  of  **  No !  "]  It  has 
failed  in  this  sense — that  it  has  not 
finished  its  work.  I  recollect  that  on 
every  occasion  the  ground  on  which  we 
were  asked  to  adopt  it  was  that  it  would 
be  final ;  and  we  are  now  again  a^ked  to 
adopt  this  legislation  because  it  is  to  be 
final ;  but  in  a  very  few  years  we  shall 
be  told  that  it  has  not  finished  its  work, 
because  it  has  not  touched  the  goal  of 


IrishNational  independence.  The  reason 
why  Mr.  Pitt  used  his  best  efforts  and 
all  his  influence  to  carry  the  Union  was 
because  he  realized  the  fact  that  the 
Irish  nation  was  not  homogeneous.  The 
history  of  Ireland  has  been  the  history 
of  perpetual  internecine  strife  between 
different  sections  of  the  people — |  Mr. 
W.  O'Brien  ^Tyrone,  8.):  Who  made 
it  so  ?] — and  the  unpleasant  part  of  her 
history  is  this,  that  whatever  faction  has 
had  the  upper  hand  has  made  an  unfair 
use  of  its  power ;  but  of  all  the  parties 
who  have  ever  exercised  this  power, 
none  has  made  a  more  remorseless 
and  brutal  use  of  it  than  the  Land 
League  and  National  League.  There 
are  many  Members  who  object  to  any- 
thing savouring  of  coercion.  Are  they 
sure  this  Bill  is  not  a  Coercion  Bill  ?  If 
a  misuse  is  made  of  the  provisions  of 
this  measure,  and  if  the  Loyalist  mi- 
nority are  ill-treated,  you  will  have  de- 
prived yourselves  of  the  power  of  inter- 
ference. Under  the  Bill  a  large  portion 
of  the  population  may  be  reduced  to  a 
position  of  perpetual  servitude,  and  be 
treated  as  aUens  in  the  land  with  which 
their  families  have  been  connected  for 
centuries.  [*•  No  !  '*]  This  House  is  to 
be  the  Parliament  of  a  foreign  country, 
and  the  laws  passed  in  Ireland  only  are 
to  be  national  laws.  In  this  country, 
according  to  the  Prime  Minister,  there 
is  to  be  a  foreign  Parliament,  while  the 
Parliament  of  Ireland  is  to  be  a  National 
Parliament.  [Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone  :  I 
never  said  so.  J  I  should  like  the  House 
to  consider  with  me  who,  and  how  many, 
are  the  Unionists  and  Loyalists  who 
object  to  this  Bill  ?  What  proportion  do 
they  form  of  the  people  of  Ireland? 
Hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  have 
with  great  skill  absorbed  five-sixths  of 
the  representation  of  Ireland,  but  they 
do  not  represent  five-sixths  of  the  people. 
I  am  going  to  state  one  or  two  facts. 
There  are  103  Members  from  Ireland. 
There  were  24  uncontested  seats  at  the 
last  Election,  of  which  20  are  held  by 
Nationalists  and  four  by  Conservatives. 
That  gives  the  former  a  balance  of  16 
on  the  uncontested  seats.  There  were 
79  contested  elections.  The  Nationalists 
polled  293,952  votes,  or  66  per  cent — 
[An  Irish  Membeb  :  Much  more  than 
that.]  Pardon  me,  these  figui^es  are 
taken  from  oflScial  Eeturns-— and  the 
Unionists  144,826,  or  34  per  cent;  yet 
we  hold  only  14   seats  instead  of   26, 
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which  is  the  number  we  ought  to  hold, 
and  they  hold  65  instead  of  52;  and 
while  every  Nationalist  Member  repre- 
sents 4,591  voters,  each  Unionist  Mem- 
ber represents  10,355.  Hon.  Members 
are  very  proud  of  the  tactics  by  which 
they  secured  a  majority  of  the  represen- 
tation of  the  Province  of  Ulster.  They 
were  very  adroit.  The  question  of  the 
Union  was  never  brought  forward ;  no 
addresses  were  issued,  and  the  question 
of  the  land  was  alone  kept  in  the  fore- 
ground. The  question  of  Union  or 
Separation  was  kept  entirely  in  the  back 
ground.  In  the  counties  of  Ulster  the 
Nationalists  hold  16  seats,  and  the 
Loyalists  11.  Three  were  uncontested, 
of  which  two  are  held  by  Unionists,  and 
one  is  filled  by  a  Nationalist.  The 
followers  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  polled  62,694 
votes,  or  4,822  for  every  Member;  while 
the  Unionists  polled  91,563,  or  10,173 
for  every  Member.  If  you  will  look  at 
these  figures  you  will  see  what  I  have 
always  maintained— that  if  you  take  the 
Unionists  throughout  Ireland  they  num- 
ber one-third  of  the  population.  Let 
me  ta^e  the  next  test.  Are  these  men 
who  have  returned  the  Friends  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  igno- 
rant and  illiterate,  or  are  they  capable 
citizens  ?  I  have  statistics  here  of  the 
voters  in  every  county  of  Ulster.  Two 
counties  returned  four  Members.  The 
representation  of  Donegal  is  monopo- 
lized by  the  Nationalists,  the  repre- 
sentation of  Antrim  by  the  Unionists. 
In  the  latter  county  the  percentage  of 
illiterate  voters  in  the  diflferent  divisions 
is  less  than  3  per  cent;  but  in  North 
Donegal  the  percentage  is  42,  in  East 
Donegal  38*6,  and  in  South  Donegal 
52*2.  In  Belfast,  out  of  four  seats,  three 
were  uncontested  by  Nationalists.  The 
average  number  of  illiterate  voters  in 
these  was  3  per  cent.  In  the  one  divi- 
sion where  a  contest  took  place  the 
number  was  13  per  cent.  In  Down, 
which  has  four  seats,  two  were  uncon- 
tested, and  are  held  by  Unionists.  In 
North  Down,  two  Unionists  went  to  the 
poll,  and  the  number  of  illiterate  voters 
was  2  per  cent ;  in  South  Down,  where 
a  Nationalist  was  successful,  22  per  cent 
of  the  voters  were  illiterates.  Having 
looked  through  these  figures  I  may  say 
that  about  one-third  of  all  the  Nationalist 
votes  polled  in  Ireland  were  given  by 
persons  who  can  neither  read  nor  write. 

Lord  George  MamiUon 


Therefore,  not  merely  are  the  Loyalists 
of  Ireland  one-third  of  the  population  ; 
but  I  say  unhesitatingly  that  if  you  take 
any  of  the  criteria  by  which  you  judge 
who  are  capable  citizens — intelligence, 
thrift,  freedom  from  crime,  absence  of 
pauperism,  capacity  for  work,  success 
m  industrial  occupation,  or  improved 
methods  of  agriculture — if  you  take  any 
one  of  these  tests  you  wUl  find  more 
capable  citizens  among  the  Unionists 
than  among  the  Nationalists.  And 
when  you  go  to  the  statistics  of  crime 
the  facts  are  more  remarkable  still — 
particularly  in  Ulster,  as  compared  with 
the  South  and  West.  In  all  parts  where 
the  influence  of  the  new  legislation  is 
supreme,  crime,  disorder,  and  ignorance 
are  in  the  ascendancy.  I  ask,  then,  is 
it  right,  under  these  circumstances,  to 
pass  a  measure  which  is  likely  to  be 
terribly  detrimental  to  the  interests  of 
men  who  have  done  all  they  can  to  pro- 
mote the  prosperity  of  the  country  to 
which  they  belong  ?  The  Prime  Minister 
was  good  enough  some  years  ago,  not 
only  to  describe  the  course  of  action  and 
the  qualifications  of  the  new  Prime  Mi- 
nister for  Ireland,  but  he  also  gave  us, 
in  that  eloquent  phraseology  of  which  he 
is  so  great  a  master,  an  exact  description 
of  that  system  of  government  to  which 
we  shall  hereafter  be  subjected.  Speak- 
ing at  the  Guildhall,  on  October  13, 
1881,  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell),  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister used  the  following  language : — 

"  Within  the  last  few  moments  I  have  been 
informed  that  the  first  step  towards  the  vindi- 
cation of  law,  of  order,  of  the  rights  of  pro- 
perty, of  the  freedom  of  the  land,  of  the  first 
elements  of  political  life  and  civilization — that 
the  first  step  has  been  taken  in  the  arrest  of  the 
man  who,  unhappily,  from  motives  which  I  do 
not  challenge,  which  I  cannot  examine,  with 
which  I  have  nothing  to  do — who,  unhappily, 
has  made  himself  beyond  all  others  prominent 
in  the  attempt  to  destroy  the  authority  of  the 
law,  to  substitute  what  could  end  in  being 
nothing  more  or  less  than  anaruhial  oppression 
exercised  upon  the  people  of  Ireland." 

I  believe  that  that  is  a  very  accurate 
description  of  what  will  occur  in  Ireland 
if  this  Bill  passes ;  and  does  it  not  ex- 
hibit an  extraordinary  amount  of  con- 
fidence in  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  to  assume  that  you  may  safely 
hand  over  the  administration  and  execu- 
tion of  the  law  in  Ireland,  and  place 
in  power  in  Ireland,  and  intrust  with 
supreme  authority  in  that  country,  the 
Leaders  of  the  Association  which;  not 


989 


Government  of 


{Mat  13,  1886} 


Irelmd  Bill. 


990 


80  very  lone  ago,  issued  the  "No  Bent 
Manifesto/  and  that  you  can  trust  them 
to  act  for  49  years  as  rent  collectors 
and  process  serrers  for  an  alien  Par- 
liament? On  what  grounds  does  the 
Prime  Minister  assume  that  the  mere 
attainment  of  supreme  power  by  the 
Nationalist  Leader,  whom  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  described  in  the  terms 
to  which  I  have  referred,  will  work  a 
miraculous  transformation  in  his  opi- 
nions and  his  objects,  and  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  and  his  Friends  will  com- 
pletely forget  everything  they  have  ever 
said  and  done  ? — as  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman himself  appears  to  have  done 
since  his  recent  conversion.  But  sup- 
posing the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  and  his  Friends  do  not  change  their 
opinions — and  here  I  am  bound  to  ex- 
press the  pleasure  with  which  I  listened 
to  the  speeches  made  in  this  debate  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr. 
W.  O'Brien)  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wexford  fMr.  J.  Redmond),  and  the 
kindly  welcome  they  gave  us  to  join 
them  and  heartily  to  oo-operate  with 
them.  Yes,  but  that  was  not  the  lan- 
guage which  those  hon.  Members  used 
when  carrying  on  their  agitation.  When 
Mr.  Lecky  said  that  any  man  who  sup- 
posed that  this  measure  would  tend  to 
establish  law  and  order  in  Ireland,  and 
to  promote  the  unity  of  the  Empire,  must 
be  either  a  fool  or  a  traitor,  he  had  in 
view  the  kind  of  writing  which  had  dis- 
tinguished United  Ireland^  and  which  he 
said  he  had  read  for  the  last  three  years. 
I  give  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way all  credit  for  the  skill  and  energy 
with  which  they  have  worked;  but  if 
they  were  once  installed  in  Office  the 
revolution  which  they  have  promoted 
would  p6ws  into  its  second  phase — I  mean 
the  phase  through  which  every  revolu- 
tion passes — namely,  that  of  devouring 
its  own  children.  Sir,  it  is  not  in  their 
power  to  pledge  the  Irish  Parliament. 
You  have  placed  in  this  Bill  a  number 
of  limitations  on  the  power  of  the  future 
Parliament.  If  the  future  Government 
of  Ireland  loyally  resisted  these  changes, 
every  one  of  them  would  be  stepping 
stones  to  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
to  obtain  Office.  If  you  plant  the  germ 
of  nationality  and  surround  it  with  such 
organisms  as  are  proposed  to  be  set  up 
here,  you  must  be  prepared  for  the  na- 
tural and  inevitable  result.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway  have,  in  the 


course  of  the  last  few  years,  attacked 
every  single  link  in  the  administration 
of  justice  in  Ireland.  They  cannot  there- 
fore, in  self-respect,  agree  to  continue  the 
existing  system ;  they  must  revolutionize 
it ;  and  when  your  safeguards  disappear 
what  will  be  the  protection  afforded  to 
the  Loyal  minority  in  Ireland  ?  None. 
Therefore,  Sir,  what  I  hope  the  House 
will  understand  is  that  this  is  not  a  Bill 
merely  to  transfer  certain  Executive  or 
Legislative  powers  from  London  to  Dub- 
lin, but  the  mere  act  of  transfer  involves 
a  complete  transformation  of  the  body 
to  which  it  is  to  be  transferred,  and  a 
complete  revolution  of  the  uses  to  which 
it  is  to  be  put.  An  hon.  Member  was 
good  enougn  the  other  night  to  be  candid 
on  this  point.  He  said  that  the  National 
League  was  the  apostolic  successor  of  the 
Land  League,  and  that  the  National 
League  would  be  abolished  as  soon  as 
you  constitute  the  future  Irish  Parlia- 
ment. There  is  a  name  not  very  popular 
with  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway, 
but  the  name  of  a  great  Irishman — Lord 
Clare — and  I  wish  to  quote  a  short  pas- 
sage from  the  speech  of  Lord  Clare  on 
the  Union.  That  distinguished  man 
said — 

*'  If  we  are  to  live  in  a  perpetual  Btorm  here 
(in  Ireland) ;  if  it  is  to  remain  at  the  discretion  of 
every  adventurer,  of  feeble  and  ostentatious 
talents,  ungovemed  by  a  partide  of  judgment 
or  discretion,  to  dress  ud  fictitious  grievances 
for  popular  delusions,  ana  let  loose  a  savage  and 
barbarous  people  upon  the  property  and  respect 
of  the  Irish  nation ;  what  gentleman  who  has  the 
means  of  living  out  of  this  country  will  be  in- 
duced to  remain  in  it  P  I  do  most  solemnly  de- 
clare that  no  earthly  consideration  short  of  a 
strong  sense  of  duty  should  have  induced  me  to 
remain  an  eye-witness  of  the  scenes  of  folly  and 
madness  and  horrors  of  every  description  in 
which  1  have  lived  for  some  years  back ;  and 
that  I  had  rather  give  up  every  prospect  which 
remains  to  me  in  this  country  and  begin  a  new 
course  in  my  old  age  than  submit  it  to  the  same 
misery  and  disgust  for  the  remnant  of  my  life. 
If  you  wish  to  stop  emigration  you  must  en- 
able sober  and  rational  men  to  live  in  peace  at 
home." 

Well  now,  Sir,  it  is  perfectly  dear  that 
this  Bill  cannot  restore  social  order  in 
Ireland.  That  it  may  promote  disunion 
and  would  deprive  Parliament  of  many 
functions  which  it  previously  possessed 
has  been  proved  oeyond  dispute  by 
speeches  made  earlier  in  this  debate. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  who  spoke  to-night, 
made  a  proposal  with  a  view  to  conciliate 
opponentsof  this  Bill;  but,  unfortunately. 
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in  a  very  succinct  and  able  argument, 
he  destroyed  it  before  be  suggested  it  to 
the  House.  He  proposed  that  Members 
from  Ireland  should  come  back  here 
whenever  any  question  relating  to  the 
Customs  or  Excise  in  Ireland  was  raised, 
and  should  take  part  in  the  deliberations 
of  this  House.  But  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  pointed  out,  with  great  force, 
that  this  is  not  a  mere  Legislative  As- 
sembly, but  that  whoever  obtains  a  ma- 
jority here  has  the  control  of  the  Execu- 
tive of  the  Empire.  More  Q-ovemments 
have  changed  on  financial  questioDS 
than  on  any  other.  [Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone :  No,  no.]  Take  the  case  which 
only  occurred  last  year.  If  I  am  not 
mistaken,  I  believe  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  commenced  his  career  as  a 
Liberal  by  putting  out  a  Conservative 
Government  on  a  financial  question  in 
1852.  [Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone:  No.] 
Therefore,  let  us  see  what  the  condition 
of  the  Government  in  future  might  be. 
It  would  be  quite  possible  that  a  Go- 
vernment having  a  working  majority  of 
80  would,  upon  the  summoning  of  the 
Irish  Members  who  would  number  103 
to  decide  on  some  question  of  taxation, 
find  itself  in  a  minority  of  23.  One  of 
two  things  would  happen— either  that 
this  House  would  lose  all  control  over 
indirect  taxation,  or  else  the  Govern- 
ment would  have  to  resign.  But,  Sir, 
any  system  that  would  involve  the  ex- 
clusion of  the  Irish  Members  from  the 
control  of  the  Customs  and  Excise,  would 
involve  the  greatest  injustice  to  the 
Loyalist  Party  in  Ireland,  for  if  one 
drew  a  line  from  the  centre  of  Donegcd 
to  the  centre  of  Cork,  one  would  find 
nine-tenths  of  the  poverty  to  the  West  of 
that  line,  and  nine-tenths  of  the  wealth 
to  the  East  of  it.  The  poor  people  living 
in  the  West  have,  undoubtedly,  been  led 
to  believe  that  all  sorts  of  benefits  will 
be  obtained  for  them  by  Home  Eule. 
But  they  cannot  be  taxed  themselves,  as 
they  are  so  poor  that  no  scheme  of 
direct  taxation  could  be  devised  which 
would  affect  them.  The  consequence 
is  that  any  benefit  conferred  upon  them 
would  have  to  be  paid  for  by  the 
propertied  class,  and  how  small  this 
class  is  may  be  judged  from  the  fact 
that  an  Sd.  Income  Tax  in  Ireland  only 
produces  £500,000  sterling.  The  great 
mass  of  thepropertied  class  are  Loyalists, 
and  whenever  a  collision  between  the 
two  Parliaments  occurred,  the  whole  of 

Lord  George  Hamilton 


Ireland  would  be  united  in  claiming 
control  over  the  Irish  Customs  and  Ex- 
cise, and  then  there  would  be  an  end  to 
your  fiscal  unity.  If  this  Parliament 
were  established  in  Dublin,  no  human 
power  could  prevent  it  passing  a  Reso- 
lution like  that  of  Grattan's  Parliament, 
that  the  only  authority  that  could  make 
laws  for  the  taxation  of  Ireland  was  the 
Sovereign  and  Parliament  of  Ireland  ; 
and  it  is  a  curious  fact  that  one  of  the 
main  recommendations  of  this  Bill,  in 
the  eyes  of  its  American  supporters,  is 
that  it  would  put  the  Irish  Parliament 
in  such  a  position  in  future  that  it  could 
extract  anything  it  chose  from  the  Im- 
perial Parliament.  In  a  great  meeting, 
held  the  other  day  at  Washington,  a 
gentleman,  Mr.  Senator  Eiddleberger — 
[An  hon.  Member  :  A  German] — whose 
reputation  well  corresponds  with  his 
name,  made  an  extraordinary  speech. 
This  gentleman  is  the  Senator  for  Vir- 
ginia, which  repudiated  some  time  ago 
its  public  debts,  and  he  had  been 
chieny  instrumental  in  effecting  this,  and 
of  successfully  defying  the  rest  of  the 
United  States.  [No,  no !  "]  Well,  if 
hon.  Gentlemen  will  take  over  some  of 
the  bonds  I  bought  a  few  years  ago,  they 
will  know  all  about  this  repudiation,  and 
I  will  be  very  much  obliged  to  them. 
What  does  this  expert  in  the  art  of  de- 
fining local  legislation  say?  Senator 
Eiddleberger  suggests  that  after  the 
Parliament  in  Dublin  is  established, 
agitation  should  be  started  to  remove  the 
Viceroy  of  Ireland  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, and  he  advises  the  Irish  people 
to  **  keep  their  muskets  loaded  for  other 
operations.''  I  must  apologize  to  the 
House  for  having  occupied  its  attention 
so  lonff.  If  hon.  Memoers  will  be  kind 
enough  to  give  me  their  attention  for 
one  or  two  minutes  more,  before  con- 
cluding, I  desire  to  say  a  few  words  on 
behalf  of  a  section  of  Irishmen  in  whom 
I  am  deeply  interested.  I  have  lived  a 
great  part  of  my  life  among  the  people 
of  the  North  of  Ireland,  and  I  assert  that 
no  more  meritorious  people  are  to  be 
found  on  the  whole  face  of  the  earth  than 
the  Protestant  people  of  Ulster.  They 
are  men  who  have  fulfilled,  to  the  very 
letter,  every  contract  and  every  obliga- 
tion placed  upon  them.  They  have 
turned  the  poorest  part  of  Ireland  into 
the  richest,  and  at  a  time  when  all  other 
towns  are  decreasing  in  population  and 
trade,  they  have  elevated  Belfast  into  one 
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of  the  oommercial  emporiums  of  the 
Empire.  They  have  expelled  crime  and 
outrage,  and,  at  the  instigation  of  the 
Prime  Minister  himself,  have  shown 
themselves  the  supporters  of  law  and 
order.  If  the  relations  between  landlord 
and  tenant  in  the  North  of  Ireland  are 
happier  than  elsewhere — [**No,  no!"] 
— I  say  they  are  happier,  is  it  not  as 
much  due  to  forbearance  on  the  part  of 
the  landlords,  as  to  the  strenuous  efforts 
of  the  people  to  fulfil  their  contracts  ? 
And  when  hon.  Gentlemen  allude  to  the 
fidelity  with  which  those  who  purchased 
the  Church  lands  have  ful611ed  their 
obligations,  it  should  be  remembered 
that  almost  all  those  purchasers  reside 
in  Ulster.  Now,  Sir,  there  is  no  dis- 
order in  Ulster;  the  foundations  of 
social  order  are,  I  thank  God,  sound; 
life  and  property  are  secure.  But  it  is 
not  so  outside  of  Ulster.  Ulster  men  know 
perfectly  well  that  life  and  property  are 
in  danger  in  other  parts  of  Ireland — 
[*'  No,  no ! "] — and  many  quiet  and  re- 
spectable men  who  have  not  hitherto 
taken  any  prominent  part  in  politics, 
whose  political  views  are  opposed  to  my 
own,  honestly  believe  that  if  this  Bill 
passes  into  law  all  that  makes  life  worth 
living,  in  a  civilized  community,  will  pass 
away.  The  House  may  deprecate  strong 
language;  but  one  must  make  some 
allowance  for  brave  men.  \^A  laugh.'] 
Hon.  Gentlemen  laugh  ;  but  they  must 
be  aware  that  a  movement  in  Ireland 
was  never  dangerous  unless  there  was  a 
Protestant  at  its  head.  If  a  movement 
is  dangerous  which  is  merely  headed  by 
a  Protestant,  what  will  be  the  danger  of 
a  moyement  in  which  not  only  the 
leaders,  but  the  whole  rank  and  file,  are 
composed  of  Protestants?  The  House 
must  not  be  surprised  if  brave  men  are 
seriously  considering  whether  or  not  it 
will  be  better  for  them  to  risk  their 
lives  in  the  open  rather  than  quietly 
acquiesce  in  a  system  which  may  render 
their  future  existence  one  of  constant 
terror,  or  which  will  subject  them  to 
abject  servitude.  I  do  not  deny  the 
legal  power  of  Parliament  to  place  these 
men  in  such  a  position  as  that,  if  it  thinks 
fit  to  do  so ;  but  I  assert  that,  from  amoral 
point  of  view,  this  House  has  no  right 
to  take  that  step,  and  to  place  these  men 
in  the  power  of  an  Association  which 
has  been  denounced  by  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter himself  and  dissolved  by  the  Im- 
perial Government .  within  the  last  four 
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or  five  years  as  a  treasonable  and  a  crimi- 
nal Association,  or  else  to  compel  them  to 
expatriate  thempelves  or  have  recourse 
to  civil  war.  But,  putting  the  matter 
on  the  lowest  and  meanest  ground,  I 
contend  that  the  policy  of  the  abandon- 
ment of  our  allies  does  not  pay  in  the 
long  nin.  The  late  Parliament  tried 
that  method  twice.  They  abandoned 
our  allies  in  South  Africa,  and  they  left 
General  Gordon  to  perish  in  the  Soudan. 
But,  in  both  instances,  although  the 
nation  lost  reputation,  we  did  not  save 
our  money,  and  we  did  not  save  the  lives 
of  our  soldiers ;  while  the  very  difficulties 
we  sought  to  escape,  when  we  embarked 
upon  that  course,  have  more  tightly 
entangled  themselves  around  us.  Such 
were  the  acts  of  the  late  Parliament. 
But  this  is  a  new  Parliament,  and 
it  represents  to  a  greater  extent  than 
any  previous  one  the  manhood  of  this 
country.  Will  it  inaugurate  its  legis- 
lative career  by  giving  its  assent  to  a 
course  which  would  be  a  discredit  to 
the  puniest  nation  in  the  last  hours 
of  its  existence?  Those  who  oppose 
this  Bill  do  so  because  they  believe 
that  it  will  not  restore  social  order  in 
Ireland,  but  that  it  may  endanger  the 
integrity  of  the  Empire.  We  oppose  it 
on  still  higher  grounds.  We  are  con- 
scious of  the  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
the  Government  of  Ireland,  and  we  are 
aware  of  our  responsibility  for  any  vote 
which  we  may  give  on  this  question ; 
but  we  hold  that,  no  matter  what  may 
be  the  difficulties  which  may  encircle  the 
affairs  of  a  free  and  honourable  people, 
no  temporary  respite,  and.  still  less,  no 
permanent  relief  from  them,  will  be 
found  in  turpitude  and  political  blindncFS. 
Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  can  weU 
recolle(  t  the  time  when,  some  years  ago, 
I  used  to  take  part  in  the  debates  of 
this  House  that  we  were  accustomed  to 
be  taunted  and  represented  as  the  Party 
of  disorder  and  rebellion  ;  but  after  hav- 
ing listened  for  some  time  patiently  to 
the  speeches  delivered  by  my  fellow- 
countrymen  who  sit  above  the  Gangway, 
I  think  the  time  has  come,  or  will  come, 
when  the  title  will  be  transferred  to  the 
English  Members  in  another  part  of  the 
House,  particularly  if  speeches  continue 
to  be  delivered  in  the  tone  of  the  one 
we  have  just  heard  from  the  noble  Lord. 
Now,  there  are  a  few  points  in  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Loitl  to  which  I 
would  like  to  direct  the  attention  of  the 
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House  for  a  few  mintites  before  I  enter 
upon  the  general  question.  First  of  all 
the  noble  Lord,  shortly  before  he  sat 
down,  made  a  reference  which  I  consider 
to  be  a  particularly  unhappy  reference. 
In  the  first  place  he  quoted,  as  has  been 
very  much  the  habit  of  our  opponents, 
language — yiolent  language — used  on 
an  American  platform ;  and  you  may  be 
perfectly  certain  that  when  he  was 
obliged  to  fall  back  on  a  Qerman  Senator 
for  language  wherewith  to  accuse  the 
Irish  race  in  America  of  a  determination 
not  to  accept  this  Bill  as  a  settlement  of 
their  demands  he  was  very  hard  pressed 
indeed.  There  are  10,000,000  of  Irish- 
men in  America,  and  the  only  speech  the 
noble  Lord  could  find  to  quote  was  a 
speech  of  Senator  Biddleberger — a  Ger- 
man— who  may  be  a  very  important 
man ;  but  it  certainly  seemed  to  be  a 
very  unhappy  illustration  of  the  possible 
future  delinquencies  of  the  Irish  Par- 
liament when  the  noble  Lord  spoke  of 
the  repudiation  of  a  debt  by  Virginia. 
Does  not  every  man  in  the  House  know 
that  if  there  is  a  State  in  the  whole 
length  and  breadth  of  America  where 
the  Irish  race  has  no  influence  that  State 
is  Virginia?  I  know  Virginia.  I  may 
say  that  I  have  travelled  through  every 
State  in  the  Northern  States  of  America; 
and,  as  I  and  every  hon.  Member  who 
has  travelled  there  know,  not  in  the 
North  or  the  South  will  you  find  any 
State  where  the  Irish  have  so  small  a 
representation  as  in  Virginia.  Why, 
Sir,  that  State  is  the  Old  Dominion; 
every  family  there  boasts  and  traces  its 
descent  from  ancestors  in  England.  The 
next  time  the  noble  Lord  wants  to  cast 
a  reproach  on  the  Irish  people,  and  to 
say  that  our  people  are  disposed  to 
repudiate  their  debts,  he  had  better  go 
elsewhere  than  to  the  Old  Dominion  of 
Virginia.  The  noble  Lord  made  an  ex- 
cursion into  Irish  history.  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  follow  him  into  that  excursion  ; 
out  I  will  only  say  this — that  as  I  lis- 
tened to  these  debates  I  was  struck — 
and  anybody  who  has  lived  in  Ireland 
and  gained  a  thorough  knowledge  of 
its  history  must  have  been  struck  also — 
with  wonder,  amazement,  and  admira- 
tion at  the  marvellous  mastery  of  the 
history  of  Ireland  which  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister has  acquired  and  displayed.  Hon. 
Ghentlemen  above  the  Gangway,  if  they 
take  mj  advioe— which  I  do  not  expect 
they  wUl— will  avoid  the  history  of  the 
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Union,  and  devote  themselves  to  the 
circumstances  of  the  present  day,  for  I 
assure  them  they  will  inevitably  be 
tripped  up  by  the  Prime  Minister.  The 
noDle  Lord  made  a  statement  which  we 
feel  a  reproach— namely,  that  of  the 
voteirs  for  National  candidates  one-third 
were  illiterate  voters.  I  do  not  believe 
that  statement.  The  figures  do  not  cover 
the  whole  ground,  and  are  very  great 
exaggerations.  But  if  it  were  so,  is  it 
not  a  condemnation  of  the  Government 
that  ruled  in  Ireland  for  80  years? 
Will  any  Member  of  the  House  stand 
up  and  declare  that  it  is  not  ?  I  do  not 
care  whether  he  is  an  Irish  Tory,  or  an 
English  Tory,  or  a  Liberal,  if  he  has 
travelled  in  Ireland  he  must  admit  that 
he  has  never  met  on  the  face  of  the 
earth  a  people  more  eager  to  acquire 
knowledge.  Irish  Tories  will  not  deny 
that  if  they  know  the  country.  No 
doubt,  there  are  a  great  many  of  the 
people  who  are  illiterate — a  great  many 
more  than  we  would  like  to  confess — 
but  that  is  a  reproach,  not  to  the  people, 
but  to  the  Government,  who,  until  20 
years  ago,  stood  between  the  Irish  people 
and  education .  The  little  education  they 
did  get  was  only  obtained  by  the  most 
desperate  exertions.  I  can  only  say  on 
that  point  that  I  contested  the  Northern 
Division  of  Tyrone  against  a  brother  of 
the  noble  Lord  who  spoke  last— one  of 
those  divisions  where  the  Nationalists 
and  Imperialists  ran  very  close.  I  was 
only  beaten  by  429  votes ;  and  as  I 
attended  at  the  polling  booth  on  the  day 
of  election,  I  can  only  say  that,  as  far 
as  my  observation  went,  there  were  fully 
as  many  illiterates  on  the  other  side  as 
upon  ours.  I  heard  the  men  come  up 
to  the  polling  booth  and  vote.  Now, 
there  has  been  a  statement  made  very 
frequently  in  the  course  of  this  debate 
to  the  effect  that  this  concession,  as  they 
call  it,  is  not  what  the  Irish  people  ask 
for,  and  is  more  or  less  forced  on  the 
acceptance  of  the  Irish  people.  Fur- 
thermore, the  statement  is  repeated  that 
we  should  go  on,  if  we  got  this  conces- 
sion, to  use  it  as  a  means  of  obtaining 
more.  Now,  the  noble  Lord  made  a 
statement  which  I  take  the  liberty  to 
contradict  in  reference  to  this  very  point 
He  said  that  in  all  the  previous  great 
measures  proposed  by  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister for  Ireland  the  great  argument 
put  forward  in  favour  of  passing  them 
was  that  they  were  final.    Bat  I  aak 
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who  told  kim  tkey  were  to  be  final? 
I  defy  any  examination  of  the  pages 
of  Hansard  to  discover  any  speech 
coming  from  a  Representative  of  Ire- 
land declaring  that  these  measures  were 
final. 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON :    The 
Prime  Minister  said  they  were  final. 

Mb.  DILLON :  The  strength  of  the 
point  remains  the  same.  ^Vhat  I  ask 
is,  who  said  they  would  be  final  ?  The 
Prime  Minister  said  that  he  thought 
they  would  be  final,  or,  rather,  he  con- 
fessed that  he  clun^  to  the  supposition 
that  by  legislating  fur  Ireland  according 
to  his  own  ideas  of  justice — and,  no 
doubt,  he  has  given  ffreat  benefits  to 
Ireland— that  he  would  succeed  in  dis- 
arming the  National  spirit  of  Ireland. 
He  has  never  said,  for  a  moment,  that 
he  had  it  in  his  mind  that  the  National 
spirit  would  go  on  increasing  in  strength ; 
but  he  did  say  that  his  experience  led 
him,  step  by  step,  to  the  conviction  that 
he  was  undertaking  an  impossible  task ; 
and,  however  good  his  intention  and  vast 
his  power,  all  this  remedial  legislation 
would  not  succeed  in  removing  disaffec- 
tion and  in  disarming  the  National  senti- 
ment, which  has  waxed  stronger  day  by 
day.  "We  never,  in  a  single  instance, 
sought  to  deceive  this  House  about  the 
finality  of  previous  measures.  We  state 
to  this  House,  and  to  the  English^  people 
outside  this  House,  who  will  finally 
decide  the  question,  that  with  the  modi- 
fications suggested  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  we 
are  honest,  in  dealing  with  the  Bill, 
in  our  intentions  to  accept  the  mea- 
sure loyally  as  a  settlement  of  the 
Irish  Question.  My  hon.  Friend  stated 
when  it  was  introduced  what  were  the 
blots  which  would  make  it  unworkable. 
We  pledge  ourselves  to  use  our  utmost 
influence  and  whatever  popularity  we 
possess  to  make  the  Bill  acceptable  to 
the  Irish  people,  and  to  make  it  work 
honestly,  not  for  the  purpose  of  plunder- 
ing our  fellow-countrymen,  not  for  the 
Purpose  of  injuring  the  Protestants  of 
reland,  but,  on  the  contrary,  we  pledge 
ourselves  that  whatever  power  we  have 
with  the  Irish  people  shall  be  used  to 
get  this  Bill  accepted,  not  alone  in  its 
letter,  but  in  its  spirit,  as  a  means  to 
unite  our  people  and  to  govern  the 
country  with  a  view  to  its  future  pros- 
perity. When  I  say  this  it  recalls  to 
my  mind  a  singular  thing.  There  seems 
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to  be  rooted  in  the  minds  of  some  men, 
perfectly  honest  in  their  opinions  on 
other  subjects,  the  belief  that  every  Na- 
tionalist Jn  Ireland  is  a  fool.  Do  hon. 
Members  of  this  House  suppose  we  will 
be  fools  enough,  when  we  have  got  a 
Constitution  which  we  value,  and  which 
gives  our  people  power,  to  plunge  into 
mad  excesses  which  would  inevitably 
lead  to  the  ruin  of  our  country  ?  What 
have  we  ever  done  in  this  House  to  in- 
duce hon.  Members  to  believe  that  we 
are  such  fools  ?  I  think  you  will  find, 
if  we  get  our  Parliament— and  I  believe 
we  shall  get  it — that  we  will  endeavour 
to  work  it  in  a  spirit  of  friendliness,  even 
to  those  who  now  threaten  to  use  arms 
againpt  us.  The  noble  Lord  talks  about 
revolutions  swallowing  their  own  chil- 
dren. Of  course  there  is  a  possibility  of 
that  kind ;  but  the  noble  Lord  must  re- 
member that  if  there  is  a  revolution — 
which  I  do  not  in  the  least  anticipate — 
we  are  the  men  who,  according  to  his 
theory,  have  got  to  lose  by  the  transac- 
tion more  than  anybody  else.  Now, 
with  regard  to  the  question  which  has 
been  raised  about  the  retention  of  the 
Irish  Members  in  this  House,  I  must 
confess  this  has  seemed  to  me  one  of  the 
most  singular  debates  I  ever  listened  to; 
because,  early  in  the  Session,  it  seemed 
to  be  agreed  without  a  single  dissentient 
voice,  either  in  this  House  or  in  the 
country,  that  the  one  thing  on  which 
everyone  was  agreed  was  that  something 
touching  social  order  and  the  existence 
of  society  in  Ireland  needed  to  be  done, 
and  to  be  done  at  once.  I  heard  no 
voice  raised  against  that  proposition. 
Great  pressure  was  brought  to  oear  on 
the  Government  to  bring  forward  their 
measure ;  and  the  Government,  using 
their  utmost  endeavour,  came  forward 
with  a  great  measure,  laying  down  a 
policy  of  enormous  magnitude,  and 
having  for  its  object  the  restoration  of 
social  order  in  Ireland.  I  can  under- 
stand the  opposition  which  that  policy 
meets  from  some  hon.  Gentlemen  here, 
and  from  the  noble  Marquess  the  Mem- 
ber for  Rossendale  (the  Marques^  of 
Hartington)  as  the  Representative  of  his 
class ;  but  there  are  Gentlemen  whose 
position  I  have  failed  to  understand,  and 
to  them  I  may  say  a  few  words  by  way 
of  appeal.  They  have  pursued  a  fine  of 
criticism  which  does  not  affect  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  in  the  least  degree ;  but 
they  want  certain  things  done,  and  up  to 
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tlie  present  moment  we  have  no  state- 
ment of  what  these  things  are.    At  this 
stage  of  the  debate  I  think  we  are  en- 
titled to  ask  those  Gentlemen  to  tell  us 
what  they  want,  in  view  of  the  awful 
responsibility  which  will  rest  upon  the 
shoulders  of  any  man  who  defeats  this 
Bill  and  sends  us  back  to  the  suffering 
people  of  Ireland  with  the  winter  before 
us  and  our  hands  empty.     We  have 
heard  it  said  that  at  present  there  exists 
a  "  truce  of  God."     The  introduction  of 
this  Bill  is  largely  accountable  for  that 
truce  of  Qod ;  and  I  earnestly  appeal  to 
those  men  that  they  will,  at  least,  con- 
sider it  their  duty  to  formulate  to  the 
House  a  detailed  plan  of  what  it  is  they 
want.     They  will  find  us,  I  venture  to 
say,  as  reasonable  as  men  can  be.     We 
have  stated  our  views  frankly.     We  do 
not  want  at  present  a  representation  in 
this  House.     We  prefer  the  proposition 
of  the  Prime  Minister;  but  we  would  go 
a  long  way  rather  than  wreck  this  Bill. 
While  I  am  convinced  it  would  be  better 
for  Ireland,  and  for  England  also,  that 
the  Irish  Members  should  be  allowed,  at 
least  for  a  time,  to  attend  to  their  business 
in  Dublin,  still  I  do  think  that  this  ques- 
tion ought  to  be  discussed  in  a  friendly 
spirit  and  with  a  sense  of  responsibility, 
and,  if  at  all  possible,  that  some  road 
ought  to  be  discovered   by  which  this 
Bill  will  be  read  a  second  time,  and  by 
which  the  exasperation,  soreness,  and 
uncertain  vista  which  will  be  opened  out 
to  us  in  Ireland  if  this  Bill  be  rejected 
should  be  avoided.     Having  made  that 
earnest  appeal,  I  will  leave  the  question, 
hoping  that  some  hon.  Gentlemen  will 
stand  up  and  explain  to  us  what  it  is 
they  want.     Sir,  there  is  another  ques- 
tion—the question  of  Protestantism  in 
Ulster.     I  regret  to  see  in  the  papers 
to-day  a  letter  signed  by  a  name  so  il- 
lustrious in  England  and  so  powerful  in 
English  politics  as  that  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J. 
Chamberlain).     I  cannot  but  think  that 
he  is  acting  in  ignorance  of  the  affairs 
of  Ireland ;  but  I  am  satisfied  that  his 
letter  will  do  great  mischief  in  Ulster. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  there  are 
two  nations  in  Ireland.     I  do  not  know 
what  the  right  hon.  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  means  to  convey;    but   I 
know    well    the    meaning    which    the 
Orangemen  of  Ulster  will  draw  from  it. 
It  is  this  —  "  Stand  to  your  arms  and 
resist,  and  you  wiU  have  the  English 
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Protestants  at  your  back."    The  lan- 
guage, though  cautious,  will  be  plain  to 
the  Irish  Protestants.     It  means — *'If 
you  show  yourselves  really  in  earnest, 
do  not  fear  but  that  the  English  Pro- 
testants will  support  you."     [  Opposition 
cheers.']    I  find  that  my  interpretation  of 
that  language  is  correct ;  but  I  say  that 
any  man  who,  from  his  great  position 
and  influence  in  this  country,  recklessly 
inflames  passion  in  Ulster,  is  doing  one 
of  the  most  horrible  and  monstrous  deeds 
possible.  But,  Sir,  are  there  two  nations 
in  Ireland?   [**Yes."]    We  have  heard 
from  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
who  leads  the   Conservative  Party  in 
Ireland — the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  North  Armagh  (Major  Saunderson) 
—  constant    references  to  what    '*  our 
fathers  did  200  years  ago."     It  is  very 
strange  I  have  never  heard  him  and  his 
supporters  refer  to  what  their  fathers 
did  iOO  years  ago.     True  it  is  that,  200 
years  ago,  the  IVotestants  and  Catholics 
of  Ireland  were  for  nearly  a  whole  cen- 
tury engaged  in  the  noble  game  of  ex- 
terminating each   other.     This  is  the 
part  of  Irish  history  to  which  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  refers   with   the 
greatest    pleasure.      But    another    era 
dawned,  when  that  Parliament,  which 
is  so  offensive  to  some  hon.  Gentlemen, 
sat  in  Dublin;   and  let  us  always  re- 
member that  even  in  that  Parliament, 
cramped  and  wretched  as  it  was,  repre- 
senting a  miserable  fraction  of  the  popu- 
lation, and  confined  not  only  to  Pro- 
testants, but  to  Episcopalian  Protestants, 
so  great  was  the  kindly  influence  of  sit- 
ting amongst  their  own  people  in  Dublin, 
so   irresistible  were   the  softening  and 
kindly  influences,  that  even  that  Protes- 
tant Parliament  actually  gave  way,  and 
would  have  emancipated  the  Catholics  had 
it  not  been  for  the  machinations  of  Eng- 
lishmen.    We  are  told  to-day  that  there 
are  two  nations  in  Ireland.     I  should 
like  to  know  where  the  second  nation  is. 
I  never  met  a  Protestant  Ulsterman  who 
did  not  call  himself  an  Irishman.     Let 
me  read  a  short  extract  from  the  reports 
of  two  meetings  that  took  place  in  Ulster 
last  week.      Both  were  called  for  the 
purpose  of  denouncing  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter.    The  first  was  addressed  by  a  man 
famous  in  Ulster,  who  is,  I  believe,  the 
Grand  Master  of    the   Orangemen    in 
Belfast — the  Rev.  Dr.  Kane— and  this 
will  give  you  an  idea  of  the  strength  of 
his  words.     He  said — 
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<*  Mr.  Morley  now  thought  himself  the  idol 
of  the  Irish  nation.  Well,  he  mif^ht  be  induced 
to  take  a  tour  of  Ireland,  where  he  was  so  much 
esteemed ;  he  might  spend  his  Easter  holidays 
in  the  most  important  of  the  four  Provinces 
of  Ireland,  and  ventilate  some  of  his  unwritten 
articles  for  the  magazines ;  hut  if  he  got  away 
with  a  whole  skin  he  might  talk  for  the  rest  of 
his  life  without  fear  of  contradiction  of  the  ad- 
miration which  the  Irish  nation  felt  for  him/' 

These  are  the  law  and  order  gentlemen 
of  Ulster.  Dr.  Kane  is  the  Grand  Master 
of  the  Orangemen  of  Belfast,  and  he 
threatens  to  annihilate  the  Irish  Secre- 
tary if  he  dares  to  cross  the  Boyne.  Then 
he  went  on  to  speak  of  1792.    He  said — 

"  He  had  with  him  a  flag  of  the  time  of  which 
he  spoke  "— 

(the  speaker  held  up  a  silken  flag  of  the 
Irish  Volunteers) — 

a  time  of  which,  as  an  Irish  Protestant,  he  was 
proud ;  when  Irish  Protestants  showed  that  they 
were  true  to  the  soil  that  nourished  them ;  when 
they  showed  that  Irish  Protestants  were  Irish 
patriots,  and  compelled  England  to  do  our 
country  justice.  Irish  Protestants  were  patriots 
by  compelling  Englishmen  with  arms  in  their 
hands  to  grant  the  Constitution  of  1792.** 

Here  is  a  meeting  at  Dungannon — an 
anti-Home  Bule  demonstration — which 
was  attended  by  Lord  Banfurlj  and  a 
large  number  of  ma^strates,  and  was 
presided  over  by  Mr.  Stephenson,  J.P. 
what  did  Mr.  Stephenson  say?  He 
said — 

**  It  is  only  a  century  since  the  streets  of 
Dungannon  resounded  to  the  tread  of  the  Irish 
Volunteers.  That  assembly  was  called  together 
for  the  purpose  of  asserting  the  rights  of  Irish- 
men, and  the  words  they  uttered  would  assist, 
in  no  small  degree,  in  producing  the  desired 
effect  on  English  statesmen." 

Kemember  that  it  was  a  chairman  pre- 
siding over  the  ''other  nation"  that 
uttered  those  words.  The  meeting  was 
only  held  last  week;  it  was  presided 
over  by  a  J.P. ;  and,  after  hearing  the 
words  uttered  at  that  meeting,  will  any 
hon.  Member  have  the  audacity  to  get 
up  and  speak  of  ''another  nation?" 
ifoWf  what  did  these  Volunteers  do? 
They  resolved — 

''  That  the  claims  of  any  body  to  make  laws 
for  Ireland  save  the  King,  Lords,  and  Commons 
of  the  Kingdom  is  unconstitutional,  illegal,  and 
a  grievance." 

It  makes  one  feel  almost  as  if  one  was 
in  a  dream  to  see  the  Loyal  men  of 
Ulster  boasting  that  their  streets  are  re- 
sounding with  the  tramp  of  armed  men 
simply  b!fK!ause,  after  long  suffering,  the 
people  have  turned  and  are  content  to 


take  a  lesson.  Strange  are  the  vioissi- 
tudes  of  Irish  politics.  Indeed,  I  would 
not  be  surprised  if  the  men  who  are 
now  blocking  an  Arms  Act,  for  which, 
up  to  this,  they  have  always  been 
clamouring— I  would  be  surprised  if 
these  men,  before  the  game  is  played 
out,  yet  turned  round  and  denounced  us 
for  having  sold  the  rights  of  the  Irish 
people  by  accepting  this  Bill.  Sir,  we 
have  been  told  by  the  noble  Marquess 
the  Member  for  Bossendale  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington),  who  ought  to  have 
known  better  than  make  the  statement, 
that  he  respected  the  Irish  Parliament 
because  it  was  a  Protestant  and  a  land- 
lords' Parliament.  That  brings  me  to 
the  question — Did  the  Irish  Parliament 
wish  to  remain  a  Protestant  and  a  land- 
lord Parliament  ?  No,  Sir.  In  the  very 
first  year  after  they  asserted  their  liberty 
— in  the  very  first  year  after  they  passed 
a  Declaration  of  Eights — the  Leaders  of 
the  Irish  Parliament— the  patriots  of 
the  day — declared  their  desire  to  grant 
liberty  to  millions  of  their  Catholic  fel- 
low-countrymen. No,  Sir ;  they  did  not 
wish  to  remain  a  Protestant  and  a  land- 
lord Parliament ;  but  they  desired  to  be 
a  Parliament  of  a  united  Irish  nation. 
This  induces  me  to  say  a  word  upon  the 
Catholic  and  Protestant  question.  Sir, 
it  is  a  very  sing^ular  thing  that  all 
through  the  18  th  century,  although 
there  was  a  most  horrible  Code  of  penal 
laws  against  the  Catholics,  yet  there 
were  no  riots  between  Catholics  and 
Protestants  until  the  foundation  of  the 
Orange  Society,  in  1795.  There  is  no 
more  remarkable  fact  in  history  than 
this — that  during  the  whole  of  that 
period,  while  the  Catholics  were  groan- 
ing under  penal  laws,  there  was  not  a 
single  collision  between  Catholics  and 
Protestants.  It  is  a  remarkable  fact  in 
history  that,  although  the  Protestants 
inflicted  the  most  horrible  persecution 
upon  Catholics,  so  tremendous  was  the 
influence  of  the  gentry  living  amongst  the 
people  that,  although  the  title  of  these 
men  to  their  properties  was  founded  on 
the  confiscations  of  1641  and  1688,  still 
there  was  no  disturbance  between  the 
Catholics  and  Protestants;  and  gra- 
dually the  Parliament  of  Ireland,  with 
no  pressure  from  without,  and  with  very 
little  agitation  from  within,  step  by  step 
began  to  undo  the  Penal  Code,  and  had 
they  been  left  alone  they  would  have 
swept  it  all  away. 
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LoHD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
(Paddington,  S.) :  But  always  at  the 
instance  of  the  English  Government. 

Mr.  DILLON :  By  no  means. 

The  first  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian) :  Hear,  hear ! 

Mr.  DILLON :  Most  certainly  not. 
If  the  noble  Lord  can  prove  that,  I  will 
be  very  happy  to  listen  to  him ;  but  I 
am  perfectly  certain  that  he  cannot.  I 
am  perfectly  ready  to  admit  that  the 
English  Government  protected  the  Ca- 
tholics in  the  beginning  of  the  century. 
I  hope  the  noble  Lord  will  listen  to  this, 
because  it  affords  a  convincing  proof 
to  the  contrary  of  what  the  noble 
Lord  has  stated.  In  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment, under  the  influence  of  Irish 
patriotism,  the  Protestants  of  Ulster, 
and  the  iSrotestant  landlords  of  Ulster, 
who  assembled  at  Dungannon,  in  a 
series  of  resolutions  passed  by  them, 
declared — 

**  That  we  hold  the  right  of  private  judgment 
in  the  matter  of  religion  to  be  equally  sacred  in 
others  as  well  as  in  oarselves ;  therefore,  as 
men,  aa  Irishmen,  and  as  Christians  we  rejoice 
in  the  relaxation  of  the  laws  against  Roman 
Catholics." 

Almost  before  any  of  the  disabilities 
were  removed  from  the  Boman  Catho- 
lics, after  the  Declaration  of  Eights,  a 
second  Bill  was  brought  forward  to  re- 
store some  of  the  rights  of  the  Catho- 
lics; and  in  the  course  of  that  debate 
Grattan  made  one  of  the  noblest  of  the 
many  noble  speeches  he  delivered  on 
behalf  of  the  Irish  Catholics.  Nobody 
can  doubt  that  if  it  had  been  loft  to 
Grattan.  before  long  the  Irish  Catholics 
"would  have  been  sitting  side  by  side 
with  their  Protestant  fellow-countrymen. 
He  said — 

"  The  question  now  is  whether  you  are  con- 
tent to  remain  a  Protestant  Settlement  or  be- 
come an  Irish  nation  ?  So  long  as  the  Penal 
Cnde  remains  we  can  never  be  a  great  nation. 
The  Penal  Code  is  the  shell  in  which  the  Par- 
liament has  been  hatched ;  now  it  must  burst 
the  shell,  or  we  must  perish  in  it.*' 

Grattan  declared  that  as  the  question 
"was  whether  they  were  to  be  a  Pro- 
testant Settlement  or  an  Irish  nation  he 
was  in  favour  of  making  Ireland  a  great 
nation;  but  the  English  Government 
thought  they  could  best  rule  Ireland  by 
keeping  it  as  a  Protestant  Settlement, 
and  that  is  what  it  has  been  ever  since 
the  Union.  They  to-day  are  declaring 
for  a  Protestant  Settlement  in  Ireland, 


backed  up  by  the  bayonets  of  the  Inili- 
tary,  which  England  may  send  over  to 
protect  them  ;  whereas  their  Nationalist 
fellow-countrymen  are  inviting  them  to 
go  and  form  a  part  of  the  Irish  nation, 
where,  if  they  accept  the  invitation,  they 
would  occupy— [-4  laugh.l — hon.  Mem- 
bers above  the  Gangway  may  laugh  at 
the  statement,  but  I  say  it  and  mean  it 
— they  would  occupy  a  far  more  honour- 
able position  than  they  occupy  now.  I 
have  often  heard  persons  speak  dis- 
paragingly of  the  dignity  of  being  a 
Member  of  the  House  of  Commons  that 
is  to  be,  and  I  believe  will  be.  The 
principle  I  hold  is  this— that  no  man 
ought  to  be  ashamed  of  serving  his 
own  country  first.  This  is,  I  freely 
admit,  a  great  and  a  proud  Parlia- 
ment, and  it  takes  a  great  part  in 
the  affairs  of  the  world.  The  Irifih 
Parliament  will  be  a  small  Parliament, 
and  will  not  aspire  to  take  such  a 
part.  It  will  be  content  to  occupy  a 
much  humbler  sphere.  Does  this  House 
suppose  that  any  one  of  us  wh«  has  lived 
in  Ireland,  or  been  broi^ht  up  there, 
can  ever  reconcile  himself  to  stay  in  this 
Parliament  to  take  a  share  in  the  affairs 
of  all  the  world,  when  the  affairs  of  his 
own  country,  which  gave  him  birth,  and 
in  which  he  has  spent  the  best  part  of 
his  life,  are  going  to  rack  and  ruin  ?  It 
may  be  that  the  time  may  come  when 
the  Irish  Members  may  very  properly 
desire  to  take  part  in  Imperial  affairs ; 
but  that  must  be  when  they  have,  first 
of  all,  succeeded,  or  tried  to  succeed,  in 
raising  their  own  country  from  the  posi- 
tion of  reproach  in  which  she  now  stands. 
I  want  now  to  say  a  word  on  the  question 
of  the  alleged  want  of  prosperity  of  Ire- 
land under  the  Irish  Parliament,  and  of 
the  improvement  which  has  been  brought 
about  through  the  Union.  That  state- 
ment has  been  falsely  made  in  this 
House  more  than  once.  I  do  not  wish 
to  trouble  the  House  with  many  statis- 
tics ;  but  there  are  a  few  figures  which 
I  will  quote  which  I  believe  to  be  of  im- 
portance. The  first  point  which  will 
strike  those  who  examine  the  subject  is 
that  which  relates  to  the  population.  In 
1706  the  population  of  Ireland  was 
1,500,000,  and  at  the  end  of  the  cen- 
tury in  1796  it  was  4,600,000,  so  that  it 
had  increased  threefold.  The  population 
of  Ireland  is  now  exactly  what  it  was 
at  the  end  of  last  century.  The  popula- 
tion of  England,  since  the  end  of  the 
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laat  oentury,  has  increased  threefold, 
while  the  Irish  population  has  remained 
exactly  as  it  was.  But  take  the  capitals 
of  the  two  countries  as  a  comparison ; 
and  I  do  not  think,  in  a  rough  and  gene- 
ral way,  I  could  give  a  more  striking 
example  of  the  condition  of  the  respec- 
tive countries  and  their  relative  pros- 
perity. In  1688  the  population  of  Dublin 
was  64,000,  while  in  1798  it  was  185,000, 
so  that  it  had  increased  threefold.  In 
1881  the  population  of  Dublin  was 
249,000,  showing  that  since  the  Union  it 
had  only  increased  10  per  cent.  Thus, 
during  the  century  of  the  unhappy  Irish 
Parliament,  the  population  of  Dublin 
trebled.  It  is  most  remarkable  to  see 
that,  during  the  first  of  these  periods, 
the  population  of  London  only  increased 
from  560,000  to  864,000.  On  the  other 
hand,  during  the  18th  century,  the  popu- 
lation of  London  has  increased  fourfold, 
while  the  pc»pulation  of  Dublin  has  only 
increased  10  per  cent.  This  increase,  I 
am  bound  to  say,  is  a  very  poor  one,  and 
does  not  look  like  an  increase  of  pros- 
perity during  the  Union.  [Major 
Saundebson  (Armagh,  N.)  :  What 
about  Belfast  ? J  Belfast,  I  am  bound 
to  say,  has  increased,  and  I  am  proud 
of  it.  But  I  would  point  out  to  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  that  it  is  a 
hard  thing  to  say  that  every  other  town 
in  Ireland  shall  be  forced  to  decrease 
and  go  down  to  beggary  for  the  simple 
reason  that  Belfast  has  prospered.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  has  mentioDcd 
Belfast.  Do  not  let  him  suppose  for 
one  moment  that  I  have  the  least  ani- 
mosity against  Belfast.  I  am  proud  of 
the  increase  of  Belfast,  and  I  hope  it 
will  continue.  Take  the  one  great  trade 
of  Belfast — the  linen  trade.  We  know 
they  talk  about  danger  to  the  linen  trade 
nnder  an  Irish  Parliament.  To  sup- 
pose that  any  danger  would  arise  to  the 
unen  trade  from  an  Irish  ParliamcDt, 
or  to  suppose  that  we  would  interfere 
with  the  Unen  trade,  is  the  old  story  of 
•opposing  that  we  are  all  idiots.  In 
regard  to  the  linen  trade,  let  me  point 
out  what  its  course  was  under  an  Irish 
Parliament.  In  1706  the  exports  of 
Irish  linen  were  worth  £23,750,  while 
in  1796,  after  90  years  of  an  Irish  Par- 
liament  

Mr.    EDWARD     OLAJIKE    (Ply- 
mouth) :  No  ;  not  90. 

Mb.  DILLON:  Yes;  90  years.    Was 
there  no  Irish  Parliament  in  1706? 


Me.  EDWARD  CLARKE :  No ;  cer- 
tainly not. 

Mk.  DILLON :  May  I  advise  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  before  he  makes 
again  such  strange  assertions,  to  make 
a  more  profound  study  of  Irish  history  ? 
I  was  saying  that  in  1706  our  exports 
of  Irish  linen  amounted  to  £23,750 ; 
whereas  in  1796,  after  90  years  of  an 
Irish  Parliament,  they  were  £3,113,789. 
In  that  same  period  another  striking  fact 
is  that,  while  the  linen  trade  of  Scotland 
only  increased  in  the  proportion  of  1  to 
23,  that  of  Ireland  increased  in  the  pro- 
portion of  1  to  88.  In  considering  the 
comparative  prosperity  of  England  and 
Scotland  to-day,  you  must  bear  in  mind 
that  during  the  last  century  in  Ireland 
every  branch  of  trade  has  advanced 
much  more  rapidly  than  in  Scotland. 
That  was  under  the  Irish  Parliament, 
and  it  is  not  a  bad  result  to  show  for  the 
Irish  linen  trade.  Yet  hon.  Members 
who  make  such  a  profound  study  of 
Irish  history  come  to  this  House  and 
declare,  over  and  over  again,  that  Irish 
manufactures  and  trade  have  d<>oreased 
and  withered  away  under  the  Irish  Par- 
liament. Do  they  know  more  than  the 
traders  and  bankers  of  Dublin  in  1798  ? 
Lord  Plunket,  whose  name  is  more 
honoured  in  Irish  histoiy  than  that  of 
his  descendant  is  ever  likely  to  be,  de- 
clared, speaking  of  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment, that — 

**  Laws  were  well  arranged  and  administered, 
and  the  Constitation  well  established.  Her 
revenues  and  trades  were  thriving,  and  she 
afforded  a  happy  example  of  prosperity  more 
rapid  than  existed  in  any  other  country." 

Listen  also  to  these  words,  and  recollect 
that  they  were  spoken  by  an  Irishman 
in  a  debate  in  the  Irish  Parliament. 
Lord  Plunket  went  on  to  say  that — 

**  There  was  no  complaint  of  any  deficiency 
in  any  of  those  respects,  hut  that  Ireland  ^en- 
joyed  and  acknowledged  her  own  prosperity." 

Can  anyone  use  like  language  of  the 
period  since  the  Union?  Turn  to  the 
pages  of  Hansard  for  any  single  year, 
and  you  will  find  every  page  defaced 
by  inquiries  into  the  relief  of  the 
poor  in  Ireland.  Oan  it  be  wondered 
at  that  we  look  back  with  longing  to 
the  days  when  Ireland  enjoyed  and  ac- 
knowledged her  prosperity,  and  that  we 
should  desire  to  try  the  experiment  again 
of  an  Irish  Parliament  under  similar 
conditions  ?  If  you  are  not  content  with 
the  evidence  of  Lord  Plunket,  take  that 
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of  Lord  Clare,  the  favourite  authority 
on  this  side  of  the  House.  In  1798  he 
stated  that  there  was  no  nation  on  the 
habitable  globe  which  had  advanced  in 
cultivation,  commerce,  agriculture,  and 
manufactures  as  Ireland  bad  during  the 
period  from  1792  to  1800.  What  did 
Secretary  Cooke,  who  published  a  pam- 
phlet in  1 799,  say  ?     He  said — 

"It  18  universally  admitted  that  no  other 
country  ever  made  such  a  rapid  advance  m  Ire- 
land in  population,  in  agriculture,  in  wealth, 
and  in  commerce." 

After    these    extracts,    will    any   hon. 
Member  say  that  Ireland  did  not  ad- 
vance in  prosperity  under  the  Irish  Par- 
liament?    I  think  I  have  proved    my 
case  beyond  all  contradiction.      When 
we  turn  to  the  other  side  of  the  picture, 
and  consider  what  has  been  the  course 
of  commerce,  of  population,  of  trade,  of 
agriculture,   and  of  wealth  in  Ireland, 
who  can  stand  up  and  say  that  there  has 
been  any  real  progress  ?    We  have  been 
accustomed  to    hear    successive   Lords 
Lieutenant  since  the  Union  speak  of  the 
improvement  in  her  agriculture,  trade, 
and  produce,  and  the  increase   in  her 
exports  and  imports;   but  an    inquiry 
into  the   exports   and    imports  of  the 
country  only  tells  a  tale  of  ruin  not  to 
be  paralleled,  because  the  exports  con- 
sisted wholly  of  food,  with  the  exception 
of  linen  in  the  North,  which  was  the 
one  bright  spot.      Ireland  exported    a 
great    deal  more  than    she  imported. 
Just  one  word  more  in  connection  with 
trade,  and  it  is  in  reference  to  the  cot- 
ton manufactures  of  Ireland.     Probably 
many  Members  are  not  aware  that  Ire- 
land   ever    had    cotton    manufactures. 
That  trade  flourished  from  1760  to  the 
time  of  the  Union,  and  in  1800  there 
were    20,000     operatives    employed  — 
10,000  in  Ulster,  and  10,000  in  the  other 
Provinces   of    Ireland.     No    less  than 
200,000  yards  of  cotton  cloth  were  made 
every   week,    and   not  less  than   from 
100.000  to  200,000  persons  were  sup- 
ported tliereby.     The  manufacture  was 
encouraged  by  Lord  de  Vesci,  Sir  John 
Pamell.  and  other  men  whose  names 
are  illustrious  in  Irish  histoiy.     There 
is  only  one  other  subject— the  protec- 
tion of  the  Loyal  minority.     Over  and 
over  again  we  have  heard  appeals  to  the 
House  and  the  country  for  protection  to 
the  Loyal  minority.     It  almost  seems  to 
me  a  worse  condemnation  than  any  other 
circumstance.    Were  ever  such  appeals 

Mr,  Dillon 


heard  when  there  was   an  Irish  Par- 
liament ?    How  is  it  that  this  minority 
have    made    themselves    so  obnoxious 
to    their    fellow-countrymen?      When 
there  was  an  Irish  Parliament,  did  they 
ever    appeal    to    you    for    protection? 
During  the  whole  of  the  18th  century 
you  had  an  Irish  Parliament;  but  did 
you  ever  hear  anything  of  the  disinte- 
gration of  the  Empire?    Did  not  the 
century  pass  over  without  a  rebellion  of 
any  kii«d  ?    There  was  no  rebellion  be- 
tween 1790  and  1798;  no  rising  against 
English  rule ;  and  the  Loyal  minority 
never  had  to   appeal  to  you  for  aid. 
What  has  been  the  result  of  the  Union? 
To-day  you  have  the  Tories,  to  whom 
you  gave  the  government  of  the  country, 
piteously  appealing  to  you  for  protec- 
tion against  their  Catholic  fellow-coun- 
trymen.    In  1782,  when  the  Volunteers 
were  enrolled  in  Ireland,  it  is  notorious 
that,  although  the  Catholics  were  for- 
bidden   to    carry  arms,  the  Protestant 
landlords  armed  their  Catholic  tenants, 
because,  although  they  wore  the  '*  Loyal 
minority,**  they  still    were    not   afraid 
of    the    people    they    lived    amongst. 
What  have  you  done  since  with  your 
system   of    XJnion   in  Ireland  ?    Why, 
Sir,  I  make  bold  to  say  that  there  are 
not  upon  the  face  of  the  earth  any  body 
of  men  in  a  more   humiliated  and  a 
more  disgraceful  position  than  the  Irish 
landlords  to-day.     They  tell  you  they 
have  ruled  Ireland  for  86  years ;  but  the 
result  of  their  rule  is  that  they  are 
afraid  of  their  own  people  over  whom 
they  rule — afraid  to  trust  themselves  in 
that  country   without   having  a  great 
army  at  their  back.     The  way  in  which 
that  has   been   brought  about  is  very 
easy  to  understand  by  anybody  who  has 
read  the  history  of  this  century.     The 
absenteeism  of  the  landlords,  and  the 
miserable  government  in  Ireland  which 
they  have  been  compelled  to  uphold, 
have  swept    away  all    the    popularity 
which  they  used  to  enjoy  witn  their 
own  people.     Lord  Cloncurry,   one  of 
the  most  intelligent  men  of  his  class, 
has  said,  in  a  book  full  of  admirable  in- 
formation about  Irish  affairs,  and  which 
he  wrote  in  1806,  that  class  hatred  was 
growing  up  in  Ireland,  and,  he  added, 
that  it  would  end  in  disastrous  conse- 
quences if  the  Union  were  not  repealed, 
and  the  landlords  did  not  come  back  to 
live  amongst  their  own  people.     They 
talk  about  peace  and  prosperity  in  Ire- 
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land  from  a  continuance  of  this  system 
of  government,  and  of  the  great  danger 
which  will  result  from  setting  up  an 
Irish  Parliament.     They  seem  to  forget 
what  occurred  at  the  time  of  the  Union. 
Have  they  ever  read  the  speeches  of 
Lord   Castlereagh  and  Mr.   Pitt,    who 
said,  in  bringing  in  the  Act,  that  if  the 
Union  were   carried   peace  and   pros- 
perity would  ensue  ?    Who  would  go  so 
far  as  to  say  that  their  prophecies  have 
been  realized  ?    It  would  have  been  an 
extraordinary  thing  if  they  could  have 
been  realized,  seeing  that  this  Parlia- 
ment, since  the  Union,  has  had  to  pass 
no  less  than  86  Coercion  Acts.     What  I 
say  now  is  this.     Hon.  Gentlemen  who 
seek  to  defeat  this  Bill,  and  who  pro- 
phesy evils  as  likely  to  result  from  it, 
either  insist  upon  shutting  their  eyes  to 
the  future,  in  the  event  of  its  not  being 
passed,  or  they  indulge  in  the  same  op- 
timistic prophecy  as  was  indulged  in  by 
Pitt  and  Lord  Castlereagh,  and  which 
the  experience  of  86  years  has  completely 
falsified.     I  would  now  appeal  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  are  friendly  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  this  Bill  not  to  do  two  things. 
I  would  appeal  to  them  not  to  wreck 
the  Bill  on  account  of  some  detail,  and 
not  to  take  all  the  frightful  responsi- 
bility that  they  would  incur  by  so  wreck- 
ing it.    It  is  true  that  there  is  a  truce 
of  God  in  Ireland  at  the  present  time ; 
but  how  long  will  it  last?    It  is  true 
that  the  tone  and  temper  of  this  House 
are  dififerent  now  from  what  they  used 
to  be  four  or  five  years  ago ;  but  how 
long  will  that  condition  of  things  last  ? 
I  would  further  urge  upon  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  talk  about  delay  as  if  they 
desire  time  in  which  to  arrange  their 
differences  to  remember  that  there  is  a 
'*  tide  in  the  affairs  of  men,  which,  taken 
at  the  flood,  leads  on  to  fortune,''  and 
that,   if  they   do  not   take   advantage 
of  this  truce  of   God  in  Ireland,  and 
this  truce  of  God  in  the  House,  it  is 
impossible  for  the  wisest  man  to  say 
that    they    may    not    find    themselves 
next  year  in  the  middle  of  a  Coercion 
Act  instead  of  a  Government  of  Ireland 
Bill. 

Mb.  LB.\THAM  (Huddersfield) :  Mr. 
Speaker,  thehon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
sat  down  (Mr.  Dillon)  has  treated  this 
question  as  an  Irish  question  only.  I  de- 
sire to  treat  it  chiefly  as  an  English  ques- 
tion, and  an  English  question  of  the  first 
magnitude.    I  do  not,  therefore,  propose 


to  reply  in  detail  to  the  arguments  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo,  although 
I  shall  make  an  incidental  reference  to 
them.      The  House  has  listened  with 
especial  interest  to  the  speeches  of  noble 
Lords  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
have  themselves  made  great  sacri6ces 
in   their  resiatance  to  the  principle  of 
this  Bill.     I  think  it  ought  also  to  listen 
to    those  who,    although    they   occupy 
much  humbler  positions  in  the  House, 
are  equally  ready  to  make  what  may 
appear  to  them  to  be  almost  equal  sacri- 
fices in    defence    of   the    same  views. 
There  are  some  of  us  who  have  long 
had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  this  House 
who  are  well  aware  that  by  the  speeches 
which  we  are  about  to  make,  and  the 
votes  which  we  are  about  to  give,  we 
shall,  in  all  probability,  insure  our  own 
exclusion  from  Parliament — not  because 
we  are  unable  to  carry  with  us  the  bulk 
of  the  Party  in  the  constituencies,  but 
because  our  majorities  are  not  such  as 
to  allow  of  any  serious  difference  of  opi- 
nion, any  split,  any  lukewarmness  on  the 
part  of  those  whom  we  have  the  honour 
of  regarding  as  our  supporters.     I  think 
that  this  consideration  should  add  some 
little  weight  to  what  we  say ;  because 
the  man  who  is  speaking  in  the  teeth  of 
his  own  personal  interest  is,  to  my  mind, 
always  better  worth  listening  to,  even 
though  he  be  a  poor  rhetorician,  than 
the  man  who  waxes  ever  so  eloquent  in 
defence  of  opinions,  the  successful  advo- 
cacy of  which  will  secure  his  return  to 
this    House,    or  a  continuance  of  his 
occupancy  of  that  Bench.     And  it  is 
just  because  the  principles  which  are 
involved  in  the  rejection  of  this  Bill  are 
of  such  infinitely  greater  importance, 
not  only  than  any  personal  triumph,  but 
even  than   the   triumph   of   the  great 
Minister  whom  we  have  been  so  proud 
to  follow,  and  even  than  the  triumph  of 
the  great  Party  to  which  we  are  so  proud 
to  belong,  that  we  must  throw  to  the 
winds,  if  need  be,  not  only  all  personal 
considerations — that  is  a  trifle — but  what 
I  find  it  much  harder  to  renounce — an 
allej^ance  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
of  27  years'  duration  in  this  House,  and 
a  devotion  to  Party  interests  which  has 
lasted  all  my  life.     Nor  is  the  wrench 
any  less  painful  when  we  reflect  that, 
by  the  exercise  of  the  ordinary  prudence 
which  has  hitherto  marked  the  relations 
between  the  Liberal  Party  and  its  Chiefs, 
much,  if  not  all,  this  mischief  and  havoc 
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might  have  been  avoided.  I  never  re- 
member the  time  when  a  great  measure 
of  Party  policy  has  been  launched  be- 
fore, without  the  Party  having  first  been 
taken  into  confidence.  Ministers  have 
always  felt  their  way.  Their  policy  has 
been  much  more  an  emanation  from  the 
Party  than  an  inspiration  of  their  own. 
It  has  been  the  province  of  Ministers,  no 
doubt,  to  shape  and  formulate  the  policy 
of  the  Party,  to  give  it  point  and  cohe- 
sion, and  to  carry  it  to  a  successful 
issue;  but  it  has  been  the  province  of 
the  Party  to  conceive  the  policy  itself. 
It  has  been  through  this  tacit  arrange- 
ment that  the  Liberal  Party  has  been 
able  to  combine  great  force  in  action 
with  great  independence  of  individual 
opinion ;  and  without  independence  of 
individual  opinion  I  venture  to  think 
that  the  Liberal  Party  is  doomed.  Now, 
if  this  had  been  the  course  followed 
upon  this  occasion,  we  should,  at  all 
events,  have  escaped  this  catastrophe; 
we  should  not  have  had  to  witness  the 
spectacle  of  all  the  great  Leaders  in 
whom  we  have  trusted,  every  man  with 
his  sword  against  his  fellow,  and  beating 
down  one  another  in  full  view  of  the 
common  enemy,  just  like  the  Philistines 
of  old.  And  now  I  am  going  to  say  a 
strong  thing :  if  it  be  too  strong,  I  must 
ask  the  House  to  forgive  me,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  forgive  me.  It 
is  this — that  if  the  worst  enemy  of  the 
Liberal  Party  had  set  himself  to  de- 
vise a  scheme  for  the  disintegration 
and  disruption  of  that  Party,  he  could 
hardly  have  hit  upon  anything  so 
formidable  or  so  fatal  as  the  Bill  which 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman,  in  the  pleni- 
tude of  his  experience  and  the  maturity 
of  his  wisdom,  has  flung  like  an  apple 
of  discord  in  our  midst.  For  the  Bill 
before  the  House  seems  to  me  to  affront, 
one  after  another,  almost  every  great 
principle  to  which  the  Liberal  Party  has 
been  attached.  For  example,  upon  what 
principle  has  the  Party  laid  so  much 
stress  as  upon  this — that  it  is  the  right 
and  duty  of  every  intelligent  and  in- 
dependent man  to  take  part  through  his 
Bepresentative  in  the  government  of 
the  whole ;  to  make  himself  a  party  to 
the  laws  which  he  obeys,  to  the  policy 
towards  which  he  contributes,  to  the 
taxation  which  he  shares,  and  to  bear 
upon  his  own  shoulders  his  full  respon- 
sibility as  an  elector  to  the  Imperial 
Parliament — a  responsibility  which  is  so 
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greatand  sacred  athing  that  the  man  who 
dares  to  tamper  with  it,  or  to  interfere 
with  its  free  exercise,  is  visited  by 
penalties  almost  as  great  as  those  which 
hedge  in  property  and  life  ?  This  great 
principle  of  the  Liberal  Party  —  that 
every  capable  citizen  should  take  part  in 
the  government  of  the  whole — has  only 
just  received  its  final  recogpiition.  The 
Parliament  which  is  now  sitting  is  the 
monument  of  that  recognition  ;  and  yet 
the  ink  is  scarcely  dry  upon  the  Beform 
Act  before  we  are  asked  to  undo  what 
we  have  done,  to  strike  off  at  a  blow 
many  thousands  of  our  fellow-eleotors 
from  the  Imperial  Register,  to  divorce 
taxation  from  representation,  and  to  de- 
prive every  Irishman  in  Ireland  of  his 
just  share  in  the  making  of  Imperial 
laws  and  the  consideration  of  Imperial 
policy.  Nay,  to  such  lengths  is  this 
**fad"  of  seclusion  carried,  that  even 
in  war  time,  when  the  resources  of  the 
Empire  may  be  taxed  to  the  utmost, 
and  when  hostile  Fleets  will  infest  the 
Irish  Coasts,  the  defence  of  Ireland  is 
to  be  taken  out  of  Irish  hands  and  to 
be  removed  from  Irish  pockets,  and  the 
whole  contribution  of  Ireland  to  the 
war  fund  is  to  be  limited  to  the  stereo- 
typed Estimates  of  peace.  Is  this  your 
recipe  for  infusing  a  common  loyalty 
and  a  common  patriotism,  for  knitting 
together  the  hearts  of  two  peoples,  for 
teaching  the  lesson  that  whatever  may 
be  the  differences  of  race  and  creed,  in 
times  of  peril  and  perplexity  this  is 
nothing  compared  with  the  vital  obliga- 
tion to  share  the  same  tasks,  the  same 
burdens,  the  same  sacrifices  in  defence 
of  the  same  country  ?  Once  admit  that 
Irishmen  are  our  fellow-countrymen  and 
our  fellow- citizens,  and  by  what  chicane 
of  casuistry  can  you  deprive  them  of  pre- 
cisely those  rights  and  privileges  which 
are  the  most  significant  of  political 
equality,  and  the  enjoyment  of  which  is 
absolutely  essential  if  we  are  to  regard 
one  another  as  fellow-citizens  and  fellow- 
countrymen  at  all?  I  know  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  his  speech  the 
other  night,  professed  his  willingness  to 
consider  a  number  of  proposals,  which 
I  am  quite  sure  were  not  his  own — 
gimcrack  proposals  imder  which  Irish 
Members  are  to  sneak  back  into  the 
House  on  certain  very  special  occasions. 
I  have  heard  the  gloss  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  on  the  teact 
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ot  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^  and  I  do 
not  find  the  gloss  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  a  whit  more  intelligible  than  the 
original  text.  What  we  desire  is,  that 
the  Irish  Members  shall  never  leave 
this  House ;  that  they  shall  be  here  in 
undiminished  numbers  on  terms  of  ab- 
solute equality  with  ourselves;  and  unless 
this  is  conceded  we  maintain  that  this 
Bill  will  go  to  its  second  reading  in 
violent  discord  with  the  great  principles 
of  English  government.  But  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  tells  us  that  it  is 
absurd  for  us  to  protest  against  an 
arrangement  which  Irish  Members  re- 
gard as  satisfactory.  Sir,  I  think  that 
Qie  way  in  which  Irish  Members  have 
received  this  Bill  proves  that  it  ought 
not  to  pass.  Depend  upon  it,  no  Irish- 
man has  accepted  the  Bill  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  the  sense  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell) 
accepts  it;  but  does  he  accept  it  as  a 
final  settlement  of  Irish  claims?  \_Cries 
of  ''Yes!'']  Then  I  failed  to  under- 
stand the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork.  Does  he  accept 
it  as  that  which  is  to  cement  still  more 
closely  the  union  between  England  and 
Ireland?  Or  does  he  accept  it  as  an 
impregnable    platform    from    which  to 

prosecute  a  future,  a  fruitful,  and  per-  J;olerance  has  got  the 
haps  a  final  agitation  ?  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  has  never  made 
a  secret  of  his  ambition — whether  it  be 
in  Ireland  or  in  America  that  he  has 
raised  his  powerful  voice,  he  has  told  us 
that  his  ambition  was  to  make  Ireland 
a  nation.  He  has  told  us,  further, 
that  the  journey  to  that  end  is  com- 
prised in  three  stages.  What  marks 
the  first  stage?  What  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man calls  the  emigration  of  the  land- 
lords. What  marks  the  second  stage  ? 
The  election  of  a  Parliament  in  Dublin. 
What  marks  the  third  stage?  *'The 
severance  of  the  last  link,"  and  the 
declaration  of  Irish  Independence. 
With  a  hop,  a  skip,  and  a  jump  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  anticipation,  traverses  the 
whole  space.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man takes  the  hop  and  the  skip  along 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork.  When  they  are  taken,  shall  we 
see  an  end  of  the  alliance  of  the  hon. 
Member  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
or  shall  we  see  them  still  standing  hand 
in  hand  contemplating  the  last  spring, 
«nd  perhaps  concocting,  with  juvenile 


emulation,  the  last  jump  ?  Sir,  I  re- 
fuse to  go  two-thirds  of  the  way  with 
the  hon.  Member  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  I  spoke  a  moment  ago  of 
the  Liberal  principles  to  which  this  Bill 
is  an  affront.  Another  of  these  which 
the  Bill  practically  offends  is  that  every 
man  must  be  protected,  not  only  in  the 
exercise  of  his  public  liberties,  but  also 
of  those  individual  liberties  upon  which 
public  liberty  is  founded— the  privilege 
of  doing  what  is  right  in  his  own  eyes, 
so  long  as  he  keeps  within  the  law,  how- 
ever small  may  be  the  minority  in  which 
he  finds  himself,  however  unpopular 
may  be  his  opinions,  however  complete 
the  isolation  of  the  individual  may  be. 
This  is  what  we  call  liberty.  It  is  the 
highest  product  of  political  civilization. 
It  is  the  rare  and  splendid  treasure  of 
communities  in  which  the  law  is  abso- 
lutely just  as  between  man  and  man, 
and  in  which  the  law  is  absolutely 
supreme.  Such  communities  are  en- 
titled to  autonomy.  But  a  community 
in  which  a  system  of  terrorism  has 
usurped  the  place  of  law  is  not  entitled 
to  autonomy.  To  give  it  complete  au- 
tonomy is  to  perpetuate  the  trampling 
under  foot  of  individual  liberty.  This 
cannot  exist  in  communities  in  which 
faction  reigns,  in  which  religious  in- 
^PP®^  hand,  in 
which  the  memory  of  past  injustice 
is  allowed  to  become  a  potent  factor  in 
legislation.  In  such  communities  as 
that,  you  must  have  a  law  which  is  ab- 
solutely just  as  between  man  and  man ; 
but  which  is  above  all  Parties,  all  fac- 
tions, and  all  creeds,  with  which  none  of 
them  can  tamper,  and  before  which  all 
of  them  must  quail.  Just  such  a  law  it 
has  been  our  endeavour  to  set  up  in  Ire- 
land. It  will  be  the  proudest  distinction 
which  will  surround  the  name  of  the 
rieht  hon.  Gentleman  hereafter  that  he 
laboured  hard  and  long  to  set  up  such 
a  law.  He  was  on  the  high  road  to 
s.iccess.  A  little  more  courage,  a  little 
more  firmness,  a  little  more  faith  in  his 
own  great  measures,  a  little  more  deter- 
mination to  stamp  out  every  combination 
against  individual  liberty,  and  Ireland 
might  have  become  a  country  in  which 
the  law  reigned,  and  in  which  it  had 
been  made  absolutely  just  as  between 
man  and  man.  Unfortunately,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  preferred  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  which  will  give  faction  its  fling, 
which  will  give  an  intolerant  priesthood 
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the  upper  hand,  and  which  will  place 
the  minority  under  the  heel  of  a  ma- 
jority who  have  everything  to  avenge, 
and  whose  proceedings  of  late  only  lend 
too  much  colour  to  the  belief  that  they 
will  avenge  everything.  This  Bill  is 
80  notoriously  the  shipwreck  of  certain 
great  classes  in  Ireland  that  it  has  been 
found  necessary  to  iutroduce  another 
Bill,  in  order  to  provide  those  classes 
with  boats  in  which  to  escape ;  but,  as 
in  the  case  of  other  shipwrecks  of  which 
I  have  read,  the  boats  ostentatiously 
provided  are  far  too  small  to  carry  off 
the  passengers  and  crew.  When  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  brought  in  the 
twin  measure — and  these  measures  are 
not  only  twins,  but  Siamese  twins — you 
cannot  destroy  the  one  without  kil^ng 
the  other — he  gave  as  one  reason  for 
doing  so,  that  it  was  not  fair  to  throw 
the  task  of  dealing  with  the  Land  Ques- 
tion upon  the  infant  Leginlature  in  Dub- 
lin. Was  that  all  ?  Did  not  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  know  that  the  infant 
Legislature  in  Dublin  was  not  to  be 
trusted  to  deal  with  the  Land  Question  ? 
And  did  he  not  know  that  without  that 
other  Bill  the  people  of  this  country 
would  never  consent  to  hand  over  their 
Protestant  fellow-countrymen,  and  all 
they  possessed,  to  the  tender  mercies  of 
the  men  who  would  then  rule  Ireland  ? 
The  existence  of  the  twin  Bill  stamps 
injustice  and  unfairness  all  over  the  Bill 
which  is  now  before  the  House ;  and 
the  treasure  of  the  country  is  to  be 
poured  forth  like  water,  lest  the  sa- 
viours of  Ireland  in  Parliament  as- 
sembled should  make  short  work  of 
£200,000,000  of  British  property  on  the 
other  side  of  the  Ohannel.  Now,  Radi- 
cals pride  themselves  upon  being,  in  an 
especial  manner,  the  guardians  of  the 
public  purse.  We  make  many  speeches 
and  take  many  divisions  in  order  to  save 
a  few  thousands  here  and  there  to  the 
people.  With  what  face  can  we  go 
down  to  them  and  ask  them  to  embark 
upon  an  expenditure  of  public  money, 
the  very  first  instalment  of  which  will 
load  the  National  Debt  with  an  incubus 
as  great  as  the  whole  incubus  of  the 
Russian  War  ? 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  I  rise  to  Order.  I  wish  to 
ask  you,  Sir,  whether  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  justified  in  discussing  on  the  Gk>- 
vernment  of  Ireland  Bill  the  Land  Pur- 
chase Scheme  ? 

2ir.  Zeatham 


Mr.  speaker  :  It  wiU  not  be  in 
Order  to  go  into  the  details  of  a  measure 
not  now  immediately  before  the  House ; 
but  a  casual  reference  to  it  would  be  in 
Order. 

Mk.  LEATHAM:  WeU,  Sir,  I  wiU 
respect  the  sensitiveness  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  pass  away  from  the 
subject.  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  has  told  us  that  we  must  be  pre- 
pared with  an  alternative  scheme  if  we 
succeeded  in  rejecting  the  measures  of 
the  Government.  But  how  has  the  ne- 
cessity arisen?  It  certainly  has  not 
arisen  because  86  Home  Rule  Members 
have  been  returned  to  Parliament,  for 
everybody  knew  that  after  the  Reform 
Act  had  come  into  force  some  80  or  90 
Home  Rulers  would  be  returned.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  courted  the  return 
of  these  86  Home  Rulers ;  but  he  en- 
tirely omitted  to  tell  us  that  the  grant- 
ing of  an  extended  franchise  to  Ireland 
was  tantamount  to  the  granting  of  Home 
Rule.  Whence,  then,  springs  the  ne- 
cessity for  this  proposal  ?  Is  it  possible 
that  it  has  arisen  out  of  what  are  sup- 
posed to  be  the  Parliamentary  exigen- 
cies of  the  Party?  Remember  it  was 
not  until  the  elections  were  very  far  ad- 
vanced, it  was  not  until  it  was  dear  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
would  hold  the  balance  between  the  two 
great  Parties  in  the  State,  and  could 
give  the  victory  to  whomsoever  he  would, 
that  the  country  heard  a  word  about  the 
concession  of  Home  Rule.  The  first 
whisper  came  delicately  and  tremblingly, 
as  though  it  were  ashamed  to  be  heard. 
It  was  gainsaid,  contradicted,  and  denied. 
Then  it  was  re-afi^med  and  not  de- 
nied. I  mean  the  whisper  that  we  were 
to  have  another  Treaty  of  Kilmainham, 
but  that  this  time  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  the  hon.  Member  had 
changed  places ;  that  it  was  not  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  who  was 
the  prisoner  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  was 
the  prisoner  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork — ^yes.  Sir ;  that  the  greatest 
Parliamentary  general  of  modem  times 
had  gone  to  surrender  himself  and  his 
whole  army  to  the  Irish  camp.  It  has 
been  my  good  fortune  to  watch  for  many 
years  the  skill  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man as  a  great  Party  Leader.  I  have 
admired,  as  few  have  admired,  his 
matchless  eloquence  and  his  boundlees 
ingenuity — the  play  of  his  keen  and 
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subtle  genius  oyer  every  question  which 
came  within  his  reach;  the  grasp — I 
had  almost  said  the  grip — which  the 
possession  of  these  great  gifts  has  given 
him  oyer  the  minds,  and  even  the  con- 
sciences, of  millions  of  his  fellow- sub- 
jects ;  but  the  thing  which  I  have  envied 
more  than  anything  else,  afar  off,  is  the 
soyereign  faculty  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  possesses,  in  his  own  mind 
and  conscience,  and  with  perfect  candour 
and  honesty,  of  clothing  Parliamentary 
expediency  with  all  the  splendid  attri- 
butes of  right.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  trumped  the  Conservatiye  card, 
but  he  has  trumped  it  with  a  card  which 
cannot  be  recalled  without  misery  and 
mischief.  This  is  why  we  are  told  that 
we  must  be  ready  with  an  alternative 
proposal.  Now  we  did  not  create  the 
situation,  and  I  do  not  know  that  we 
are  bound  to  find  an  issue  out  of  it ;  but 
if  we  do,  I  can  tell  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  it  shall  not  be  an  issue  of 
cowardice  and  pcmic.  It  so  happens 
that  we  are  ready  with  an  alternative. 
It  is  a  very  simple  one,  and  requires  no 
extraordinary  exercise  of  virtue.  It  is 
that  we  should  dare  to  be  men.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whit- 
bread)  threatens  us  with  Irish  obstruc- 
tion if  this  Bill  is  thrown  out.  We 
know  the  worst  of  Irish  obstruction.  If 
obstruction  be  a  crime,  where  is  the 
Party  in  this  House  which  is  without 
this  sin?  If  obstruction  be  a  crime, 
and  it  be  only  the  guiltless  who  are  to 
throw  the  first  stone,  and  all  the  rest 
retire,  I  think  that  we  should  haye 
something  very  like  an  adjournment  of 
the  whole  House,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  be  left  standing  alone 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork.  But  I  should  like  very  much  to 
know  what  great  measure  of  profirress 
Irish  Members  have  obstructed  ?  Where 
is  the  blank  which  they  have  left  in  the 
Statute  Book  ?  There  are  some  people 
who  think  that  failure  is  written  upon 
everything  because  the  reforming  energy 
of  generations  cannot  be  compressed  into 
a  single  lifetime,  and  because  when  we 
haye  done  our  best  we  must  still  leave  a 
future  and  a  raieon  cPitre  before  the 
Liberal  Party.  Now,  I  have  been  a 
Keformer  all  my  life ;  some  of  my  hon. 
Friends  who  are  sitting  opposite  me 
have  sometimes  called  me  an  ardent 
Eeformer;  but,  ardent  Reformer  though 
I  am,  I  had  rather  that  every  reform 


should  be  hung  up  for  the  remainder  of 
my  lifetime  than  that  we  should  estab- 
lish by  this  Bill  an  abuse  and  a  grievance 
upon  which  the  reforming  zeal  of  a 
generation  may  expend  itself  in  vain. 
But  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  tells  us 
that  if  these  Bills  do  not  pass  we  have 
no  alternative  but  coercion.  What  does 
he  mean  by  coercion  ?  It  is  not  coercion 
to  make  a  man  pay  his  just  debts,  or 
keep  his  hands  off  his  neighbour.  That 
is  not  coercion.  That  is  government; 
and  it  is  because  this  House  has  shrunk 
from  governing  Ireland,  as  it  has  never 
shrunk  from  governing  England  and 
Scotland ;  because  it  has  shrunk  from 
the  duty  of  making  the  law  respected, 
making  the  Queen's  writ  run  every- 
where, making  life  and  property  safe — 
yes,  at  the  cost,  if  need  be,  of  any  exer- 
cise of  force — it  is  because  this  House 
has  shrunk  from  the  duty  of  governing 
Ireland  that  we  are  confronted  by  the 
Bill  of  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman.  First 
show  that  you  can  rule,  and  then  come 
down  to  the  House  with  any  number  of 
Bills  you  please.  But  the  mischief  is 
that  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, if  passed,  will  not  supersede  coercion . 
The  meaning  of  this  Bill  is  that  the  Go- 
vernment have  made  their  choice  be- 
tween two  coercions,  and  that  the  coer- 
cion which  they  have  chosen  is  not  the 
coercion  of  those  who  defy  the  law — not 
the  coercion  of  those  who  maim  and 
murder  by  moonlig^ht,  but  the  coercion 
of  those  whose  only  fault  is  that  they 
are,  perhaps,  too  blmdly  attached  to  the 
laws  and  liberties  and  Constitution  of 
their  country.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chief  Secretary  spoke  rather  lightly 
the  other  day  about  the  Arms  Bill,  and 
its  possible  application  to  the  Loyalists 
of  Ulster. 

The  chief  SECEETARYpor  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  John  Moblby)  (Newoastle- 
on-Tyne) :  I  never  said  a  word  about 
Loyalists  or  about  Ulster. 

Mr.  LEATHAM:  I  should  be  very 
sorry  to  misrepresent  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  but  I  am  in  the  recollection  of 
the  House.  The  remarks  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  were  made  in  answer 
to  a  Question.  1 1  certainly  understood 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  refer  to  the 
North  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY:  I  said  the 
North  of  Ireland  and  elsewhere. 

Mr.  LEATHAM  :  The  North  of  Ire- 
land and  elsewhere.    It  is  because  the 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  oalled  special  at- 
tention to  the  North  of  Ireland  that  I 
ventured  to  make  the  observation ;  and 
I  venture  to  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  the  first  shot  which  is  fired  by 
the  Gt)vernment  with  bloodshed  against 
the  Loyalists  of  Ulster  will  be  echoed 
by  an  explosion  of  public  opinion  over 
here  which  will  sweep  my  right  hon. 
Friend  and  all  his  Colleagues  &om  that 
Bench.  Sir,  I  think  I  know  pretty  well 
the  feeling  of  the  masses  in  the  great 
counties  of  Lancashire  and  Yorkehire. 
I  think  it  a  happy  thing,  with  the  news 
which  we  have  had  from  time  to  time 
from  Ireland,  that  that  feeling  has 
hitherto  been  restrained.  I  can  ima- 
gine news  from  Ireland  which  would 
set  that  feeling  free.  I  can  imagine 
news  from  Ireland  which  would  be  fol- 
lowed by  excesses  which  we  should  all 
deplore,  but  which  none  of  us  could 
prevent.  Now,  Sir,  we  have  all  read 
history,  and  we  all  know  that  there  is 
hardly  a  great  nation  which  has  ever 
existed  which  has  not  had  to  pass,  once 
and  again,  perhaps,  through  a  crisis 
which  historians  are  fond  of  calling  the 
crisis  of  its  fate.  What  they  mean  is  tb  at 
upon  the  way  in  which  that  nation  has 
passed  through  that  crisis  has  depended 
its  future  place  among  the  nations  of 
the  earth.  The  great  nation  upon  the 
other  side  of  the  Atlantic,  which  is  bone 
of  our  bone,  and  whose  experience  and 
example  for  a  single  hour  more  nearly 
concern  us  than  everything  which 
ever  happened  in  Austria  and  Hungary 
— than  anything  which  ever  could 
happen  in  Norway  and  Sweden — that 
great  nation,  within  the  memory  of  all 
of  us,  saw  just  such  a  crisis  approaching 
and  passed  through  it.  They  did  not 
meet  it  by  bringing  in  a  Bill  for  the 
erection  of  a  separate  Congress  in  the 
Confederate  States.  They  met  it  by 
proclaiming  upon  a  hundred  battle- 
fields that  the  law  must  be  upheld. 
The  forces  which  are  arrayed  against 
the  unity  of  the  United  Kingdom  are 
paltry  compared  with  those  which 
threatened  the  unity  of  the  United 
States.  For  very  shame,  if  from  no 
nobler  motive,  let  us,  too,  take  our  stand 
upon  the  Union,  and  say,  that  for  us 
there  can  only  be  one  England,  one 
Law,  one  Parliament,  and  one  Throne. 
Mr.  COLEEIDGE  (Sheffield,  Atter- 
diflfe) :  Sir,  with  great  hesitation  I  rise 
at  this  hour  for  the  first  time  to  address 

Mr.  LsMam 


the  House.  But  I  think  it  is  high  time 
that  someone  who  sits  below  the  Gang- 
way should  assert  that  he  is  ready  to 
put  in  practice  those  principles  in  which 
he  professes  to  believe.  There  have 
been  too  many  wandering  sheep,  and  I 
think  there  should  come  from  this  quar- 
ter of  the  House,  at  any  rate,  a  short 
and  decisive  expression  of  hearty  con- 
currence with  the  Bill  now  before  us. 
Sir,  we  have  been  led  astray  in  various 
ways  throughout  the  debate ;  but  I 
think  we  are  here  met  to  decide  one 
thing,  and  one  thing  only,  and  that  is 
whether  Ireland  should  be  governed  as 
we  think  she  ought  to  be  governed,  or 
whether  Ireland  should  be  governed  as 
she  thinks  she  ought  to  be  governed.  I 
venture  to  think  that  the  only  principle 
that  we  are  met  to-night  to  assert  is  the 
one  broad  principle  that  Ireland  should 
have  an  Irish  Parliament  elected  by  the 
Irish  people  for  the  purpose  of  managing 
Irish  affairs.  Sir,  we  have  been  met  to- 
night by  two  main  arguments.  The 
6r8t  argument  is  that  we  are  destroying 
the  unity  of  the  Empire ;  the  second 
argument  is  that  the  Irish  people  are 
not  fit  to  govern  themselves.  With 
regard  to  destroying  the  unity  of  the 
Empire,  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Rossendale,  who  opposes  this  Bill, 
states  his  objection  in  these  words — 
that  he  was  afraid  we  might  have  '*  dif« 
f erent  laws  administered  in  a  different 
spirit  and  on  different  principles."  Sir, 
when  I  look  around  the  United  King- 
dom I  see  that  we  have  laws  founded 
upon  different  principles,  and  I  venture 
to  think  administered  in  a  different 
spirit.  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
in  this  Bill  we  have  but  one  Monarchy, 
one  Army,  and  one  Navy,  one  National 
Debt  to  which  Ireland  contributes  her 
share,  and  fiscal  unity  for  postage  and 
other  purposes.  You  can  hardly  say 
that  that  means  disintegration  of  the 
Empire.  To  confound  union  with  law, 
and  unity  with  the  principles  on  which 
law  is  administered,  constitutes  no  argu- 
ment against  this  measure.  We  find 
the  law  of  landlord  and  tenant  adminis- 
tered upon  an  entirely  different  prin- 
ciple in  Ireland  and  in  England  and 
Scotland.  And  when  it  is  desired 
to  assimilate  the  9tatuH  of  the  Scotch 
tenant  to  that  of  the  Irish  tenant,  I 
point  out  that  hon.  Members  above  the 
Gangway  opposite  who  talk  so  loudly  of 
unity  of  law   and  Empire  have  used 
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every  efPort  at  their  command  to  prerent 
those  aspirations  being  realized.  What 
can  be  more  essential  in  principle  than 
the  connection  between  Church  and 
State?  According  to  this  majestic  theory 
of  unity  of  law,  1  say  that  for  appearance 
sake  hon.  Members  opposite  should 
support  a  scheme  for  the  liberation  of 
religion  from  State  patronage  and  con- 
trol in  England,  Scotland,  and  Wales. 
Again,  the  Marriage  Law  is  entirely 
ditferent  in  England  and  in  Scotland  ; 
there  are  crimes  in  Scotland  which  are 
not  crimes  in  England ;  and  there  are 
customs  even  in  some  of  the  English 
counties  which  have  the  force  of  law,  but 
which  have  no  such  force  in  other  coun- 
ties. No,  Sir ;  laws  of  countries  should 
be  the  product  of  the  circumstances, 
characteristics,  and  the  habits  of  the 
people  who  live  in  them,  and  no  laws 
which  have  not  that  indigenous  quality 
will  be  guarded  or  respected.  Some- 
thing has  been  said  to-night  about 
Irish  history,  and  with  regard  to  the 
law  being  administered  in  a  different 
spirit  in  England  and  Ireland.  I 
would  ask  whether,  under  the  most  close 
Executive  Union  between  the  two  coun- 
tries, it  has  not  been  administered  in  a 
totally  different  spirit  ?  Before  Grattan's 
Parliament  the  Legislative  Union  was  ab- 
sent; but  the  spirit  of  the  English  Execu- 
tive penetrated  to  the  furthest  quarters 
of  the  country,  and  in  those  times  we 
enacted  penal  laws  which  we  should 
have  been  ashamed  to  transfer  to  this 
country.    Ghrattan  said — 

**  That  the  way  of  safety  lay  in  making  the 
people  feel  that  they  were  not  oppressed  in  the 
interests  of  Protestants  and  landlords.  This 
the  statesmen  of  that  day  would  not  do.'* 

In  fact,  the  danger  lay  in  trying  to 
force  upon  Catholics  of  Ireland  the  as- 
cendancy of  England  by  force,  fraud,  and 
corruption .  Unity  of  Empire  is,  no  doubt, 
a  high-sounding  phrase;  but  I  ask  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  talk  so  much  about  it 
to  consider  one  point.  Year  by  year 
thousands  of  Irishmen  are  quitting  the 
shores  of  Ireland  and  settling  in  our 
Colonies,  carrying  with  them  hatred  of 
the  country  which  they  think  has  driven 
them  forth.  What  would  be  the  effect 
upon  Irish  Colonial  feeling  if  the  aspira- 
tions of  Ireland  for  self-government 
were  now  to  be  disappointed?  With 
regard  to  the  argument  that  the  Irish 
people  are  not  fit  to  govern  themselves, 
that  has  been  sufficiently  disposed  of  by 


the  hon.  Member  who  spoke  below  the 
Gangway,  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
(Mr.  Dillon),  who  told  us  that  the  Irish 
Members,  even  if  they  were  Loyalists, 
were  not  fools,  and  that  in  a  matter  on 
which  the  safety  and  welfare  of  their 
oountry  depended  we  might  rely  that 
the  choice  of  the  Irish  people  would  be 
for  the  good  of  the  Irish  nation.  No,  Sir; 
all  these  fears  about  the  maintenance  of 
law  and  order  are  simply  the  fear  of 
the  landlords  that  rents  will  go  down 
in  Ireland.  Go  down  they  must.  So 
long  as  rents  bear  no  proportion  to 
prices,  and  so  long  as  landlords  think 
it  to  their  interests  to  reduce  the  number 
of  their  tenants,  so  long,  apart  from  the 
question  of  Union,  must  the  cup  of  agra- 
rian bitterness  in  Ireland  be  filled  to 
overflowing.  To  come  to  first  principles, 
what  makes  a  nation  ?  Its  capacity  for 
self-government.  The  exercise  of  self- 
government  demands  those  very  qualities 
which  self-government  produces;  those 
duties  which  responsibility  involves  are 
the  very  duties  which  experience  of  re- 
sponsibility dictates.  I  do  not  doubt  that 
once  you  give  Ireland  the  legitimate 
control  of  her  own  affairs,  and  allow  her 
to  choose  her  own  rulers,  that  those 
rulers  will  be  the  salt  of  the  Irish  race. 
You  must  consider  this  one  point — that 
it  is  with  these  rulers  under  the  Bill 
that  the  British  Government  will  in 
future  have  to  deal.  And,  I  ask,  is  it 
credulous  to  suppose  that  they  will 
wish  to  maintain  the  benefits  of  this 
legislation  ?  Do  you  suppose  that  they 
will  abandon  all  the  benefits  which 
have  been  conferred  upon  them  ?  No, 
Sir ;  I  venture  to  think  that  we  need 
have  no  fear  of  that.  Some  of  our. 
opponents  seem  to  me  to  undertake  a 
very  great  responsibility  in  resisting  this 
measure.  There  is  an  argument  used 
by  some  who  say  that  Irish  Members 
should  come  here  in  their  full  propor- 
tion; but  my  view  is  that,  unless  we 
have  control  over  Irish  affairs,  I  do  not 
see  why  they  should  have  any  control 
over  ours.  The  second  argument  is 
simply  a  non  possumus.  This  is  a  just 
and  generous  boon  to  the  Irish  people — 
it  is  a  boon  offered  to  the  Irish  Demo- 
cracy by  the  Democracy  of  England. 
But  if  this  contest  should  be  pro- 
longed, if  it  should  be  embittered,  if  our 
debate  here  should  degenerate  from 
argument  to  disputation,  and  from  dis- 
putation to  strife,  if  the  contest  should 
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be  fruitless,  and  the  measure  be  post- 
poned, brought  in  again,  proposed  and 
discussed  with  increasing  bitterness,  and 
finally  demanded  with  menace,  and 
yielded  with  despair  and  without  grace, 
both  nations  will  feel  for  long  the  con- 
sequences of  such  obstinacy  and  such 
folly. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*•  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
{Sir  R,  Assheton  Cross.) 

Motion  agr$ed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 

CUSTOMS    AND   INLAND   REVENUE 

BILL.— [Bill  190,] 

(Mr.  Courtney,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Bxehequer^ 

Mr.  Henry  H.  FoicUr.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mb.  GREGORY  (Sussex.  East  Grin- 
stead) :  I  have  a  series  of  clauses  upon 
the  Paper,  which  may  possibly  be  not 
altogether  regarded  as  germane  to  this 
Bill.  Nevertheless,  I  believe  that  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury will  be  willing  to  give  effect  to 
them,  if  not  in  their  present  shape,  and 
in  the  Bill  now  before  the  Committee, 
perhaps  in  another  form  which  carries 
out  the  intention  of  my  Amendment,  and 
in  another  Bill.  I  hope,  if  that  Bill  is 
brought  in,  that  I  shall  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  moving  the  Amendment  to 
carry  out  the  object  I  have  in  view.;  and 
I  am,  for  the  present,  willing  to  with- 
draw the  clauses  standing  in  my  name 
upon  that  understanding.  Of  course, 
in  withdrawing  this  Amendment  I  run 
some  risk,  because  it  may  be  con- 
tingent to  the  present  situation  that  the 
Government  may  not  continue  in  Office, 
or  that  Parliament  may  undergo  a  pro- 
cess of  Dissolution,  in  which  case,  having 
arrived  at  an  age  which  will  probably 
determine  my  Parliamentary  career,  I 
may  be  deprived  of  the  power  of  moving 
these  clauses  myself.  I  trust,  however, 
that  my  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  would,  under  those  circum- 
stances, supply  my  place,  and  undertake 
to  give  effect  to  them,  as  far  as  he  is 
able.  At  all  events,  I  am  willing  to 
leave  the  matter  in  his  hands  to  carry 
out  my  object,  if  possible,  during  the 
present    Session,   but    relying    on    his 

Mr.  CoUridge 


assistance,  as  I  have  said,  to  give  effect 
to  them  in  the  event  of  a  Dissolution. 

New  Clauses : — 

(Purchasers  and  mortg^agees  exempted  from  lia- 
bility to  suooession  daty  after  a  specified 
period.) 

"  (i.)  NotwithstaDding  the  forty-second  sec- 
tion of  'The  Succession  Dnty  Act,  1863,*  or 
any  other  provision  contained  in  that  Act,  real 
property,  or  any  estate  or  interest  therein,  shall 
not,  as  against  a  purchaser  for  valuable  con- 
sideration, or  a  mortgagee,  remain  charged 
with  or  liable  to  payment  of  any  sum  for  suc- 
cession duty  after  the  expiration  of  six  years 
from  the  date  of  the  death,  upon  the  happening 
of  which  the  duty  may  (whether  before  or  after 
the  passing  of  this  Act)  have  become  pa^^able ; 
or  if  such  period  of  six  years  expires  witmn  two 
years  from  the  date  of  the  passmg  of  this  Act, 
then  after  the  expiration  of  two  years  from  the 
last-mentioned  date. 

"(ii*)  The  duty  (if  any)  unpaid  at  the  ex- 
piration of  such  period  of  six  years  or  two 
years,  as  the  case  may  be,  shall  be  payable  and 
paid  by  the  successor  personally,  and  shall  be- 
come charged  substitutively  upon  any  other 
estate  or  interest  liable  to  the  same  duty  and 
remaining  vested  in  the  successor,  and  in  case 
of  a  mortgage  upon  the  equity  of  redemption. 

*'  (iii.)  This  section  is  not  to  lessen  or  affect 
aiiy  liability  of  any  successor  to  payment  of 
duty,  whether  out  of  money  received  on  any 
sale  or  mortgage,  or  otherwise,  but  a  purchaser 
or  mortgagee  shall  not,  for  the  purpose  of  ob- 
taining the  exemption  conferred  by  this  section, 
be  bound  to  see  tbat  the  duty  is  discharged  out 
of  the  money  or  other  consideration  paid  or 
given  as  the  consideration  for  the  sale  or  mort- 
gage. 

(Power  to  deposit  with  Inland  Revenue  copies 
of  documents  not  admitted  to  probate,  and 
thereupon  liability  for  duty  after  specified 
period  to  cease.) 
'*  (i.)  Any  person  may  cause  a  copy  of  any 
document  which  creates  a  liability  for  payment 
of  any  duty  other  than  a  testamenta^  docu- 
ment admitted  to  probate  to  be  deposited  at  the 
office  of  Inland  Revenue,  and  such  copy  shall 
be  received  at  that  office. 

*'  (ii.)  The  officer  receiving  under  this  section 
a  copy  of  a  document  shall,  on  request  of  the 

S arson  making  the  deposit,  and  either  by  in- 
orsement  on  the  original  document  or  other- 
wise, give  a  receipt  in  writing  under  his  hand 
for  the  document  deposited. 

**(iii.)  After  a  receipt  has  been  given  by  an 
officer  of  Inland  Revenue  for  a  copy  deposited 
as  authorised  by  this  section,  of  a  document,  no 
person  shall,  in  the  character  of  trustee,  exe- 
cutor, or  administrator,  be  liable  for  payment 
of  any  duty  under  such  document  after  the  ex- 
piration of  six  years  next  following  the  date  of 
the  deposit,  or  the  date  of  the  death  by  which 
the  duty  becomes  payable,  whichever  date  last 
happens. 

*'  (iv.)  After  a  receipt  has  been  given  by  an 
officer  of  Inland  Revenue  for  a  copy,  deposited 
as  authorised  by  this  section,  of  any  document, 
no  person  shall  be  liable  for  payment  of  any 
duty  thereunder  after  the  expiration  of  twelve 
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yean  next  following  the  date  of  the  depoeit,  or 
the  date  of  the  death  hy  which  the  duty  be- 
comes pa^ble,  whichever  date  last  happens. 

"  (v.)  The  costs  of  depositing  a  copy  of  a 
document  and  obtaining  a  receipt  under  this 
section  shall  be  deemed  costs  duly  incurred  by  a 
trustee,  executor,  or  administrator,  or  any  other 
person  in  the  execution  of  his  duties  as  trustee, 
executor,  or  administrator,  or  otherwise  under 
the  document. 

(Liability  to  duty  under  documents  admitted  to 
probate  to  cease  after  a  specified  period.) 

"  (i.)  No  person  shall,  under  a  testamentary 
document  admitted  to  probate,  or  under  letters 
of  administration,  be  liable  in  the  character  of 
trustee,  executor,  or  administrator,  for  payment 
of  any  duty  after  the  expiration  of  six  years 
from  the  date  of  the  duty  first  becoming  pay- 
able. 

*'  (ii.)  No  person  shall,  under  a  testamentary 
document  admitted  to  probate,  or  under  letters 
of  administration,  be  liable  for  payment  of  any 
duty  after  the  expiration  of  twelve  years  from 
the  date  of  the  duty  first  becoming  payable. 

'*  (iii.)  Provided,  That,  where,  in  the  case  of  a 
testamentary  document  or  letters  of  administra- 
tion coming  into  operation  before  the  passing  of 
this  Act,  the  period  of  six  years  or  twelve  years 
mentioned  in  this  section  expires  within  three 
years  next  after  the  date  of  the  passing  of  this 
Act,  then  the  exemption  from  liability  con- 
ferred by  this  section  shall  not  take  effect  till 
lUfter  the  expiration  of  such  three  years. 

(Officer  of  Inland  Bevenue  may  apply  for  infor- 
mation as  to  duty.) 

"(i.)  Any  officer  of  Inland  Revenue  may 
apply  to  any  trustee  under  a  document  de- 
posited pursuant  to  this  Act,  or  to  any  trustee 
or  executor,  under  a  testamentary  document 
which  has  admitted  to  probate,  or  to  any  ad- 
ministrator, or  to  any  other  person  actually  or 
presumably  liable  for  payment  of  duty  under 
such  document  or  under  an  intestacy,  for  such 
information  as  may  be  necessary  to  show  whe- 
ther any  duty  is  payable  thereunder. 

**(ii.)  The  person  so  appUed  to  shall,  to  the 
best  of  his  information  and  belief,  give  to  the 
officer  making  application  all  information  rea- 
sonably necessary  to  show  whether  any  duty  is 
payable. 

"  (iiL)  In  case  any  person  so  applied  to  for 
information  makes  default  in  giving  the  same 
for  two  calendar  months,  notice  may  be  given 
to  him  requiring  payment  of  duty  as  on  the 
happening  of  any  event  which  would  create  a 
liability  to  dutv ;  and  in  case  the  person  so  ap- 
plied to  should  not  give  satisfactory  proof  that 
the  event  has  not  happened,  such  event  shall 
be  deemed  to  have  happened,  and  the  duty  may 
be  recovered  accordingly,  and  as  if  it  had  hap- 
pened ;  and,  in  case  satisfactory  proof  is  given 
that  the  event  has  not  happened,  further  pro- 
ceedings for  recovery  of  duty  shall  be  stayed, 
but  all  costs  and  expenses  previously  incurred 
of  any  proceedings  taken  lor  recovery  of  the 
duty  shall  be  paid  to  the  Receiver  of  Inland 
Revenue  by  the  person  making  default. 

•*(iv.)  ProvidM,  That,  any  trustee  who  has 
retired  or  been  duly  discharged  from  a  trust, 
shall  not,  under  this  section,  become  subjected 
to  any  further  or  other  liability  as  to  pay- 
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ment  of  duty,  giving  information,  or  otherwise, 
than  he  wotQd  have  been  subject  to  if  this  Act 
had  not  been  passed. 

'*(v.)  All  costs,  charges,  and  expenses  in- 
curred by  any  trustee  or  executor  in  complying 
with  any  application  made  under  this  section 
shall  be  deemed  costs,  charges,  and  expenses 
dul^  incurred  in  reference  to  the  property  to 
which  the  application  relates. 

(Statutory  advertisements  for  creditors  made 
applicable  to  claims  for  duty  in  like  manner 
as  to  other  debts  of  a  deceased  person.) 
'*  A  claim  against  the  estate  of  a  testator  or 
intestate  for  payment  of  any  duty  accrued  due 
from  such  testator  or  intestate  in  his  lifetime, 
or  otherwise  than  under  a  testamentary  dispo- 
sition made  by  him,  or  otherwise  than  under  his 
intestacy,  as  the  case  may  be,  shall  be  deemed  a 
claim  within  the  meaning  of  the  twenty-ninth 
section  of  the  Act  twenty-second  and  twenty- 
third  years  of  Her  Majesty,  chapter  twenty- 
eight,  and  accordingly  an  executor  or  adminis- 
trator shall  not  be  liable  to  the  Crown  for  pay- 
ment of  any  such  duty  further  or  otherwise 
than  he  would  be  liable  in  case  the  same  were  a 
debt  due  to  any  other  creditor. 

(Advertisements  for  information  may  be  issued 
by  Inland  Revenue.) 
*'  In  case  information  when  demanded  cannot 
be  obtained  sufficient  to  show  whether  duty  is  or 
is  not  payable  under  any  document  (including 
a  will  or  other  testamentary  disposition),  the 
Receiver  of  Inland  Revenue  may  cause  such  ad- 
vertisements to  be  inserted  as  he  may  think 
proper  in  any  newspaper,  asking  and  offering  a 
reward  for  the  necessary  information,  and  the 
amount  of  all  costs  incurred  iu  so  advertising 
shall  bo  recoverable  in  like  manner  as  if  it  were 
duty  payable  under  the  document  with  refer- 
ence to  which  information  is  asked,  and  any 
trustee,  executor,  or  administrator  may  pay 
such  costs  in  like  manner,  and  out  of  the  samt? 
fund,  as  if  it  were  duty  so  payable," — {Mr, 
Oregory^)^ 

hrouffht  upf  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  said  Clauses  be  read  a  second 
time." 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  Sir,  the  Committee  is 
aware  that  the  substance  of  this  Amend- 
ment was  laid  before  us  with  very  great 
force  and  fairness  by  the  hon.  Member 
who  has  just  sat  down,  and  that  the 
Prime  Minister  requested  him  to  put  the 
matter  inta  shape.  The  hon.  Member 
has  done  that,  and  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
yernment  have  given  the  subject  their 
careful  consideration.  We  are  not  pre- 
pared to  accept  the  Amendment  on  the 
present  occasion,  inasmuch  as  it  is  not 
relevant  to  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  now 
before  the  Committee,  which  does  not 
deal  with  Succession  Duties,    But  it  is 
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the  intention  of  the  Treasury  to  intro- 
duce an  Omnibus  Bill  dealing  with 
those  Duties,  and  also  for  the  purpose  of 
oanying  out  the  Treaty  with  Spain  with 
reference  to  the  Wine  Duties;  and  we 
propose  that  the  clauses  which  my  hon. 
t'riend  has  moved  as  an  Amendment 
should  be  put  into  that  Bill,  which  will 
give  the  House  an  opportunity  of  form- 
ing a  judgment  witii  regard  to  it.  I 
heartily  trust  that  nothing  will  occur 
which  will  remove  the  personal  atten- 
tion of  my  hon.  Friend  from  this  matter. 
Yet,  if  it  should  pass  into  other  hands,  I 
hope  the  object  he  has  in  view  will  be 
carried  out,  and  I  shall  do  all  in  my 
power  to  bring  about  that  result. 
Motion,  by  leave,  toithdraum. 

Captain  COTTON  (Cheshire,  Wirral) : 
Sir,  I  do  not  know  if  I  shall  be  in  Order 
in  moving  this  next  clause,  standing  in 
the  name  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Middlesex  (Lord  George  Hamilton) ; 
but  I  desire  to  do  so,  because  I  think  it 
will  confer  a  boon  upon  the  class  of 
people  who  will  very  much  appreciate 
it.  It  is  well  known,  both  to  dwellers  in 
town  and  country,  that  there  are  many 
persons  who  would  be  very  considerably 
benefited  by  the  advantage  contemplated 
in  the  new  clause.  It  is  unnecessary  for 
me  to  occupy  the  time  of  the  Committee 
at  any  length  with  the  object  and  merits 
of  the  clause,  which  I  think  are  tolerably 
self-evident.  I  believe  that  the  whole 
amount  of  the  Carriage  Duty,  in  the 
course  of  the  year,  is  not  more  than 
£600,000 ;  and  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
amount  by  which  this  sum  would  be  re- 
duced, if  the  Amendment  were  accepted, 
is  a  matter  for  very  slight  consideration. 

New  Clause: — 

(Carriage  Duties.) 

"  Any  waggon,  cart,  or  other  vehicle  used 
solely  for  the  conveyance  of  any  goods  or  bur- 
den in  the  course  of  trade  and  husbandry,  and 
which,  under  the  thirty-second  and  thirty -third 
Victoria,  chapter  twenty-four,  section  nineteen, 
sub-section  8ix,i8  exempted  fromCarriage  Duties, 
shall  not  become  subject  to  the  said  Duties  by 
reason  of  any  member  of  owner's  family  occa- 
sionally using  the  same  as  a  conveyance  on 
Sunday," — {Captain  Cotton^)— 

brought  up  J  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (SirWiLLiAMHARcouRT)(Derby): 

Mr.  Henry  E.  Fowler  ' 


Sir,  I  cannot  sympathize  with  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  who  has  moved  the 
second  reading  of  this  clause.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  has  referred  to  the 
amount  of  the  Carriage  Duty  as  amount- 
ing to  the  trifling  sum  of  £600,000. 
Well,  Sir,  that  seems  to  me  a  very  large 
sum  of  money.  The  exemption  which 
already  exists  was  made  with  regard  to 
vehicles  used  for  the  purpose  of  convey- 
ing persons  to  church ;  but  the  Amend- 
ment which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber has  moved,  as  I  understand  it.  is  not 
proposed  with  the  intention  of  assisting 
the  conveyance  of  people  to  Divine  wor- 
ship, but  for  the  purpose  of  promoting 
their  enjoyment  on  Sunday,  and  in  that 
sense  is  equally  applicable  to  Bank 
Holidays,  or  any  other  days.  I  think 
the  Committee  will  see  that  to  pass  be- 
yond the  exemption  which  already  exists 
would  be  a  change  of  a  serious  cha- 
racter, and  I  trust  the  Government  will 
be  supported  in  resisting  this  proposal. 

Mr.  BEADEL  (Essex,  Chelmsford) : 
I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  treated 
this  matter  a  little  more  lightly  than  it 
deserves;  and  I  do  not  think  that  he 
at  all  meets  the  ease  when  he  speaks  of 
vehicles  being  used  on  Sunday  as  on 
other  days.  It  seems  to  be  a  very  hard 
case  that  vehicles  used  on  week-days  for 
various  purposes  should  not  be  allowed 
to  be  used  on  Sunday  in  the  sense  con- 
templated by  the  noble  Lord. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  Per- 
haps the  hon.  Member  will  allow  me  to 
explain.  The  present  exemption  allows 
vehicles  to  be  used  on  Sundays  for  the 
purpose  of  conveyance  to  Divine  wor- 
ship ;  but  this  Amendment  would  allow 
them  to  be  used  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  BEADEL  :  As  I  understand  the 
matter,  they  cannot  be  used  in  the  after- 
noon, or  rather  that  they  are  subject  to 
the  tax  if  they  are  so  used.  Well,  Sir, 
at  the  present  time  taxation  presses 
hardly  enough  on  persons  in  every  sta- 
tion in  life  ;  and  I  urge  in  support  of  the 
Amendment  before  the  Committee  that 
if  any  relief  can  be  afforded  in  this 
matter,  it  will  be  regarded  as  a  great 
benefit  to  those  concerned. 

Mr.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich) :  I  am  interested  to  know  how  the 
permission  to  use  these  vehicles,  as  set 
forth  in  the  Amendment,  will  cost  the 
nation  anything.  It  may  be  a  ques- 
tion whether  it  be  right  or  wrong  that 
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they  be  so  used ;  but  certainly  it  seems 
to  me  the  Bevenue  cannot  be  affected  in 
the  smallest  degree.  Eor  my  part,  I 
should  like  the  Committee  to  decide  that 
the  Carriage  Tax  is  a  very  bad  one. 

The  8ECEETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  Henky  H.  Fowleb)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  I  think  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  has  just  spoken  does  not 
quite  appreciate  the  existing  state  of 
the  law.  The  law  is  that  whereas  all 
vehicles  were  subject,  in  the  first  in- 
stance,  to  Carriage  Puty,  exemptions 
were  allowed  in  the  case  of  certain 
vehicles  on  which  the  names  of  the 
owners  were  painted  and  exclusively 
used  by  the  persons  by  whom  they  were 
owned  for  the  conveyance  of  any  goods 
or  burden  in  the  course  of  trade  or  hus- 
bandry. An  appeal  was  made  to  this 
House  on  the  ground  that  it  was  a  great 
hardship  to  a  farmer  and  his  family, 
that  if  any  cart  or  conveyance  used  on  a 
week-day  for  the  purpose  of  trade  should 
be  used  on  Sunday  for  the  purpose  of 
conveying  them  to  church  or  chapel,  the 
exemption  should  thereupon  cease.  Par- 
liament listened  to  that  appeal,  as  I 
think,  very  reasonably,  and  said  to  the 
farmer — '*  If  you  do  use  your  vehicle  on 
Sunday  for  the  purpose  of  conveyance  to 
Divine  worship  you  shall  still  be  exempt ; 
you  shall  be  allowed  on  Sunday  to  use 
this  carriage,  cart,  or  waggon  for  the 
purpose  of  taking  you  to  Divine  service." 
Now  the  suggestion  is  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  exemption  should  be  msiae  to 
apply  to  the  using  of  vehicles  on  Sunday 
for  the  purpose  of  pleasure.  The  words 
of  the  existing  law  are — 

"  In  respect  of  any  waggon  or  cart  used  for 
carrying  the  owner  or  his  family  to  or  from  any 
place  of  Divine  worship  on  Sunday,  Christmas 
Day,  or  Good  Friday," 

and  so  on.  It  was  the  intention  of  Par- 
liament that  the  privilege  of  exemption 
should  otherwise  cease,  and  that  per- 
sons should  not  be  entitled  to  use  their 
carts  and  waggons  for  pleasure  excur- 
sions. If  you  extend  the  exemption  to 
these  cases,  how,  I  ask,  can  you  justify 
the  tax  on  carriages  of  people  who  use 
them  for  such  purposes  on  every  day  of 
the  week  r 

Me.  BRUNNER:  The  object  of  the 
Amendment  not  beings  an  unreasonable 
one,  and  seeing  it  wUl  cost  the  nation 
nothing,  I  shaU  gladly  support  the  Mo- 
tion of  my  hon.  and  gallant  Colleague 
(Captain  Optton). 


Amendment  negatived. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ;  to 
be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow, 

ULSTER  CANAL  AND   TYRONE  NAVI- 
GATION BILL.— [Bill  141.] 
{Mr,  John  MorUy^  Mr,  Hmry  H,  Fowler,) 
NOMINATION  OP  8BLE0T  COMMITTEB. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Ulster 
Canal  and  Tyrone  Navigation  Bill  do  consist  of 
Nine  Members,  Five  to  be  nominated  by  the 
House  and  Four  by  the  Committee  of  Selec* 
tion."— (Jfr.  Uenry  H.  Fowler,) 

Mr.  BIGGAR  (Cavan,  W.) :  I  have 
an  Amendment  to  propose  to  this  Mo- 
tion. I  think  it  would  be  more  satis- 
factory that  the  Committee  should  con- 
sist of  nine  Irish  Members,  and  that 
they  should  be  selected  by  this  House. 
My  proposal  is  to  leave  out  all  the  words 
after  the  word  **  Members,'*  in  order  to 
add  the  words  '^  to  be  nominated  by  the 
House." 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  **five.'^— (ifr.  Biggar,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
*  five  '  stand  part  of  the  Question.'' 

The  SECRETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
SURY  (Mr.  Heney  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  I  understand  that  the 
invariable  practice  of  this  House  has 
been,  with  reference  to  the  appointment 
of  Select  Committees,  that  a  certain  pro- 
portion of  the  Committee  should  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  House,  and  the  remainder 
by  that  impartial  tribunal  on  which  de- 
volves the  appointment  of  Committees 
to  deal  with  JPrivate  Bills.  The  House 
will  agree,  I  think,  that  the  Committee 
of  Selection  have  always  discharged 
their  duties  with  impartiality.  We  shall 
endeavour  to  consult  the  views  of  Irish 
Members  in  naming  the  five  Members, 
of  whom,  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment, that  four  should  be  Members 
from  Ireland.  I  myself  will  be  the  fifth  ; 
and  I  have  no  doubt  whatever  that  the 
four  other  Members  selected  will  be 
Gentlemen  upon  whose  impartiality  full 
reliance  can  be  placed.  Having  offered 
these  few  words  of  explanation,  I  hope 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  will  not 
think  it  necessary  to  press  his  Motion. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

Main  Questio|i  put. 
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Ordtred,  That  the  Seleot  Oommittee  on  the 
Ulster  Canal  and  Tyrone  Navigation  Bill  do 
consist  of  Nine  Members,  Five  to  be  nominated 
by,  the  House  and  Four  by  the  Committee  of 
Selection. 

Ordiredy  That  all  Petitions  against  the  Bill 
presented  not  later  than  three  dear  days  before 
the  sitting  of  the  Committee  be  referred  to  the 
Oommittee,  and  that  such  of  the  Petitioners  as 
pray  to  be  heard  by  themselvesi  their  Counsel. 
Agents,  or  Witnesses  be  heard  upon  their  Peti- 
tions, ii  they  think  fit,  and  Counsel  heard  in 
favour  of  the  Bill  against  such  Petitions. 

Ordtredf  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ord^edf  That  Three  be  the  quorum  of  the 
Committee. — (Mr,  B$nry  H.  Fowler.) 

House  acyoumed  at  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LOEDS, 

Friday,  Uth  May,  1886. 


MINUTES  J— Public  BiLL—Secimd  Reading— 
National  Debt  •(100). 

Their  Lordships  met;— and  having 
gone  through  the  Business  on  the 
^aper  without  debate, 

House  adjourned    at  half  past    Four 

o'clock,  to  Monday  nex^  a  quarter 

before  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  I4th  May,  1886. 


MINUTES.]— Sblect  Committbb  —  Kitchen 
and  Refreshment  Rooms,  Mr.  A.  H.  Acland, 
Mr.  Bigp;ar,  Mr.  Thomas  Henry  Bolton, 
Baron  Dimsdale,  General  Qoldsworthy,  and 
Mr.  John  Redmond  added ;  National  Provi- 
dent Insurance,  Mr.  Abraham  ditch. ;  Mr. 
Fenwiok  added. 

Public  Bills — Second  Beading — Parliamentary 
Elections  (Returning  Officers)  Act  (1876) 
Amendment  [211]. 

Third  £eading--C\iBtomB  and  Inland  Revenue  * 
[190],  9Jid  paseed. 

QUESTIONS. 

— 0 

VETERINARY  PORTAL  INSPECTORS 
(IRELAND). 
Mr.  OOX  (Clare,  E.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  he  has  received  a  me- 
morial from  the  Veterinary  Portal  In- 
spectors under    the  Privy   Council   of 


Ireland  praying  for  an  inquiry  into  and 
redress  of  certain  grievances;  whether 
the  Irish  Government  have  yet  deter- 
mined so  to  improve  the  terms  of  em- 
ployment of  the  Portal  Inspectors  as  to 
place  them  on  a  footing  analogous  to 
that  of  the  Veterinary  Surgeons  em- 
ployed by  the  English  Privy  Council ; 
and,  whether,  considering  that  the  whole 
time  of  the  Irish  Portal  Inspectors  is 
wholly  at  the  disposal  of  the  public  ser- 
vice, the  Government  will  consider  a 
scheme  for  their  superannuation? 

The  chief  SECEET AEY  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  (Newcastle- on -Tyne)  :  The 
Memorial  in  question  has  been  before 
me;  but,  inpresent  circumstances,  I  do  not 
think  the  Government  would  be  justified 
in  considering  the  question  of  changes 
in  the  position  of  these  officers  who,  I 
may  observe,  stand  at  present — in  most, 
if  not  all,  essential  particulars  —  very 
much  on  the  same  footing  as  similar 
officers  in  England. 

SCOTLAND-SHERIFF  IVORY'S  REPORT 

TO   THE   COMMISSIONERS   OF 

SUPPLY. 

Dr.  CAMEEON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  appen- 
dix of  a  pamphlet  entitled  A  Report  by 
the  Sheriff  of  Inverness,  Elgin,  and  Nairn 
to  the  Commissioners  of  Supply  of  Inver- 
ness-shire; whether  the  '^statements" 
of  various  persons,  of  which  the  greater 
part  of  that  appendix  consists,  are  de- 
clarations made  before  Sheriff  Ivory  in 
the  course  of  a  formal  judicial  inquiry  ; 
if  so,  whether  it  is  in  conformity  with 
the  practice  of  Scottish  criminal  admi- 
nistration to  publish  them ;  whether 
Sheriff  Ivory  published  them  with  the 
cognizance  or  consent  of  the  Home  Office 
or  Crown  authorities ;  and,  whether  he 
has  any  objection  to  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  Sheriff  Ivory's  ''Eeport," 
and  the  replies  of  the  Lord  Advocates 
of  the  last  and  preceding  Governments 
to  the  official  letters  addressed  to  them 
by  Sheriff  Ivory  contained  in  the  *  *  Re- 
port?" 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  I  have 
seen  the  Report  by  the  Sheriff  of  Inver- 
ness to  the  Commissioners  of  Supply  of 
that  county,  as  also  the  Appendix  thereto. 
It  is  certainly  not  in  accordance  with 
the  practice  of  Scottish  criminal  admi- 
nistration to  publish  information  ob- 
tained in  the  investigation  of  criminal 
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cliarges.  The  inquiry,  in  the  course  of 
vUch  the  statements  contained  in  the 
Appendix  were  made,  was  one  of  a  kind 
which,  fortunately,  does  not  often  re- 
quire to  be  entered  upon  in  Scotland. 
It  had  reference  to  certain  complaints 
which  had  been  made  by  the  police  in 
regard  to  the  conduct  of  a  public  official; 
and  the  primary  question  was  whether 
he  could  with  propriety  be  allowed  to 
continue  to  hold  his  office.  It  was  thus 
not  a  criminal  investigation  in  the  or- 
dinary sense,  though,  for  cmalogous 
reasons,  I  should  consider  it  my  duty  to 
treat  any  information  furnished  to  me 
nnder  such  an  inquiry  as  confidential, 
except  as  regards  any  official  persons 
who  might  require  to  consider  it.  I  am 
not  aware  that  the  consent  of  the  Home 
Office  or  of  the  Crown  Authorities  was 
either  asked  or  obtained  to  any  publica- 
tion of  the  statements  referred  to.  I 
cannot  undertake  to  lay  the  Eeport  upon 
the  Table  of  this  House,  as  it  was  made 
to  a  duly  constituted  County  Authority 
having  important  statutory  powers  and 
duties  with  respect  to  the  police  of  the 
county;  and,  although  the  official  re- 
ferred to  was  not  in  the  service  or  under 
the  control  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Supply,  reasons  are  given  in  the  Report 
which  led  the  Sheriff  to  consider  it  pro- 
per to  include  the  information  in  ques- 
tion in  it.  As  I  regard  any  correspond- 
ence between  the  Lord  Advocate  and 
the  Sheriff  of  a  county  concerning  a 
pending  inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  an 
official  holding  an  office  in  a  local  Court 
as  confidential,  I  cannot  undertake  to 
lay  on  the  Table  any  letters,  either  from 
my  Predecessor  in  Office  or  from  mjself, 
on  the  subject. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— DR.  CROKER, 
DISPENSING  MEDICAL  OFFICER  OF 
THE    BALLYMACARRETT    DIVISION 


OF  THE  BELFAST  DNION. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  (Cavan.  W.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  the  Local  Government 
Board's  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
misconduct  and  neglect  of  duty  of  Dr. 
Croker,  dispensary  medical  officer  of  the 
Ballymacarrett  Division  of  the  Belfast 
Union,  in  refusing  to  visit  a  poor  woman 
named  Garland,  at  7,  Skipton  Street, 
Ballymacarrett,  who  was  dangeroiisly  ill 
in  labour  on  the  dth  ultimo,  although  a 
red  line  was  issued  by  the  relieving 
officer  of  the  district,  and  personally 
served  on  Croker  by  the  woman's  hus- 


band ;  did  Croker  inform  Garland  that 
he  would  not  go  himself,  but  would  send 
the  official  midwife,  although  Garland 
told  him  that  he  had  already  secured 
the  services  of  a  midwife,  who  had  de- 
clared that  surgical  aid  was  indispen- 
sable, as  the  case  was  most  difficult  and 
dangerous;  and  that,  notwithstanding 
this  information,  Croker  still  refused  to 
visit  the  poor  woman ;  is  it  true  that 
afterwards  a  neighbouring  surgeon  (Dr. 
Gibson),  out  of  sympathy  for  Garland 
in  his  distress,  attended  Mrs.  Garland, 
and  foimd  that  his  services  were  most 
urgently  needed;  did  Gturland,  on  the 
20th  ultimo,  make  a  complaint  to  the 
Guardians  of  Croker's  conduct;  was 
any  inquiry  made  into  the  allegations ; 
and,  if  so,  what  was  the  result;  how 
often  has  Croker  been  charged  with  simi- 
lar neglect  of  duty ;  and,  will  any  steps 
be  taken  to  prevent  a  repetition  of  such 
conduct  towards  the  suffering  and  desti- 
tute poor  in  this  district  ? 

The  CHIEP  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Morlby)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) :  A  com- 
plaint was  made  regarding  the  non- 
attendance  of  Dr.  Croker  on  the  occa- 
sion referred  to,  and  the  matter  is  at 
present  under  inquiry  by  the  Dispensary 
Committee  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  in 
question.  The  Local  Government  Board 
will  see  that  it  is  fully  investigated. 

EVICTIONS  (SCOTLAND)— ALLEGED 

EXTRAORDINARY  EVICTION 

IN  PERTHSHIRE. 

Mb.  MACDONALD  CAMERON 
(Wick,  &c.)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  an  article  in  Tha  Ferthihire  Constitu- 
tumal  of  the  26th  instant,  entitled  <<  Ex- 
traordinary Eviction  Case  in  Perthshire," 
wherein  it  is  stated  that  a  Mr.  Buchanan 
Hamilton,  under  an  ancient  feudal  law 
of  Scotland,  had  recourse  to  a  process 
known  as  ''putting  to  the  horn,"  so 
that  he  could  remove  into  the  street  the 
whole  of  the  goods  and  chattels,  valued 
at  upwards  of  £1,000  sterling,  of  a 
feuar  named  Thomas  Buchanan,  from 
his  villa  residence,  enter  upon  and  take 
possession  of  the  premises  because  the 
said  feiiar  owed  two  years'  feu  duty, 
amounting  only  to  £32 ;  if  it  be  true 
that  the  proprietor  has  advertised  for 
sale  Mr.  Thomas  Buchanan's  villa  pro- 
perty, amounting  to  the  sum  of  £5,000 
sterling,  in  order  to  secure  the  payment 
of  £32  due  to  him  for  feu  duty ;  and, 
whether  there  are  not,,^^^^  |K)nstitUflC 
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pate  the  defendant ;  and,  if  this  wa«  the 
case  referred  to  by  the  honourable  Mem- 
ber for  South  Tyrone  as  intimidation  by 
an  Orangeman  ? 

Mb.  W.  O'BRIEN  (Tyrone,  8.) :  In 
reference  to  this  Question,  I  would  like 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  Whether  of  the  11  magis- 
trates named  10  were  Orangemen, 
several  of  whom  have  themselves  taken 
prominent  part  in  riotous  Orange  de- 
monstrations ;  whether  the  witnesses 
were  described  by  the  Crown  Solicitor  as 
being  hostile  to  the  Crown ;  whether  the 
evidence  was  given  with  extreme  re- 
luctance and  prevarication,  and  was  at 
variance  with  what  they  told  the  police ; 
whether,  notwithstanding,  it  was  proved 
that  at  least  10  farmers'  houses  had 
been  visited  by  night,  and  that  several 
persons  admitted  it  was  the  defendant 
who  visited  the  houses  and  questioned 
them  as  to  whether  they  were  Orange- 
men or  Nationalists  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  The 
hon.  Member  is  now,  in  the  form  of  a 
Question,  making  a  counter-statement  of 
considerable  length,  and  it  is  impossible 
that  a  Minister  can  answer  a  Question 
so  asked.  It  would  be  more  regular  for 
the  hon.  Member  to  put  down  the  Ques- 
tion in  the  ordinary  way. 

Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN :  Well,  Sir,  my 
name  is  referred  to  in  this  Question.  If 
I  am  not  allowed  to  intervene  I  will 
have  to  ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House 
to  amend  my  statement. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
must  give  Notice  in  the  ordinary  way. 

Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN :  I  think  I  will 
be  in  Order  in  asking  this  much,  at  all 
events — Whether  steps  will  be  taken  to 
institute  prosecutions  for  perjury  against 
the  witnesses,  and  to  prevent  magis- 
trates who  are  notorious  Orange  par- 
tizans  from  adjudicating  in  such  cases  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Jomr 
Morlky)  (Newcastle  -  on  -  Tyne) :  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  do  not  think  that  I  can 
answer  the  last  Question  without  Notice 
and  consideration.  The  Papers  in  this 
matter  were  laid  before  the  Attorney 
General,  who  considered  there  was  a 
primd  facie  case  for  investigation,  and 
directed  a  prosecution.  The  case,  ac* 
cordingly,  came  before  a  Bench  of  11 
magistrates — whether  they  were  Orange- 
men I  cannot  say — one  of  whom  was  a 
Resident  Magistrate  ,*  and,  after  hearing 
the  evidence  of  several  witnesses,  they 
unanimously  decidiOdxtl^i^iiQ^ciMBe  haa 


tional,  and  less  violent,  methods  by 
which  landlords  can  recover  debt ;  and, 
if  not,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  consider  the  expediency  of 
amending  the  Law  of  Scotland,  as  to 
the  recovery  of  debts,  so  as  prevent  such 
violence  to  the  feelings  of  the  community 
as  was  caused  by  the  case  referred  to, 
as  well  as  the  wanton  destruction  of  so 
much  valuable  property  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  An  article 
has  appeared  in  The  Perthshire  Constitu- 
tional to  the  effect  stated  by  the  hon. 
Member,  and  I  have  made  inquiry  into 
die  circumstances  of  the  case,  which  is 
a  most  unfortunate  one.  Mr.  Thomas 
Buchanan,  the  feuar  in  question,  and 
his  sister,  are  both  well-known  litigants, 
and  have  besides  long  objected  to  pay 
taxes,  preferring  that  their  goods  should 
be  seized  and  sold  rather  than  that  they 
should  meef  these  debts.  They  seem  to 
have  latterly  come  to  regard  the  pay- 
ment of  an  annual  sum  of  feu-duty,  for 
certain  villas  belonging  to  them,  in 
the  same  light ;  and  I  believe  it  is  true 
that,  under  very  special  circumstances, 
the  superior  has  had  recourse  to  the  re- 
medies stated  in  the  article  in  question. 
These  remedies,  although  stringent,  are 
quite  legal;  and  I  am  constrained  to 
think  they  were  adopted  in  the  belief 
that  they  would  lead  to  payment  sooner 
than  other  less  severe  measures.  This, 
I  am  sorry  to  say,  has  not  been  the  case, 
and  the  law  was  allowed  to  take  its 
course.  The  villas  were  consequently 
advertised  ;  but  I  understand  they  have 
since  been  withdrawn,  and  I  hope  that 
the  feuars  will  adopt  the  simple  and 
obvious  course  of  paying  this  small  debt. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IREIAND)  —  DUN- 
GANNON  PETTY  SESSIONS- 
INTIMIDATION. 
Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast.  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  the  case  of  Robert 
Cuddy,  junior,  formerly  referred  to,  has 
been  tried  at  the  Dungannon  Petty 
Sessions;  if  there  were  12  magistrates, 
including  a  resident  magistrate,  on  the 
bench;  if  Robert  Cuddy,  junior,  15 
years  of  age,  was  summoned  by  the  dis- 
trict inspector  for  that  he  did  **  appear 
in  disguise,  to  the  terror  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's subjects  ;  "  whether  17  witnesses 
were  examined,  and  the  magistrates 
unanimously  declared  that  there  had  not 
been  a  single  piece  of  evidence  to  incul- 
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been  made  out,  and  discharged  the  de> 
fendant.  I  would  suggest  that  the  latter 
part  of  the  inquiry  should  be  put  to  the 
hon.  Member  whom  it  concerns. 

Mb.  W,  O'BRIEN :  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  on  Monday  I  shall  put  a 
farther  Question  on  this  subject. 

IRELAND— EDUCATION    OP    THE 
CHILDREN  OF  LIGHTHOUSE  KEEPERS. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast.  S.)  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If 
he  will  state  what  arrangement  has  been 
made  to  provide  for  the  better  education 
of  the  children  of  lighthouse  keepers  in 
Ireland  ;  to  enable  the  keepers  to  attend 
Divine  Service  on  Sunday ;  and,  what 
rock  stations  are  to  be  made  relieving 
ones? 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  BOAED 
(Mr.  C.  T.  D.  Acland)  (Cornwall,  Laun- 
ceeton)  :  I  can  only  refer  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  the  President's  reply  of  the  1 9th 
March  last,  and  repeat  the  assurance 
therein  contained,  that  full  considera- 
tion will  be  given  to  the  question  as 
soon  as  the  detailed  information  asked 
for  from  the  Lighthouse  Authorities  has 
been  received. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  said,  he  did  not 
wish  to  trouble  the  hon.  Gentleman; 
but  he  wished  to  ask  if  he  could  give 
any  idea  of  the  intentions  of  the  Go- 
yemment  ? 

Mr.  C.  T.  D.  ACLAND:  That  de- 
pends  on  the  correspondence  we  receive 
from  the  Lighthouse  Authorities. 

.WESTMINSTER  HALL -ADMISSION  OF 
THE  PUBLIC. 

Mb.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  For  what  reason  the 
pabHc  and  the  Volunteers  are  still  ex- 
cluded from  Westminster  Hall  ? 

The  SEORETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Childsbs)  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  In  reply  to 
my  hon.  Friend,  I  can  oaiy  say  that  as 
being  responsible  for  the  public  safety 
I  do  not  feel  justified  in  now  ordering 
any  departure  from  the  arrangements 
which  at  present  obtain  as  to  the  admis- 
sion of  the  public  to  Westminster  Hall. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IRELAND)— ASSAULT 
BY  A  CARETAKER. 
Mr,  CONDON  (Tipperary,  E.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether,  on  Monday 
eyenlDg  6th  May,  an  assault  was  com- 
mitted by  a  caretaker  named  Connell, 
m  the  employment  of  Thomas  Phelan, 


of  Clonmel,on  James  Daniell,  atdoonan, 
county  Tipperary,  in  the  presence  of  two 
policemen,  who  declined  to  interfere 
until  Daniell  in  self-defence  struck  Con- 
nell,  when  the  police  arrested  both 
parties  but  discharged  them  before  they 
arrived  at  the  police  barrack ;  whether 
subsequently  Connell  visited  the  house 
of  Daniell,  and,  shouting,  swore  he 
would  shoot  every  one  of  them,  meaning 
Daniell,  whom  he  believed  was  in  the 
house,  also  his  mother,  an  old  woman 
who  is  bedridden,  and  her  daughter; 
whether  he  made  furious  efforts  to  force 
the  door  open ;  whether,  when  Daniell 
repoited  the  matter  to  Sergeant  Madden 
at  Cloonan,  who  had  witnessed  the  pre- 
vious assault,  he  paid  no  attention  to 
the  complaint  until  Connell's  son  came 
to  tell  nim  of  his  father's  condition; 
whether,  when  Sergeant  Madden  arrived 
on  the  scene,  he  refused  to  arrest  Connell 
when  requested  to  do  so  by  Mr.  Charles 
Meagher,  of  Cloonan  House ;  whether 
a  complaint  of  the  policeman's  conduct 
has  been  forwarded  to  the  District  In- 
spector of  Carrick  on  Suir,  Mr.  Lopdell, 
by  Mr.  C.  Meagher ;  and,  whether  he 
will  see  that  a  full  and  fair  inquiry  will 
be  made  into  the  matter? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) :  It  ap- 
pears that  the  quarrel  between  the 
parties  described  took  place  in  the 
presence  of  the  police,  but  at  some  dis- 
tance from  them.  Connell  gave  Daniell 
a  push,  and  Daniell  retaliated  with  a 
blow.  The  police  then  appeared  and 
separated  them.  They  did  not  think 
the  matter  serious  enough  to  bring  be- 
fore a  magistrate,  both  parties  being 
well  known  in  the  district.  They  ac- 
cordingly informed  the  parties  they  could 
take  legal  proceedings  against  each  other 
by  summons.  The  same  applies  to  what 
happened  on  the  second  occasion. 

STATE  OP  IRELAND— DISTRESS  IN 
KERRY. 

Mb.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  (Kerry.  S.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Has  Colonel 
Spaight,  Tjocal  Government  Board  In- 
spector, Ireland,  visited  the  parish  of 
Glenbeigh,  county  of  Kerry  recently ,  by 
order  of  the  Board,  and  has  he  made  his 
report  of  the  condition  of  most  of  the 
people  of  that  parish ;  and,  if  so,  will 
he  be  pleased  to  give  the  tenor  of  that 
report  by  having  a  copy  of  it  placed 
upon  the  Table  of  the  Mouse  ?  i  /> 
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The  chief  SECBETAET  (Mr. 
John  Mokley)  (Newcastle-on-Tjne)  : 
Colonel  Spaight  has  recently  Tisited 
Glenbeigh  and  reported  on  the  condition 
of  the  people  there.  The  tenour  of  his 
Beport  is  that  much  distress  prevails  in 
the  locality,  owing  to  want  of  employ- 
ment and  the  stoppage  of  credit.  The 
Local  Government  Board  have  issued  an 
Order  under  the  recent  Belief  Act,  au- 
thorizing the  Guardians  to  give  outdoor 
relief  under  the  provisions  of  the  2nd 
section,  and  have  directed  their  Inspector 
to  attend  the  next  meeting  of  the  Guar- 
dians and  confer  with  them  as  to  the 
administration  of  the  relief.  I  have 
stated  the  purport  of  the  Beport ;  but  it 
is  not  usual  to  lay  such  documents  on  the 
Table. 

Mb.  E.  HABBINGTON  (Kerry,  W.) : 
Might  I  be  permitted  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  a  Question  on  the  same 
subject,  of  which  I  have  given  private 
Notice  ?  It  is,  Whether  the  same  state  of 
afiairs  does  not  exist  in  more  than  that 
locality  in  Kerry;  whether  in  Dingle 
there  is  not  a  state  of  general  distress 
existing  approaching  to  famine  in  many 
cases,  and  also  in  some  of  the  islands  ? 

Me.  JOHN  MOBLEY:  I  have  re- 
ceived no  Beport  from  these  localities ; 
but  I  will  make  inquiries. 

EGYPT— THE  NILE  EXPEDITION, 
1884-6. 

Me.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  (Shrop- 
shire,  Oswestry)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  it  is  intended  to 
ask  His  Highness  the  Khedive  to  give 
**  the  bronze  star ''  to  the  troops  em- 
ployed in  the  Nile  Expedition  of  1884-5, 
as  was  done  in  the  case  of  the  expedi- 
tion to  the  Eastern  Soudan  in  1884  ? 

Thb  SECBETABY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Campbell-Baniterman)  (Stirling,  &c.): 
No,  Sir.  The  subject  has  been  con- 
sidered ;  but  it  has  not  been  thought  de- 
sirable to  give  efifect  to  the  suggestion 
contained  in  the  Question. 

INLAND   REVENUE— INCOME  TAX 
COMMISSIONERS. 

Mb.  HICKMAN  (Wolverhampton, 
W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  he  will 
give  the  names  of  the  Income  Tax  Com- 
missioners for  the  district  of  Seisdon ; 
and,  if  not,  would  he  state  on  what 
ground  he  objects  to  do  so  ? 

The  CH  ANCELLOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  (Sir  William  Haecourt)  (Derby) 
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(who  replied)  said,  he  found,  on  inquiry, 
that  it  had  never  been  the  practice  to  pub- 
lish the  names  of  these  Commissioners. 


IRELAND— ARKLOW  HAJIBOUR 
WORKS. 

Mr.  W.  J.  COBBET  (Wicklow,  E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Whether  he  will  lay  any  further  Papers 
upon  the  Table  in  reference  to  the 
Ajklow  Harbour  works  and  the  extra 
cost  arising  from  the  defective  plans  and 
construction  ? 

The  SECBETABY  to  thb  TBEA- 
SUBY  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  The  Papers  about 
Arklow  Harbour  that  have  not  already 
been  presented  to  Parliament  are  being 
examined,  with  a  view  to  the  presenta- 
tion of  such  further  Papers  as  it  may 
seem  desirable  to  publish. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  WRITERS. 

Mr.  VANDEBBYL  (Portsmouth) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
If  he  can  state  what  progress  has  been 
made  with  the  consideration  of  the  case 
of  the  Civil  Service  Writers  since  March 
last,  and  the  reason  for  the  unusual  delay 
in  arriving  at  a  decision  on  the  sub- 
ject? 

The  SECBETABY  to  the  TBEA- 
SUBY  (Mr,  Henry  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  (who  replied)  said :  I 
can  only  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the 
answer  which  I  gave  on  the  6th  instant 
on  this  subject  to  the  hon.  Members 
for  Central  Hackney  and  Qravesend — 
namely,  that  the  question  of  the  Civil 
Service  Writers  is  receiving  the  most 
careful  attention  of  the  Treasury ;  but 
that  I  cannot  undertake  to  fix  the  date 
at  which  the  decision  of  the  Treasury 
will  be  arrived  at. 

VACCINATION— THE  ISLAND  OF 
RUGEN. 

Mr.  ABTHUB  O'CONNOB  (Done- 
gal,  E.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Afiairs,  Whether  any, 
and  if  so,  what,  reply  has  been  received 
to  the  promised  inquiry  as  to  the  fatal 
cases  of  vaccination  in  the  Island  of 
Biigen  ? 

The  UNDEB  SECBETABY  op 
STATE  (Mr.  Bryce)  TAberdeen,  S.): 
Her  Majesty's  Ambassaaor  at  Berlin  has 
not  yet  forwarded  the  Beport  which  was 
called  for  in  accordance  with  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  hon.  Member:  but  l^s 
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Exoellency's  attention    will    again    be 
called  to  ^e  matter. 

TRADE   AND   COMMERCE  — THE   CON- 
VENTION  WITH  SPAIN— BRITISH 

COLONIAL  PRODUCE. 
Mb.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liverpool, 
Earkdale)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affaire,  Whether,  under 
the  new  Convention  with  Spain,  goods, 
the  produce  of  British  Colonies,  enter- 
ing Spain  or  Spanish  Colonies,  will  enjoy 
most  favoured  nation  treatment  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Bryce)  (Aberdeen,  S.) : 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  no  less 
desirous  to  secure  any  commercial  bene- 
fits for  our  Colonies  than  for  the  Mother 
Country,  and  they  have  therefore  taken 
care  to  secure  that  g^ds  and  manufac- 
tures, the  produce  of  British  Colonies, 
should  enjoy  under  the  new  Convention 
with  Spain,  when  ratified,  most  favoured 
nation  treatment  in  Spain  and  the 
Spanish  Colonies. 

CANADIAN  FISHERIES-THE  '•  DAVID 
J.  ADAMS." 

Mb.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale)  asked  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether 
fishermen  in  a  boat  belonging  to  the 
American  fishing  vessel  2).  J.  Adatrn  re- 
cently entered  the  basin  of  Annapolis 
and  purchased  bait  while  within  tbree 
nules  of  the  shore  of  Nova  Scotia ;  whe- 
ther Article  I  of  the  United  States  Con- 
vention of  1818,  which  now  regulates 
all  questions  of  fishery  rights  on  those 
coasts  as  between  American  and  British 
subjects,  specifically  forbids  American 
fishermen  from  approaching  within  the 
three  miles  limit  except  for  purposes  of 
shelter,  repairing  damages,  and  pur- 
chasing wood  or  water;  whether  the 
D,  «/l  J  dams  has  in  consequence  been 
arrested  by  the  British  authorities ;  whe- 
ther any  other  cases  of  illegal  infringe- 
ment of  the  existing  fishery  agpreements 
have  been  reported  to  Government  during 
the  past  six  weeks ;  and,  whether,  seeing 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  promised 
on  April  19th  to  spare  no  efforts  to  settle 
any  disputes  that  might  arise  as  to  the 
exercise  of  fishery  rights  under  the  1818 
Convention,  steps  are  now  being  taken 
to  arrange  this  particular  dispute,  and 
also  permanently  to  terminate  so  un- 
satisfactory a  state  of  affairs  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Mr.  Beyce)  (Aberdeen,   S.): 


I  beg  to  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the 
answer  given  in  the  House  last  night  to 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Central  Sheffield  by  the  Under  Secre- 
cretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  to 
whom  Questions  on  this  subject  had 
better  be  addressed.  Another  case  of 
seizure  occurred  last  April,  in  which  the 
United  States  vessel  was  released.  In 
regard  to  the  last  paragraph  of  the  hon. 
Member's  Question,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment are  of  opinion  that  until  the 
facts  of  the  case  of  the  D,  <7.  Adams  have 
been  established,  it  would  be  premature 
to  consider  the  question  of  any  diplo* 
matic  action. 

THE  WESTERN  PACIFIC— THE   NEW 
HEBRIDES. 

Mb.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  If  the  French 
Ambassador  has  been  given  clearly  to 
understand  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment cannot  upon  any  consideration  en- 
tertain His  Excellency's  proposals  for 
the  further  acquisition  by  France  of  the 
New  Hebrides  Islands  on  the  Australian 
Coast,  and  the  consequent  abandonment 
of  the  valuable  work  of  civilisation  among 
its  independent  native  population  of  the 
British  Presbyterian  Church  f 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Osbobnb  Moegan)  (Den- 
bighshire,  E.):  There  appears  to  be 
some  misunderstanding  on  this  question 
both  here  and  in  the  Colonies.  The 
facts  are  simply  these.  The  French 
Government  some  time  ago  laid  certain 
proposals  before  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, embodying  a  declaration  on  their 
part  that  they  would  not  send  any  con- 
victs to  the  Pacific,  and  a  consent  on  our 
part  to  the  French  Government  occupy- 
ing the  New  Hebrides.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  of  opinion  that  this 
proposal,  which  would  put  an  end  to 
the  Question  of  sending  any  convicts  to 
the  Pacific,  was  worth  full  considera- 
tion; but  that  in  no  case  could  it  be 
entertained,  excepting  under  three  con- 
ditions—(1)  that  it  provided  full  protec- 
tion and  freedom  for  religion  and  for 
trade  in  the  New  Hebrides ;  (2)  that  it 
was  accompanied  by  the  cession  of  the 
Island  of  Rapa ;  and  (3)  that  the  opinion 
of  the  Australasian  Colonies,  to  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  attached  the 
greatest  importance,  should  first  be  as- 
certained. The  Earl  of  Rosebery  in- 
formed the  French  Ambassador  that  it 
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was  necessary  to  consult  the  Australasian 
Colonies,  and  that,  therefore,  no  answer 
could  be  given  till  the  end  of  April ;  but 
he  did  not  disguise  from  the  French 
Ambassador  that,  in  his  opinion,  it  was, 
to  say  the  least,  improbable  that  the 
Colonies  would  assent  to  the  French  pro- 
posals. The  telegraphic  answers  from 
the  Colonies  are  unfavourable,  excepting 
those  from  New  South  Wales  and  New 
Zealand,  of  which  the  Governments  were 
disposed  to  entertain  the  plan.  M.  Wad- 
dington  has  been  privately  informed  by 
the  Earl  of  Rosebery  of  the  nature  of 
these  answers,  and  of  the  probable  re- 
sult ;  but  no  formal  reply  has  been  given, 
as  the  correspondence  with  the  Colonies 
is  not  yet  complete. 

THE  IRISH  POLICY  OF  THE  GOVERN- 
MENT—MEETING AT  BELFAST. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  he 
has  received  the  Resolutions  from  the 
Association  of  Irish  Non- Subscribing 
Presbyterians,  passed  at  a  meeting  in 
Belfast,  on  Tuesday  11th  May  1886, 
which  contain  the  following  passage : — 

"That  the  peace  and  prosperity  of  Ireland 
and  the  satisfaction  of  the  jnst  aspirations  of 
her  people  are  dear  to  all  its  members,  and  they 
will  welcome  any  measure  in  which  these  ob- 
jects are  adequately  recognised  ;  but  that  they 
firmly  and  respectfully  reject  the  overtures  em- 
bodied in  the  provisions  of  the  Government 
Bill  on  the  grounds  that  this  measure,  by  sub- 
verting the  present  Constitution,  which  pre- 
serves the  rights  and  liberties  of  Ireland  through 
the  legislation  of  the  Imperial  Parliament,  will 
introduce  fresh  conflicts  in  Ireland,  will  disturb 
the  public  confidence  essential  to  economic  wel- 
fare, and  will  stimulate  the  sentiment  of  sepa- 
ration from  Great  Britain ;  " 

and,  if  he  will  lay  his  reply  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mb.  sexton  (Sligo,  S.)  :  Before 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  answers  that 
Question  I  should  like  to  ask  him  if  he 
is  aware  that  this  meeting  was  attended 
by  only  26  persons ;  also  that  an 
Ajnendment  declaring  approval  of  the 
policy  and  the  measure  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  supported  by  one  third 
of  the  meeting ;  and  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  puts  this 
Question  has  of  late  repeatedly  and  pub- 
licly advised  his  friends  to  base  the  suc- 
cess of  their  opposition  to  the  policy  of 
the  Government  not  on  resolutions,  but 
on  rifles? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  think  this  is  a 
Question  which  does  not  arise  fairly  out  I 

Mr,  Osharm  Morgan 


of  the  Question  on  the  Paper,  nor  do  I 
think  it  ought  to  be  answered. 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  (Edinburgh,  Mid  Lothian): 
I  will  not  make  any  comment  whatever 
on  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member. 
Whether  it  be  a  fit  subject  in  any  re- 
spect for  remark  at  the  present  moment 
or  not  I  reserve  for  further  considera- 
tion and  for  the  opportunities  which 
debate  may  legitimately  ofiter;  but  at 
present  I  confine  myself  to  the  Question. 
It  is  not  for  me  to  say  that  the  meeting 
which  has  taken  place  requires  the  Par- 
liamentary Notice  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  given  it ;  but  as  he  has  given  it 
that  Notice,  I  think  the  Notice  ought  to 
be  a  little  more  complete  than  he  has 
made  it.  He  does  not  appear  to  have 
read  the  entire  document  that  proceeded 
from  these  gentlemen. 

Me.  JOHNSTON:  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  pardon  me  for  inter- 
rupting him,  I  asked  the  Clerk  at  the 
Table  if  I  could  put  in  the  entire  docu- 
ment, and  I  was  told  I  could  not. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  That 
shows,  I  think,  the  difficulty  of  putting 
partial  Questions  of  this  kind.  My  con- 
tention is  that  the  paragraph,  as  it 
stands,  does  not  represent  the  genuine 
and  legitimate  feeling  of  the  meeting, 
or  of  the  majority  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member  opposite.  I  hope  I  may 
be  permitted  somewhat  to  enlarge  the 
reference  made  to  the  sentiments  of  this 
meeting.  The  paragraph,  I  believe,  is 
a  perfectly  genuine  one ;  but  the  meet- 
ing followed  it  up  by  sa3ring — and  they 
do  this  in  order  to  strengthen  their  ar- 
gument advanced  in  the  paragraph 
quoted — 

"That  they  feel  themselves  justified  by  their 
previous  attitude  to  measures  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, especially  his  disestablishment  policy, 
in  urging  upon  him  to  withdraw  the  Bill  with 
a  view  to  a  policy  which  shall  more  maturely 
deal  with  the  difficulties  of  the  Irish  Question, 
and  that  in  urging  this  course  on  Mr.  Gladstone 
they  believe  they  are  expressing  not  merely  their 
own  convictions  of  what  is  right,  but  the  view 
also  of  a  not  inconsiderable  body  of  Irishmen 
who  have  appreciated  most  highly  the  spirit  and 
the  power  of  his  leadership." 

That  is  what  has  prevented  him  from 
reading  out  the  later  paragraphs.  I  am 
glad  the  hon.  Member  has  enabled  me 
to  bring  this  under  the  notice  of  the 
House.  With  respect  to  my  reply,  I  do 
not  think  it  is  worthy  of  being  enshrined 
in  a  Parliamentary  Paper.  It  is  not 
very  long,  and  I  am  perf eodv  wiUinip  to 
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read  it  to  the  hon.  Member  if  it  be 
agreeable  to  the  House — 

'*  Sir,  I  am  desired  by  Mr.  Gladstone  to  ac- 
knowledge the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  11th 
instant,  forwarding  a  copy  of  a  resolution  passed 
at  the  special  meeting  of  the  Association  of  Irish 
Kon-Sobscribing  Preisbyterians  on  the  subject  of 
the  Bill  for  the  future  Qovemment  of  Ireland. 
While  regretting  that  the  Association  are  unable 
to  approve  the  Bill,  Mr.  Gladstone  is  glad  to  be 
reminded  that  he  has  been  in  harmony  with  them 
on  man^  occasions.  He  observes,  also,  with 
satisfaction  that  they  perceive  there  is  an  Irish 
question  which  they  wish  to  be  seriously  dealt 
with ;  and  he  has  no  doubt  if  Parliament  should 
deem  further  time  to  be  required  for  treating 
the  particulars  of  the  measure  in  a  satisfactory 
manner,  it  will  in  the  course  of  the  free  discus- 
sion now  proceeding  make  known  its  wish  ac- 
cordingly." 

ORBJERS    OF   THE  BAY. 

0 

8UPPLT.— COMMITTEE. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

IMPORT  DUTIES.— RESOLUTION. 
Mr.  JENNINGS  (Stockport),  in  rising 
to  move — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  ex- 
pedient to  raise  a  larger  portion  of  the  Revenue 
of  the  Country  from  Import  Duties,  and  that 
such  Duties  should  be  levied  on  certain  descrip- 
tions of  fully  manufactured  Foreign  goods, 
entering  into  competition  with  similar  goods  of 
our  own  make ;  and  that  the  Revenue  so  ob- 
tained should  be  applied  to  the  reduction  of  the 
Duties  on  tea,  coffee,  and  cocoa,  and  of  other 
burdensome  imposts, ' ' 

said  :  The  Motion  of  which  I  have  given 
Notice  may  be  objected  to  on  the  ground 
that  it  amounts  to  a  proposal  to  resort 
to  an   exploded   policy   of  Protection. 
An  Amendment  has  been  put  upon  the 
Paper  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bethnal  i 
Ghreen  (Mr.  Howell)  in  which  such  a  j 
view  is  set  forth.     I  have  no  doubt  the 
hon.  Member  will  advocate  his  Amend- 1 
ment  with  ability  and  fairness ;  but  I 
hope  that  the  House  will  not  too  hastily  I 
conclude  that  this  is  a  mere  Motion  for  ! 
the  revival  of  old-fashioned  Protection. 
I  think  I  shall  be  able  to  show  that  it  is 
something  very  different  from  that.    I 
shall  submit  that  the  measures  which  I 
have  ventured  to  suggest  would  have 
the  double  effect  of  enriching  the  Be- 
venue  and  of  tending  to  improve  the 
condition  of  some  of  our  g^at  indus- 
tries.   That  there  is  much  room  for  im- 
provement in  both  these  directions  can- 


not, I  think,  be  contested  in  any  quarter 
of  the  House.  The  work  of  carrying 
on  the  Gk)vernment  of  the  country  be- 
comes more  and  more  costly  year  by 
year.  In  1850  the  sum  of  £65,000,000 
sufficed  to  meet  the  Expenditure  of  the 
State;  but  in  1885  £100,000,000  was 
demanded  of  us,  and  this  year  we  are 
required  to  pay  £90,000,000.  Now, 
while  this  increase  in  Expenditure  has 
been  going  on,  the  means  of  raising  the 
requisite  money  have  been  contracted  in 
pursuance  of  a  policy  adopted  40  years 
ago,  when  we  had  a  totally  different  set 
of  circumstances  to  deal  with.  There 
has  been  of  late  years  no  increase  at  all 
in  the  elasticity  of  the  Bevenue ;  on  the 
contrary,  we  have  noticed,  and  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  has  called  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact,  that 
every  source  from  which  we  obtain  Re- 
venue is  somewhat  on  the  decline.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has,  in- 
deed, this  year  discovered  some  encou- 
raging symptoms  in  the  increased  con- 
sumption of  foreign  eggs,  bacon,  and 
rabbit-skins ;  but  I  am  not  able  to  say 
that  this  discovery  has  tended  to  remove 
the  uneasiness  and  anxiety  which  hangs 
so  heavily  over  the  manufacturing  dis- 
tricts. The  smaller  class  of  tradesmen 
in  the  country  are  suffering  to  a  degree 
which  few  persons  outside  that  class  can 
conceive ;  there  are  thousands  of  them 
who  would  have  been  far  better  off  to- 
day had  they  retired  from  business  four 
or  five  years  ago.  The  middle  class,  as 
wo  call  it,  feels  also  with  increasing 
severity  the  pressure  of  taxation.  The 
Income  Tax  is  a  heavy  burden  on  many 
persons  who  are  ordinarily  accounted 
rich,  but  who  find  it  very  difficult  at  the 
close  of  the  year  to  solve  the  homely 
problem  of  making  both  ends  meet. 
The  facts  and  figures  show  that  the 
working  classes  are  by  no  means  as  well 
off  as  many  people  suppose  them  to  be. 
We  are,  indeed,  constantly  assured  that 
the  working  classes  were  never  so  pros- 
perous as  they  are  now.  But  there  can 
be  no  doubt  whatever  that  the  working 
classes  are  suffering  grievously  though 
silently.  The  Returns  of  their  Friendly 
Societies,  if  we  could  get  access  to  them, 
would  prove  that  fact  beyond  all  dispute. 
There  are  one  or  two  of  these  Societies 
which  have  made  known  a  few  important 
facts  bearing  on  that  point — for  instance, 
the  Amalgamated  Society  of  Engineers 
has  informed  the  country  that  it  had 4, 000 
men  on  its  funds  at  the  beginning  of  the 
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year.     The  Society  of  Oarpenters  and 
Joiners  also  had  3,904  men  on  its  funds  ; 
and  it  is  well  known  that  the  drain  upon 
the  resources  of  these  Societies  has  been 
growing  more  and  more  severe  for  the 
last  two  or  three  years.     As  for  the 
volume    of  trade,    it    is,   taken  alone, 
an   utterly  delusive  test    of   the  pros- 
perity of  a  nation.     The  argument  is 
that  as  long  as  the  quantities  go  up  it 
does  not  matter  much  how  far  the  values 
go  down.     You  are  to  look  at  the  quan- 
tities alone  as  the  test  of  a  nation's  pros- 
perity.    That  is  to  say,  that  if  trades- 
men and  merchants  are  selling  a  larger 
quantity  of  goods  this  year  than  they 
did  last,  it  is  quite  immaterial  to  ask  them 
at  what  price  they  are  selling  them,  or  at 
what  profit.     This  is  the  scientific  way 
of  looking  at  it ;  but  it  is  not  the  way 
in  which  the  matter  is  looked  at  by  mer- 
chants and  tradesmen  who  are  obliged 
to  make  their  books  balance  at  the  end 
of  the  year,  and  who  could  never  do 
so   on   this   principle.      That   the   de- 
cline of  the  value  of  our  commerce  is 
very  great  can  easily  be  ascertained  by 
anybody  who  will  refer  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  Returns.     No  doubt,  if  I  were  to 
make   any  statement  which  I  did  not 
prove,  I  should  be  instantly  contradicted ; 
therefore,  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  support 
my  statements  by  the  facts  which  I  have 
been  able  to  procure.      As  to  the  de- 
clining values  of  some  of  our  chief  com- 
modities, I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  fact  that  we  exported 
cotton   goods  in  1880    to  the  value  of 
£63,662,443  ;  in  1884  that  had  fallen  to 
£58,936,154.     In  iron  and  steel  our  ex- 
ports amounted  in  1880  to  £28,390,000; 
in  1884  they  had  fallen  to  £24,496,000. 
Chemical  products,  which  the   Earl  of 
Beaconsfield  looked  upon,  and  rightly, 
as  testing  the  condition  of  many  trades, 
sank    from     £2,384,000    in     1880    to 
£1,403,000  in  1884.  Linen  manufacture 
showed  a  falling  off  of  about  £700,000. 
Concurrently  with  this  downward  move- 
ment, there  has  been  an  ominous  decline 
in  the  value  of  some  of  the  imports  of 
the  raw  material  of  our  industries.     We 
are  not  only  exporting  less,  but  naturally 
we    are    importiog    less    of    the    raw 
material  of  some  of  our  manufactures. 
I  will  take  raw  cotton  as  an  example. 
In    1882   we   imported  raw    cotton   to 
the  value   of   £46,654,570;    it    fell  to 
£45,047,796  in  1883,  and  to  £44,485,889 
in  1884.      These  figures  are  not  often 
adduced  in  discussions  of  this  kind,  be- 

J/r.  Jennings 


cause  it  is  much  more  convenient  to  as- 
sert that  any  proposal  having  the  end 
that  I    have   before    me   is   a  stupid, 
ignorant,  and  mischievous  Protectionist 
proposal ;  it  being  always  easier  to  abuse 
an  argument  than  to  answer  it.     But  I 
can  assert  that  in  Lancashire,  Cheshire, 
and  Yorkshire  these   facts  are  sinking 
deeply  into  the  minds  of  the  working 
classes.     I  would  not  be  understood  to 
say  a  disrespectful  word   of  the   hon. 
Member  for  Bethnal  Green  (Mr.  Howell), 
who  has  placed  a  Notice  of  Amendment 
to  my  Resolution  upon  the  Paper ;  but 
I  would  call  the  attention  of  the  hon. 
Member  to  the  fact  that  the  industry 
with  which  he  is  best  acquainted  and 
most  familiar  is  the  one  which  is  least 
likely  to  be   affected    by  foreign  com- 
petition; nor  is   it,  indeed,  in  London 
at  all  that  we  shall  first  see  the  serious 
results  of  unfair  foreign  competition  and 
hostile  tariffs.     We  shall  first  find  them 
in  the  great  centres  of  our  industries. 
One  of  those  centres  I  myself  have  the 
honour  to  represent;   and  I  can  most 
tmly  assert  that  there  is  no  question 
there  which  so  touches  the  interests  of 
working   men — there  is  not  a  Scotch  or 
English  question— not    even  the   Irish 
Question — which  so  deeply  concerns  the 
working  men  as  this  question    of  the 
conditions  under  which  they  carry  on 
their  own  trade.     One  is  frequently  met 
on  the  threshold  of  the  discussion  by  a 
denial  that  any  serious  depression  exists. 
Only  a  few  nights  ago  in  this  House  I 
heard  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Mr.  Bryce)  give  it  as 
his  opinion  that  the  degree  of  commercial 
depression  had  been  much  exaggerated. 
I  do  not  think  that  he  will  find  a  dozen 
men  engaged  in  business  who  will  agree 
with  him.     On  the  6th  of  this  month, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Southwark   (Mr. 
Thorold  Rogers)  told  the  House  that — 
''  I  certainly  beliere  that  the  panic  itself  has 
been  mightily  exaggerated.     I  am  quite  ready 
to  admit  that  the  Manchester  cotton  spinners 
are  badly  off,  and  if  the  time  were  suitable  I 
could  give  a  reason  for  it.      I  believe,   far- 
ther, that  the  coal  and  iron  industries,  except 
in  the  case  of  intelligent  men  like  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Banbury  (Sir  fiernhard 
Samuelson),  are  suffering,  and*  I  think  a  good 
case  could  be  made  out  to  show  that  the  agricul- 
tural interest  is  in  a  state  of  great  depression ; 
but  the    depression    is    either    temporary    or 
remedial.     I  do  not  believe  that  the  great  mass 
of  the  industry  of  the  country  is  in  a  state  of 
depression.   I  find  that  pauperism  is  decreasing ; 
that  the  deposits  in  the  savings'   buiJu  are 
increasing ;  and  that,  on  the  whole,  the  extra 
penny  of  income  Tax  produces  as  much  as  it  did 
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before.  Of  conne,  T  shall  be  told  that  the 
officials  at  Somerset  House  look  after  it  more 
sharply  than  they  did.  That,  no  donbt,  is  one 
of  tne  explanations  the  panic-mongers  are 
always  prepared  to  offer ;  but  I  believe  that  one 
of  the  most  mischievous  things  which  has  oc- 
curred in  this  country  is  the  incessant  de- 
clamation about  the  depression  of  trade,  and 
that  if  the  facts  were  really  known  it  would 
be  found  that  the  public  at  large  have  been 
gulled."— (3  Hansard,  [305J  447-8.) 

It  seems,  then,  that  we  may  have  the 
cotton  industry  depressed,  the  coal  trade 
depressed,  the  iron  trade  depressed,  and 
the  agricultural  industry  depressed,  and 
yet  we  may  still  have  the  main  sources 
of  industry  in  the  country  remain  in  a 
flourishing  state.  I  should  like  to  know 
where  the  hon.  Memher  for  Southwark 
supposes  that  the  main  industries  of 
the  country  are  carried  on  ?  Of  course, 
it  would  not  be  worth  while,  having  an 
admission  such  as  this  before  us,  to  go 
into  the  assertions  just  quoted  and  show 
their  inaccuracy ;  but  it  is  a  great  inac- 
curacy to  assert  that  pauperism  is  de- 
creasing. The  fact  is,  that  at  the  end  of 
1883  the  number  of  paupers  in  the 
country  was  714,704,  and  at  the  end  of 
1885  it  was  743,478.  The  hon.  Member 
is,  I  believe,  a  distinguished  Professor ; 
but  it  is  an  unlucky  circumstance  that 
Professors  generally  have  thus  far  shown 
themselves  unable  to  get  a  good  tight 
hold  of  this  Trade  Question.  It  is  not  a 
subject  to  be  settled,  or  even  to  be  under- 
stood, by  the  application  of  what  they 
are  accustomed  to  call  fixed  laws  and 
immutable  principles.  It  can  only  be 
comprehended  by  going  out  into  the 
actual  world  of  trade  and  ascertaining 
what  is  really  taking  place  there,  and 
not  what  ought  to  be  taking  place  if 
theories  are  working  well.  Anyone  who 
does  that  will  find  that  our  gr^at  indus- 
tries are  no  longer  expanding  in  accord- 
ance with  the  increase  of  population; 
while  some  of  them  are  absolutely  de- 
clining. I  shall  be  obliged  to  prove  this 
statement  in  order  that  it  may  not  be 
contradicted  at  a  subsequent  period  of 
the  evening,  and  I  will  very  briefiy 
mention  a  few  facts  to  the  House  which 
I  think  are  certain  not  to  be  contested. 
In  Macclesfield,  prior  to  1 860,  there  were 
55  mills  at  work,  employing  14,000 
hands.  There  are  now  30  mills  entirely 
closed,  and  not  more  than  6,000  or  7,000 
hands  find  employment.  Mr.  Dixon, 
the  President  of  the  Sheffield  Ohambeir 
of  Oommerce,  stated  to  the  Eoyal  Oomt 
mission  lately  that  the  value  of  housj 


property  in  that  town  had  gone  down 
30  or  40  per  cent,  and  the  value  of  land 
outside  the  town  at  least  40  per  cent. 
He  further  said— • 

'*  Then  there  are  the  American  duties.  I  had 
a  fine  trade  with  America  about  26  years  ago^ 
a  magpiificent  trade.  I  had  an  agent  there  who 
was  paid  £400  a-year  to  keep  stock  there,  and 
who  did  a  big  business.  It  is  all  gone,  and  I 
do  not  send  sixpenny  worth  to  the  United  States 
to-day.** 

The  cotton  trade,  which  some  Members 
representing  London  constituencies  seem 
to  think  is  a  matter  of  extremely  little 
consequence,  is  in  a  state  calculated  to 
excite  the  most  serious  anxieties  of  those 
who  have  a  large  capital  at  stake  in  it. 
I  do  not  state  this  as  a  mere  matter  of 
theory,  but  as  a  matter  of  fact,  after 
personal  inquiry  throughout  the  larger 
part  of  the  cotton  district.  But,  lest  my 
opinion  should  be  regarded  as  of  no 
concern,  I  would  ask  the  House  to  look 
into  the  valuable  Eeport  of  the  Boyal 
Commission  on  the  Depression  of  Trade, 
where  they  will  find  a  great  body  of 
evidence  on  the  subject.  I  will  only, 
however,  trouble  the  House  with  one 
locality  as  an  example  of  what  I  mean, 
and  I  will  take  the  best  locality  which 
can  be  found  in  the  whole  of  the  country 
— namely,  Oldham.  I  choose  that  be- 
cause it  represents  more  than  one- fourth 
of  the  whole  cotton  spinning  trade  in 
Great  Britain.  The  mills  in  Oldham 
are  fitted  up  with  the  best  and  newest 
machinery.  The  co-operative  system  is 
largely  adopted;  immense  amounts  of 
capital  have  been  invested,  and  great 
enterprize  has  been  shown,  and  yet  the 
Spinning  Companies,  which  made  on  an 
average  7  per  cent  in  1882,  and  7^  per 
cent  in  1883,  made  but  5  per  cent  in 
1884,  and  returned  actual  losses  in  1885. 
Mr.  8.  Andrew,  the  Secretary  to  the 
Oldham  Master  Cotton  Spinners'  Asso- 
ciation, makes  the  following  important 
statement ; — 

"  But  what  I  say  is,  that  the  margin  between 
the  raw  material  and  the  manufactured  article 
is  less  than  ever  it  has  been  before  in  the  his- 
tory of  the  trade,  at  least  for  the  last  30  years ; 
and  that,  therefore,  in  that  sense,  trade  is  more 
depressed  to-day  than  it  has  been  during  that 
time.** 

There  is  universal  depression  ;  and  no 
one,  I  believe,  who  represents  the  cotton 
districts  in  this  House,  will  assert  that 
the  trade  of  any  district  is  advancing  in 
proportion  to  the  increase  of  the  popu- 
lation. In  other  branchen  of  trade  it  is 
Kettins:  but  too  common  for  the  manu- 
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facturers  to  remoYe  their  capital  and 
their  means  of  carrying  on  their  busi- 
ness to  other  countries.  That  is  being 
done  to  a  much  greater  extent  than 
many  people  in  London  are  aware  of, 
and  if  continued  it  will  inflict  misfor- 
tunes upon  the  working  classes  such  as 
few  of  us,  I  believe,  dream  of  at  this 
moment.  It  is  by  no  means  difficult  to 
drive  capital  away  from  any  country. 
It  may  be  done  by  over-taxation  ;  it  may 
be  done  by  offering  to  foreign  nations 
undue  advantages ;  it  may  be  done  by 
menaces  and  threats  used  sometimes  in 
political  controversies;  but  when  once 
capital  is  driven  away  it  is  not  so  easy 
to  tempt  it  back  again,  nor  will  it  be 
easy  to  send  our  working  people  after  it. 
The  working  classes  at  present  are  com- 
pletely bewildered  by  what  they  see 
going  on  around  them.  The  silk 
weavers,  to  whom  I  have  referred, 
went  down  without  a  struggle;  but 
then  they  belonged  to  what  is  called 
a  weak  industry,  and,  of  course,  weak 
industries  ought  to  perish — at  any  rate, 
so  the  philosophers  say.  I,  for  my  part, 
deeply  regret  to  see  any  industry  of  this 
country  perish ;  I  deeply  regret  to  see 
an  industry  belonging  to  this  country — 
an  ancient  and  once  profitable  industry 
— die  out  as  the  silk  trade  is  doing.  I 
think  it  is  a  national  misfortune.  Do 
you  suppose  that  1,500,000  operatives 
engaged  in  the  cotton  and  textile  in- 
dustries will  sink  so  quietly  ?  At  this 
moment  they  see  their  employment 
going  from  them ;  they  see  the  mills 
going  upon  short  time,  and  they  do  not 
understand  what  it  is  that  is  hurting 
them.  When  they  do  understand  it — 
and  the  truth  is  beginning  to  dawn  upon 
their  minds— you  will  find  that  there  will 
arise  a  Eights  of  Labour  Question  in  Eng- 
land which  will  astound  many  eminent 
statesmen,  and  cause  some  of  the  philoso- 
phers to  wish  that  they  had  never  been 
born.  Now,  the  existence  of  this  de- 
pression is  sometimes  admitted.  Oc- 
casionally, even  in  this  House,  it  is 
admitted;  but  it  is  generally  coupled 
with  brilliant  predictions  that  it  will  pass 
over  soon — that  it  is  a  thing  of  yester- 
day, and  to-morrow  it  will  be  gone. 
Now,  I  should  like  to  know  upon  what 
bases  these  sanguine  predictions  of  re- 
turning prosperity  are  founded.  Practi- 
cal men  can  see  very  little  sign,  if  any, 
of  renewed  prosperity.  They  may  hope 
for  better  days,  but  they  cannot  point  to 
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any  siras  of  their  return.  The  truth  is, 
that  the  whole  conditions  under  which 
we  are  trading  with  the  rest  of  the  world 
have  been  entirely  changed  since  1 846. 
At  that  period  the  kind  of  manufactures 
which  were  required  for  the  daily  use 
of  mankind  could  not  be  obtained  by 
foreign  nations  unless  they  came  to  iis 
for  them.  They  had  not  learned  to 
make  them  for  diemselves.  They  sent 
us  their  cotton,  or  their  corn,  and  we 
sent  them  back  our  manufactures ;  and 
while  that  system  lasted  I  need  not  say 
that  nothing  coidd  be  more  advanta- 
geous to  the  nation.  There  are  many 
perfectly  honest  and  simple-minded 
persons  who  believe  that  this  system  is 
in  operation  to  this  hour.  Mr.  Cobden 
thoroughly  believed  that  it  would  re- 
main in  existence*  for  an  indefinite 
period.     He  said,  some  years  ago — 

*'If  we  bought  com  largely  ^m  Amerioa, 
the  Americans  would  be  obbged  to  take  our 
manufactures  from  us  in  exchange.  This  would 
lead  to  an  increased  demand  for  labour  in  the 
manufacturing  districts,  which  would  necessarily 
be  attended  with  a  rise  of  wages,  in  order  that 
the  goods  might  be  made  for  the  purpoee  of 
exchanging  for  the  com  brought  from  abroad." 

Now,  that  is  the  way  the  system  did 
work  for  a  time ;  but  a  great  change  has 
come  over  it.  America  to-day  actually 
does  not  buy  enough  commodities  of  us 
to  serve  as  an  equivalent  for  the  raw 
cotton  which  we  are  obliged  to  buy  of 
her.  In  1844  we  purchased  of  her  raw 
cotton  to  the  value  of  over  £31,000,000 ; 
our  total  exports  to  her  of  our  pro- 
ducts and  manufactures  was  valued  at 
£24,500,000.  We  bought  goods  of 
her  of  various  kinds  to  the  value  of 
£86,250,000;  and  our  sales  to  her,  as 
just  quoted,  broughtin only  £24,500,000. 
That  is  the  condition  under  which  we 
are  carrying  on  trade  with  the  United 
States.  Let  me  refer  the  House  to  the 
statements  of  Mr.  Ellis,  Chairman  of 
the  well-known  firm  of  John  Brown 
and  Oompany,  and  other  large  estab- 
lishments. He  was  asked  before  the 
Eoyal  Commission — 

"  Is  it  the  case  that  those  from  whom  we  are 
importing  this  considerable  supply  of  food  are 
taking  in  return  an  increased  amount  of  our 
produce  ?  *' 

He  said — 

"No;  it  is  not." 

**  You  agree,''  he  was  asked — 
"  that  that  must  react  upon  those  who  ure  en- 
gaged in  the  manufacture  of  product^  whi<^ 
might  be  exchanged  for  that  imported  food, 
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and  that  diminished  employment  in  conseqnenoe 
reeults  in  the  diminished  production  of  wealth 
in  this  country  P  ** 

He  said — 
**  It  must  be  so." 

Mr.  Lord,  of  the  Birmingham  Chamber 
of  Commerce,  testifies  that 

*'  Many  trades  that  formerly  had  their  centre 
in  Birmingham,  solely  for  the  world's  supply, 
are  now  distributed  for  competition  between 
four  or  five  diflferent  countries. 

And  so  it  is  with  the  trades  of  other 
districts.  Now,  in  former  days  it  was 
held  to  be  the  duty  of  every  practical 
statesman  to  modify  the  commercial 
system  of  a  country  in  accordance  with 
the  changing  attitude  of  that  country 
towards  foreign  nations.  This  was  the 
principle  laid  down  in  this  House  by 
Mr.  Huskisson,  and  quoted  more  than 
once  as  authoritative  and  binding  upon 
us  by  Sir  Robert  Peel.  Mr.  Huskisson, 
on  the  21st  of  March,  1825,  said  in  this 
House  that  he  recommended  certain 
changes — 

**  Because  the  circumstances  and  state  of  the 
world  have  chang^;  and  it  becomes  us,  as 
practical  statesmen,  to  deal  with  those  [com- 
mercial] interests  with  a  reference  to  that 
change. . . . General  theories,*'  he  added, "how- 
ever incontrovertible  in  the  abstract,  require  to 
be  weighed  with  a  calm  circumspection,  to  be 
directed  by  a  temperate  discretion,  and  to  be 
adapted  to  all  the  existing  relations  of  society, 
with  a  careful  baud,  and  a  due  regard  to  the 
establishments  and  institutions  which  have 
grown  up  under  those  relations.** — {yeio  Series ^ 
[12]  1098.) 

Sir  Robert  Peel  quoted  that  statement 
of  Mr.  Huskisson,  and  asked  the  House 
whether  these  were  not  the  words  of 
practical  wisdom  ?  Most  people,  if  they 
approached  the  subject  with  fair  and 
open  minds,  would  answer  ^'yes;''  but  in 
these  days  we  are,  as  we  think,  more 
enlightened.  We  maintain  that  we  have 
devised  a  commercial  system  which  is 
beyond  reach  of  change  or  improvement, 
and  which  must  remain  unalterable  for 
all  time  to  come,  no  matter  what  course 
may  be  pursued  by  the  rest  of  the  world, 
or  what  the  condition  of  our  own  work- 
ing men  may  be.  I  say  that  no  one 
ever  lived,  or  ever  will  live,  who  will  be 
able  to  devise  such  a  system  of  trade  as 
that.  It  must  be  modified  to  suit  the 
changing  circumstances  around  us,  in 
our  own  condition,  and  in  the  necessities 
of  the  working  men.  If  the  world  changes 
its  attitude  towards  you,  you  must 
change  yours  towards  the  world.     This 


is  part  of  the  '*  immutable  law,"  il 
philosophers  only  knew  it.  But  we  say 
we  will  never  depart  from  the  prin- 
ciples of  1846,  and  foreigners  most 
earnestly  commend  our  firmness  and 
hope  we  shall  stick  to  it.  It  enables 
them  to  come  into  this  country  and  com- 
pete with  us,  and  with  our  workmen,  on 
terms  of  every  possible  sort  of  disadvan- 
tage to  us.  They  say  that  if  they  can 
support  their  own  industries  they  can 
always  find  a  market  for  their  surplus 
products,  as  they  can  pour  them  in  upon 
us  at  any  price — at  unnaturally  depre- 
ciated prices— not  fairly  competing  with 
us  at  all,  but  competing  at  prices  below 
the  fair  level.  In  that  way  they  can 
make  their  industries  Nourish  no  matter 
what  may  happen  to  ours.  Now,  I 
maintain  that  even  if  a  certain  amount 
of  cheapness  were  the  result  of  this — 
if.  for  instance,  you  could  buy  foreign 
cotton  goods  in  this  market  at  a  smaller 
price  than  you  could  buy  similar  goods 
of  our  own  make — I  do  not  hesitate  to 
assert  that  it  would  not  be  an  advantage 
to  this  country.  It  would  not,  in  the 
case  I  have  referred  to,  be  an  advantage 
to  this  country  to  buy  cheaper  cotton 
g^ods  if  our  great  cotton  industry  were 
weakened  thereby.  You  cannot  injure 
any  great  industry  without  bringing 
losses  and  misfortunes  upon  thousands 
of  persons  who  stand  beyond  the  circle 
of  that  industry.  It  used  to  be  thought 
in  this  country  that  you  could  injure  the 
agricultural  interest,  and  that  the  manu- 
facturing interest  would  still  flourish. 
Well,  we  are  paying  dearly  for  that 
piece  of  folly,  and  shall  have  to  pay 
more  dearly  still  hereafter.  The  old 
theory  was — and  I  dare  say  we  shall  be 
told  pretty  much  the  same  thing  again, 

Eresently — that  consumers  alone  must 
e  studied.  But  what  the  thousands  of 
working  men  dist^ributed  throughout 
this  country  begin  to  understand  is  that 
you  cannot  have  a  nation  of  consumers 
unless  they  are  first  producers.  It  is 
quite  impossible  that  you  can  proceed 
upon  the  theory  that  you  are  founding 
your  industries  and  carrying  on  jour 
trade  for  the  benefit  of  consumers, 
leaving  out  of  regard  altogether  the 
producers.  I  would  not,  however,  ven- 
ture to  state  to  the  House  anv  opinion 
of  my  own  upon  this  subject,  because  I 
can  give  it  me  opinion  of  one  who  is  a 
high  authority.  I  am  quite  sure  hon. 
Members  will  receive  with  respect  the 
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opinion  of  the  present  Prime  Minister 
on  this  important  person,  the  consumer. 
In  receiving  a  deputation  of  various 
Trade  Councils  on  the  1 8th  of  May,  1 88 1 , 
ho  said — 

'*  We  do  not  rep^ard  with  any  satisfaction  the 
system  under  which  an  artificial  advantage  is 
given  in  our  markets  to  the  products  of  foreign 
labour,  the  principle  to  be  observed  being  that 
of  equality.  Some  people  say  it  is  a  good  thing, 
because  the  consumer  gets  the  benefit  of  it ;  but 
I  do  not  think  that  any  benefit  founded  on  in- 
equality and  injustice  can  bring  good  even  to 
the  consumer." 

Now,  I  will  quote  one  more  piece  of 
testimony  from  the  other  side  of  the 
House.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  is  a  political  economist  or  not, 
but  I  suppose  he  would  be  regarded  as 
some  sort  of  authority.  I  will  give  the 
House  what  he  said  on  the  point  some 
years  ago — 

**The  orthodox  doctrine  has  been  that  the 
interests  of  civilization  are  best  promoted  by  the 
supply  of  his  goods  to  the  consumer  at  the 
lowest  possible  rate." 

I  need  not,  perhaps,  say  that  this  speech 
was  not  made  in  the  House.  It  was 
calculated  for  the  meridian  of  Lanca- 
shire.    He  went  on — 

(« But  the  social  idea  interposes.  It  is  clear, 
on  refiectien,  that  the  economic  proposition  is 
not  really  tenable,  and  that  nobody  acts  as  if  it 
were  so.** 

So  much  for  the  consumer.  Inequality 
and  injustice,  the  Prime  Minister  says, 
are  to  be  avoided.  Well,  these  are  the 
very  things  that  our  working  men  are 
now  complaining  of.  What  they  say — 
and,  of  course,  the  subject  presents  itself 
to  them  in  a  very  simple  fashion — is, 
*-We  see  that  the  foreigner  will  not 
take  a  single  thing  that  we  make  with- 
out putting  heavy  taxes  upon  it,  and 
the  wise  people  up  in  London,  the  great 
philosophers  and  statisticians  say — 
•That  does  not  hurt  you,  but  the 
foreigner  who  puts  the  tax  on.'  But 
our  masters  tell  us  that  it  has  had  the 
effect  of  diminishing  the  demand  for 
our  goods  in  America,  and  Germany, 
and.  every  other  country ;  and,  there- 
fore, it  does  hurt  us  very  considerably." 
They  say — **  This  is  very  unfair  indeed, 
and  there  ought  to  be  some  means  of 
putting  a  tax  upon  foreign  goods  also 
which  come  into  direct  competition  with 
ours.''  It  may  be  said  that  our  work- 
men have  not  been  properly  trained  ; 
but  if  you  look  around  a  little  further 
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beyond  the  sphere  of  our  workmen,  you 
discover  something  which,  I  think,  must 
often  astonish  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have 
been  brought  up  to  take  a  certain  nar- 
row view  of  this  question,  and  who 
never  look  beyond  it.  It  is  that  every 
nation  on  the  face  of  the  earth  adopts 
the  system  which  I  desire  to  recommend, 
only  carrying  it  to  a  very  much  greater 
extent  than  I  am  prepared  to  advise. 
What  they  say  is — **  Foreigners  who 
come  to  our  ports,  who  have  the  ad- 
vantage of  our  commercial  facilities,  of 
our  police  and  everything  else  that  they 
require,  ought  to  pay,  and  shall  pay,  a 
certain  proportion  of  keeping  up  the 
Government."  And,  as  we  are  all  aware, 
they  have  pursued  that  course  for  years 
and  years.  It  is  not  because  they  have 
not  been  pelted  incessantly  with  Cobden 
Club  pamphlets  that  they  have  not 
abandoned  it.  There  have  been  enough 
Cobden  Club  pamphlets  and  leaflets  dis- 
charged upon  America  almost  to  bury  it 
alive.  I  have  seen  the  air  white  in  Uiat 
country  with  Cobden  Club  pamphlets, 
and,  of  course,  the  general  effect  of  them 
is  to  deepen  the  belief  of  every  forei^ 
nation  which  receives  them  in  the  vir- 
tue and  value  of  Protection.  It  is  the 
most  protective  influence  that  I  am 
aware  of  in  existence  at  this  moment. 
I  am  personally  always  delighted  to 
assist  m  the  dispersal  of  these  docu- 
ments, as  an  agency  for  promulgating 
my  own  opinions.  You  will  find,  on 
turning  over  these  invaluable  pamphlets, 
and  you  will  also  hear  in  other  quarters, 
of  the  **  Large  Free  Trade  Party  in  the 
United  States."  But  it  is  only  in  this 
country  that  you  hear  of  that  Party. 
When  you  go  to  the  United  States,  na- 
turally enough  the  first  thing  you  do  on 
getting  up  in  the  morning  is  to  go  out 
and  look  for  the  Free  Trade  Party.  But 
you  never  see  it,  for  the  simple  reason 
that  it  is  not  there.  All  the  Free 
Traders  in  any  State  in  the  Union 
might  easily  be  put  into  a  one-horse 
omnibus  without  the  slightest  incon- 
venience either  to  the  horse  or  to  them- 
selves. There  is,  no  doubt,  a  large 
party  who  demand  tariff  reform;  but 
tariff  reform  is  a  very  different  thing 
from  what  we  mean  by  Free  Trade. 
The  Tariff  Reformer  in  the  United  States 
is  no  more  adverse  to  the  system  of 
raising  the  chief  part  of  the  Kevenues 
required  at  the  Custom  House  than  the 
out-and-out  Protectionist;  and  if  any 
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one  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  says 
the  American  tariff  reformer  is  the  right 
thing  to  be,  I  say  that  I  am  a  tariff  re- 
former, and  earnestly  desire  to  see  that 
kind  of  American  Free  Trade  adopted 
here.  But  we  say  that  the  Americans 
on  this  subject  are  a  poor  benighted  set 
of  people— we  say  that  they  do  not 
know  their  own  interests,  and  that  they 
onght  to  come  to  us  to  be  taught  the 
elements  of  political  economy.  Well,  I 
have  no  doubt  the  Americans  would 
oome  to  us  to  be  taught  political  eco- 
nomy, or  anything  else,  if  they  could  see 
their  way  to  make  it  pay;  but  what 
they  contend  is,  that  this  is  not  a  ques- 
tion of  political  economy  at  all,  but  a 
qnestion  of  the  welfare  and  prosperity 
of  their  people.  And  they  point  to  the 
result  of  their  system  as  affording  the 
dearest  proof  of  the  superior  adyantage 
of  their  policy.  We  hear  a  great  deal 
of  our  prosperity  since  1846,  and  no 
doubt  we  shall  hear  a  great  deal 
more  about  it  presently ;  but  I  should 
like  to  know  Tery  much  what  our 
prosperity  has  been,  cempared  with  that 
of  the  United  States,  during  the  last 
25  years  ?  Why,  there  is  nothing  in  the 
history  of  mankind  at  all  to  be  com- 
pared with  it  for  a  single  instant.  I 
could  quote  evidence  on  the  question 
almost  without  limit;  but  my  time,  I 
know,  is  brief,  and  I  am  anxious  not  to 
orerburden  the  House  with  evidence,  in 
order  that  I  may  not  unnecessarily  occupy 
even  a  moment  of  time.  I  must,  how- 
e?er,  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  fact  that  the  growth  of  America  and 
American  industries  has  had  nothing  to 
do  with  its  land;  but  that  the  pure 
growth  of  its  industries  under  the  sys- 
tem of  Protection  has  been  simply 
startling.  In  1850  there  were  only 
957,000  hands,  all  told,  employed  in 
American  manufactures;  in  1880  there 
were  2,700,000.  In  1850  the  whole  pro- 
duce of  American  manufactures  was 
Talued  at  a  little  over  SI, 000,000,000. 
In  1880  it  amounted  to  85,369,000,000. 
Between  1871  and  1883  the  increase  of 
cotton  worked  up  by  the  Americans  was 
569,000,000  lbs. ;  our  increase  was  only 
362,000,000  lbs.  Now,  if  everything 
withers  up  under  Protection,  if  Protec- 
tion is  fatal  to  the  growth  of  industries, 
I  hope  thi^t  some  ingenious  Member  will 
he  so  kind  as  to  explain  how  it  is  that 
America  has  made  this  wonderful  pro- 
gress, and  what  right  she  has  to  these 
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industries  at  all  under  such  an  unsound 
system  as  Protection.  The  fact  is  that 
America  must  be  a  standing  wonder  to 
everybody  who  believes  that  a  protected 
system  is  necessarily  fatal  to  industry. 
We  are  told  that  we  must  not  tax  foreign 
goods,  because  to  do  that  would  be  a 
violation  of  the  sacred  principle  of  Free 
Trade.  Well,  Sir,  it  seems  to  me  some- 
times that  there  are  very  few  sacred 
principles  beyond  the  reach  of  violation 
in  these  days.  We  have  recently  heard, 
on  very  high  authority,  that  there  is  no 
such  thing  in  the  British  Constitution  as 
a  fundamental  law.  And  as  for  political 
economy — poor  political  economy ! — that 
is  bundled  out  of  the  window  uncere- 
moniously whenever  it  is  in  the  way. 
Hon.  Oentlemen  opposite  often  tell  us 
that  the  Democracy  is  bound  to  be  vic- 
torious over  other  forces  in  the  State. 
[*'  Hear,  hear  I "]  Well,  I  am  not  going 
to  dispute  that;  but  let  me  tell  those 
hon.  Members  that  the  triumph,  when  it 
comes,  will  be  accompanied  by  some 
results  for  which  they  are  little  prepared. 
The  first  thing  which  the  triumphant 
Democracy  will  demand  will  be  high,  if 
not  protective,  tariffs.  r"Oh,oh!"]  It 
is  easy  to  say  "  Oh,  oh  T"  but  if  anyone 
who  says  it  will  point  out  to  me  a  single 
Democracy  on  the  face  of  the  earth  that 
is  not  protective  he  will  be  doing  a  sub- 
stantifd  service  to  his  side  of  the  ques- 
tion. You  cannot  alter  facts  by  crying 
"  Oh,  oh ! "  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
There  is  no  important  Democracy  on  the 
face  of  the  earth  at  this  moment  which 
has  not  adopted  high  or  protective  tariffs. 
You  would  suppose  that  the  Americans 
certainly  do  not  need  Protection  for  their 
agriculture,  yet  they  have  a  duty  equal 
to  5$,  a-quarter  on  com,  they  have  a 
duty  on  cheese,  a  duty  on  butter,  and 
commodities  of  that  kind,  all  of  which 
they  produce  in  vast  quantities  and  send 
over  to  this  country.  I  regret  to  say 
that  more  ^* Cheshire"  cheese  comes 
from  America  than  from  that  part  of  the 
country  I  have  the  honour  to  represent. 
In  France,  again,  the  peasantry  have 
repeatedly  demanded  a  higher  duty  on 
agricultural  produce ;  and  if  anyone  sup- 
poses that  when  the  land  of  this  country 
is  divided  into  small  allotments,  the  cul- 
tivator will  stand  by  sweetly  smiling 
whilst  the  foreigner  comes  in  and  under- 
sells him,  he  must  be  a  dreamer  of 
dreams.  The  facts  will  be  too  much  for 
that  theory,  and  it  will  perish  with  the 
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rest  of  the  theories  which  were  good 
enough  40  years  ago.  Thoueh  they 
were  good  enough  in  1846,  they  naye  no 
real  applioahility  to  the  ciroumstanoes 
in  which  we  find  ourselves  placed  in 
1886.  Sir,  the  subject  is  much  too  vast 
for  me  to  hope  to  do  more  than  touch 
the  mere  sunape  of  it.  I  would  only 
point  out  that  what  our  working  men 
at  present  seek  is  not  a  protective  tariff. 
What  they  ask  for  is  only  a  moderate 
scale  of  duties  upon  manufactured  goods. 
[*'No,  no!"]  Well,  my  constituents 
ask  for  it.  I  am  returned  to  this  House 
by  as  large  a  number  of  working  men 
as  any  single  Member  opposite.  [ ' '  No, 
no ! "]  I  was  elected  to  this  House  by 
more  than  half  of  the  total  possible  vote 
of  my  constituency,  and  they  ask  for  such 
duties ;  and  perhaps  hon.  Members  will 
condescend  to  permit  me  to  speak  for 
my  own  constituents.  They  ask  that  a 
moderate  duty  should  be  put  upon  goods 
which  come  into  direct  competition  with 
their  own ;  and  it  would  be  no  answer  to 
them  to  assert,  even  if  it  were  true,  that 
political  economists  are  against  it.  But 
it  is  not  true.  People  only  think  it  is 
true,  because  they  will  not  read  books 
on  political  economy.  I  do  not  blame 
them,  because  of  all  the  dry,  despairing 
books  to  get  through  those  on  political 
economy  are  the  worst.  I  have  here 
some  extracts  from  the  great  political 
economists — from  Adam  Smith  down- 
wards; and  if  I  were  not  afraid  of  weary- 
ing the  House  and  exhausting  my  time 
I  would  read  them.  I  will,  however, 
assert  that  everybody  who  goes  through 
Adam  Smith's  Wealth  of  I^atums,  and 
the  works  of  other  writers,  will  find 
that  they  neyer  deny  that  it  is  g^od 
policy  for  one  nation  to  put  duties  upon 
the  commodities  of  another  nation,  in 
return  for  a  similar  policy  adopted 
towards  themselves.  I  will  read  to  the 
House  three  lines  from  another  autho- 
rity on  the  subject,  who  says — 

'*  The  only  mode  in  which  a  country  can  save 
itself  from  being  a  loser  by  the  reyenue  duties 
imposed  by  other  countries  on  its  commodities 
is  to  impose  corresponding  reyenue  duties  on 
theirs." 

That  was  written  by  John  Stuart  Mill, 
who  used  to  be  accounted  a  good  enough 
Liberal  for  anybody  or  anything.  Per- 
haps now  he  would  not  be  reckoned  such 
an  high  authority ;  but,  at  any  rate,  his 
authority  was  great.  Now,  what  are 
the  causes  of  the  existing  depression  ? 

Mr.  Jonningi 


They  vary  very  much  in  difSarent  locali- 
ties. I  hope  no  hon.  Member  will  do 
me  the  injustice  of  supposing  that  I  am 
going  to  assert  that  moderate  duties  on 
imported  goods  will  hare  the  effect  of 
restoring  all  the  industries  of  this  coun- 
try. I  do  not  put  forward  any  such 
absurd  theory ;  but  it  is  highly  impor- 
tant to  ascertain,  as  I  haye  already  en- 
deaToured  to  show  that  there  is  depres- 
sion, what  are  the  causes  of  that  de- 
pression? Now,  there  are  two  causes 
to  which  nearly  all  the  Chambers  of 
Oommeroe  agree  in  tracing  it,  at  least  in 
part — namely,  foreign  competition  and 
hostile  tariffs.  The  evidence  may  be 
found  in  the  Beports  of  the  Eoyal  Oom- 
mission ;  but  a  f^w,  a  very  few,  extracts, 
by  way  of  indicating  the  nature  of  that 
evidence,  I  will  ask  permission  to  give. 
«  These  are  at  the  bottom  of  all  our  troubles^" 
reports  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  for 
Bamsley  and  district  to  the  Boyal  Com- 
mission.    Cardiff  reports — 

*'  Hostile  tariffs  have  materially  affected  our 
iron  and  steel  trades." 

Huddersfield  complains  of 

*'  The  large  import  of  foreign  yams,  which  is 
monthly  increasing,  and  gradually  beating 
down  the  home  spinner  in  our  own  markets." 

Leeds  reports — 

**  Foreign  tariffs  have  seriously  ii^'ured  the 
trade  of  this  district." 

These  are  the  Beports  of  the  Chambers 
of  Commerce.  Then,  the  liverpool 
General  Brokers'  Association  say  that 
the  effects  of  foreign  competition  are 
**  very  serious,"  and  that  foreign  tariffs 
are  **  ruining  some  important  trades." 
The  Bleachers'  Association  declare  that 
they  are  suffering  from  excessiye  im- 
port duties.  The  North  of  England 
Iron  Manufacturers'  Association  send 
word  that  foreign  tariffs  and  bounties 

"Have  annihilated  almost  all  trade  with 
Oermany,  Russia,  France,  Spain,  and  the 
United  States  of  America." 

The  Paper  Makers'  Association  earnestly 
desire  **  perfectly  Free  Trade  with  other 
countries,"  and  declare 

'*  That  the  tendency  of  much  modem  legisla- 
tion has  been  to  hajidicap  the  British  manu- 
facturer as  against  his  foreign  competitor.*' 

I  have  many  more  extracts  here,  but  I 
refrain  from  reading  them.  The  whole 
tenour  of  these  Beports  is  tHat  foreign 
competition  and  hostile  tariffs,  between 
them,  are  murdering  British  commerce. 
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It  ought  not  to  be  so.  They  ought  to 
benent  British  oommeroe.  The  more 
competition  and  Protection  in  the  world, 
the  hotter  it  will  be  for  ns  as  Free 
Traders.  So  say  the  theorists.  But  it 
does  not  work  so  in  practice.  Let  a  man 
turn  his  eyes  from  Ihe  books  on  political 
economy,  or  his  rows  of  statistics,  and 
look  at  the  world  around  him.  He  will 
see  that  the  machinery  is  not  working  as 
he  supposed,  and  that  something  has 

gone  wrong  with  it.  The  Birmingham 
hamber  of  Commerce  —  Birmingham, 
of  all  places  in  the  world — traces  the 
cause  of  depression  partly  to  '^  foreign 
competition  m  neutral  markets."  Neutral 
markets !  This  statement  will  very  much 
astonish  many  distinguished  persons 
who  have  been  systematically  assuring 
us  that  Americans  and  other  nations 
cannot  compete  with  us  in  neutral  mar- 
kets. I  have  briefly  endeavoured  to 
show  that  in  these  subjects  the  Pro- 
fessors have  put  themselves  out  of  court. 
They  will  have  to  go  through  a  course 
of  practical  training,  and  endeavour  to 
study  the  real  causes  which  are  at  work 
in  producing  depressed  trade,  before 
their  evidence  is  entitled  to  be  heard. 
But  why  is  it  that  so  many  of  these 
wise  men  imagine  that  foreign  nations 
cannot  get  into  neutral  markets  ?  What 
is  there  to  prevent  them?  If  people 
who  hold  to  the  delusion  that  Americans 
and  others  cannot  compete  with  us  there 
would  but  look  into  the  Consular  Ee- 
portsof  which  we  have  heard  lately  in  this 
House,  their  eyes  would  be  opened.  In 
Japan  the  trade  of  the  United  States  is 
now  nearly  as  great  as  our  own.  In 
Shanghai  and  other  Chinese  ports  our 
Consuls  report  that  Lowell  is  threaten- 
ing Manchester.  In  India  American 
competition  is  daily  becoming  more  for- 
midable. We,  ourselves,  spend  nearly 
£5,000,000  a-year  in  buying  their  manu- 
factures— not  much,  it  may  be  said; 
but  I  would  rather  see  this  £5,000,000 
spent  in  articles  made  by  English  men 
and  women.  I  believe  it  would  be 
better  for  us.  The  American  and  Swiss 
watch  trade  is  utterly  ruioing  our  own ; 
in  fact,  there  is  no  description  of  trade 
in  which  foreign  competition  is  not 
making  itself  felt  more  and  more.  Of 
course,  it  must  be  understood  that  we 
are  only  at  the  beginning  of  this  busi- 
ness. It  cannot  be  shown,  nor  do  I  wish 
to  shoW)  that  the  amount  of  foreign 
goods    ooming    in    here    is    equal   to 


the  amount  of  our  goods  going  into 
foreien  countries ;  but  the  advantage 
the  foreigner  is  gaining  over  us  is  in- 
creasing, and  is  affecting  us  more  and 
more  every  year.  You  may  depend  on 
it  that  it  will  increase.  There  is  nothing 
to  stop  it.  When  there  is  a  surplus  of 
any  description  of  foreign  goods  in  any 
foreign  market  it  is  poured  in  upon 
ours,  and  sold  for  what  it  will  fetch. 
["Hear,  hear!"]  Though  some  one 
says  "Hear,  hear!"  I  must,  for  my 
own  part,  repeat  the  assertion  that  I 
have  made,  that  I  do  not  consider  that 
mere  cheapness  is  everything  in  such 
a  question  as  this.  If  you  ruin  your 
own  industries,  the  cheapness  of  the 
foreign  goods  which  you  buy  will  not 
make  you  richer.  Since  foreign  compe- 
tition is  thus  inflicting  practical  injury 
upon  us,  according  to  the  Beports  of 
these  Chambers  of  Commerce,  what  I 
want  to  ask  is  why  you  should  not  raise 
revenue  from  it  ?  That  principle,  as  I 
have  shown,  is  adopted  by  every  other 
nation.  I  desire  that  a  portion,  at  least, 
of  the  Revenue  which  we  require  should 
be  raised  from  duties  upon  certain  de- 
scriptions of  goods.  It  will  be  said — 
**  Produce  your  list;  you  are  only  deal- 
ing with  the  matter  in  an  abstract 
manner,  and  there  are  no  goods  on 
which  you  could  levy  a  tax."  Well, 
before  I  sit  down  I  will  produce  a  list. 
I  do  not  wish  to  deal  in  an  abstract  man- 
ner with  this  question.  I  have  the 
deepest  conviction  of  its  importance  to 
the  working  classes  of  the  country,  and  I 
will  produce  a  list  presently.  But  what 
I  wish  to  point  out  is  that,  although  I 
am  well  aware  that  I  shall  not  be  suc- 
cessful in  my  object  to-night,  yet  that  we 
shall  be  compelled  to  adopt  the  system 
I  propose  by  two  irresistible  forces — the 
one  is  the  stress  of  our  own  necessities, 
and  the  other  is  the  demands  of  our 
working  men.  They  will  insist,  in  spite 
of  all  the  doctrinaires  in  the  world,  and 
of  all  the  sleepers  in  the  enchanted 
palace  of  1846,  in  having  fair  play  for 
their  industries.  At  present,  they  are 
told  that  there  cannot  be  any  distress 
among  them,  because  pauperism  is  not 
increasing.  I  never  heard  such  an  argu- 
ment as  that  produced  on  a  Conservative 
platform.  If  you  want  to  be  told  that 
nothing  will  be  done  for  the  working 
classes  until  they  are  registered  as 
paupers,  it  appears  to  me  that  one  has 
to  go  to  the  so-called  Liberals.    Now, 
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Sir,  I  think  that  is  a  most  cruel  and  a 
most  delusiye  and  misleading  test  to 
apply  to  them.  Before  the  working 
man  subjects  himself  to  what  he  con- 
siders, and  I  think  rightly  considers,  the 
ffreat  disaster  of  going  to  the  work- 
house for  food  or  for  shelter,  he  will 
pass  through  such  depths  of  suffering 
as  few  can  naye  any  conception  of.  He 
will  part  with  everything — with  his 
clothing,  with  his  furniture,  with  the 
very  bed  on  which  he  sleeps,  and  when 
everything  is  gone — when  he  sees  that 
all  is  over — not  a  few  of  them  have 
turned  round  and  calmly  faced  the  most 
terrible  of  deaths — death  by  starvation 
— rather  than  go  to  the  workhouse,  and 
bring  this  disgrace  upon  themselves  and 
their  children.  Is  that  a  spirit  which 
should  be  taken  advantage  of  by  any 
Party  or  any  Qovernment  in  this  country? 
Should  it  be  laid  down  as  a  settled 
principle  that  nothing  shall  be  done  for 
the  working  classes,  and  that  it  shall 
not  be  admitted  that  their  trades  are 
depressed  until  they  are  registered  as 
paupers?  All  I  can  say  is,  that  any 
I^arty  or  any  Government  which  takes 
its  stand  on  principles  of  that  sort  is 
doomed  already,  and  mankind  will  pro- 
nounce that  it  deserved  its  fate.  All  the 
political  nostrums  and  quack  remedies 
it  can  invent  will  not  save  it.  I  have 
addressed  thousands  of  working  men — 
cotton  operatives,  and  others — on  this 
subject,  and  I  know  their  feeling  well. 
Their  industries  are  in  a  depressed  state. 
In  the  very  borough  wMch  I  represent 
the  working  men  are  in  a  condition 
which  I  do  not  hesitate  to  describe  as 
most  anxious,  even  if  not  highly  alarm- 
ing. Go  from  London— from  the  theo- 
rists, the  philosophers,  the  statisticians, 
and  the  wise  men  who  tell  us  there  is  no 
depression,  and  that  it  is  all  imagina- 
tion, and  in  a  few  hours  you  may  find 
yourselves  in  the  district  represented  by 
the  noble  Marquess  the  Member  for 
Bossendale  (the  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton),  where  some  mills  are  actually  fall- 
ing into  ruin,  or  in  other  places  where 
the  operatives  have  been  put  on  short 
time.  These  are  things  which  bring 
visibly  before  our  eyes  the  depression  of 
trade  existing  in  the  country,  and  make 
us  confident  that  the  men  engaged  in 
these  trades  will  not  submit  for  ever  to 
be  ruled  by  doctrinaire  theories,  or  be 
told,  as  they  are  in  the  passage  which  I 
read  from  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 

Mr.  Jmnin^t 


for  Southwark  (Mr.  Thorold  Sogers), 
that  the  main  industries  of  the  countiy 
are  unaffected  by  depression.  Sir,  the 
main  industries  of  the  country  are  deeply 
affected  by  depression  at  this  moment. 
I  am  aware  that  I  ought  not  to  address 
the  House  at  this  length;  but  my 
apology  must  be  the  extremely  compli- 
cated and  difficult  nature  of  the  subject. 
I  should  not  feel  that  I  had  done  my 
duty  if  I  did  not  candidly  produce  the 
list  of  articles  on  which  I  think  a  duty 
would  be  levied,  and  could  be  levied, 
without  the  slightest  injury  to  any  class 
in  this  country.  It  is,  of  course,  only  a 
partial  list  of  our  imports  of  foreign 
manufactured  goods.  The  figures  which 
I  propose  to  give  are  from  the  Board  of 
Trade  Beturns.  Taking  the  Beturns  of 
1884,  which  is  the  last  year  accessible  to 
me — I  suppose  we  shall  get  those  for 
1885  about  Christmas  —  I  find  that 
we  imported  into  this  country  foreign 
silk  manufactures  to  the  value  of 
£10,984,073;  the  woollen  goods  im- 
ported from  abroad  were  £8,712,032; 
cotton,  £2,669,460  ;  iron  and  steel, 
£2,693,422;  leather,  £2,234,969  ;  alkali 
and  chemical  manufactures,  £2,204,196  ; 
embroidery,  cordage,  and  other  articles, 
£3,125,163;  glass,  £1,615,716;  paper, 
£1,403,446;  iron  in  bars,  £1,165,948 ; 
clocks  and  watches,  £1,043,263  ;  furni- 
ture, £1,024,888  ;  lace,  £930,890  ;  linen 
manufactures,  £537,339 ;  unenumerated 
manufactured  goods,  £6,305,730,  making 
a  total  of  £46,650,535.  These  are  foreign 
manufactured  goods,  every  article  of 
which  we  can  make  quite  cheap  enough 
for  the  supply  of  our  own  people.  Upon 
them  I  would  place  a  duty  calculated  at 
about  one-third,  on  the  average,  of  the 
various  protective  duties  imposed  by  fo- 
reign countries  on  our  own  goods.  Twenty 
f>er  cent  would  produce  £9,330,000; 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Excheqtteb 
(Sir  William  Harcourt):  Hear,  hear!] 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  evi- 
dently very  grateful  to  me  for  desiring 
to  make  him  a  present  of  £9,330,000; 
and  I  am  not  surpised  at  his  gratitude, 
when  I  know  that  he  has  been  obh'ged 
this  year  to  resort  to  the  humiliating 
device  of  suspending  the  Sinking  Fund 
in  order  to  raise  a  paltry  £500,000. 
Therefore,  when  I  propose  to  make  him 
a  present  of  over  £9,000,000  I  am  not 
astonished  at  the  effusive  nature  of  his 
gratitude.  I  venture  to  suggest  that  a 
portion  of  this  money  might  be  devoted 
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to  the  reduotion  of  the  duties  on  tea, 
coffee,  cocoa,  and  other  articles  in  daily 
use  among  the  working  men.  Although 
the  amount  I  have  stated  was  received 
with  derisive  cheers  from  the  officials  on 
the  Treasury  Bench,  yet  it  may  be 
known — I  suppose  it  must  be  known  to 
any  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer — that 
it  considerably  exceeds  the  amount  of  the 
proceeds  of  all  the  duties  on  tea,  coffee, 
cocoa,  dried  fruits,  and  other  articles 
which  are  used  so  much  in  the  daily  life 
of  the  working  classes.  If  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  considers  this  amount 
so  contemptible,  let  him  take  it  and  remit 
the  duties  which  press  so  heavily  on 
the  working  men.  The  duty  on  tea,  for 
instance,  amounts  to  25  per  cent,  and  to 
20  per  cent  on  other  articles  in  daily  use 
by  the  working  men.  The  amount  raised 
by  all  the  duties  on  tea,  coffee,  cocoa, 
raisins,  currants,  and  similar  articles,  is 
£5,138,797.  Therefore,  we  might  take 
off  all  these  unnecessary  burdens 
and  have  a  handsome  margin  left  of 
£4,000,000,  which  would  eave  us  from 
the  necessity  of  falling  back  upon  the 
Sinking  Fund  to  make  up  the  inevitable 
deficit  in  next  year's  Budget.  Now,  8ir, 
this  is  the  proposition  which  I  venture 
most  respectfully  to  submit  to  the  House. 
I  thank  hon.  Members  for  the  patience 
with  which  they  have  listened  to  me, 
and  I  appeal  to  them  not  to  condemn 
my  proposition  offhand  on  account  of 
wnat  has  been  said  upon  it  by  somebody 
else  at  some  other  time.  I  trust  that 
they  will,  at  least,  consider  the  argu- 
ments which  I  have  put  before  them. 
Especially  I  beg  that  they  will  give  heed 
to  the  earnest  appeals  which  come  to 
them  from  working  men,  and  will  do 
whatever  may  be  possible  to  assist  the 
great  industries  in  which  they  are  en- 
gaged, and  to  avert  the  great  and  un- 
merited sufferings  which  are  now  im- 
pending over  their  heads.  Sir,  I  beg  to 
move  the  Besolutiou. 

Sib  CUNLIFFE  BEOOKS  (Cheshire, 
Altrincham),  in  rising  to  second  the  Mo- 
tion, said,  the  time  was  when  he  would 
not  have  done  so,  because  it  contained 
matter  which  was  inconsistent  with  that 
following  of  Free  Trade  which  had 
always  been  one  of  the  persistent  ob- 
jects of  his  life.  In  his  youth  he  was 
told  by  Mr.  Cobden,  to  whose  friend- 
ship he  had  the  privilege  of  being  ad- 
mitted, that  Free  Trade  was  one  of  the 
greatest  possible  benefits  that  could  be 


conferred  upon  any  nation.  He  had 
held  that  view  all  his  life  long,  and  he 
had  looked  with  hope  to  see  the  time 
when  we  should  receive  the  benefits  of 
Free  Trade.  He  was  quite  sure  that  he 
still  was,  and  that  he  would  ever  remain,  a 
firm  and  consistent  believer  in  the  prin- 
ciples of  Free  Trade.  He  had  seen  with 
satisfaction  the  great  sacrifices  that  had 
been  made  by  this  nation  to  become 
practical  Free  Traders;  but  though  those 
sacrifices  had  been  great,  he  was  con- 
fident they  would  be  recompensed  if, 
having  made  them,  a  system  of  sound 
Free  Trade  were  universally  established. 
But  a  long  time  had  passed  since  we 
began  to  make  sacrifices ;  and  he  wanted 
to  know  how  long  we  were  to  continue 
making  sacrifices,  when  we  saw,  as 
plainly  as  possible,  all  the  other  nations 
of  the  world  refusing  to  join  with  us 
in  this  hunt  after  that  Free  Trade  which 
we  all  desired  ?  But  we  had  not  got  it. 
Free  Trade  consisted  of  free  buying  and 
free  selling.  Free  buying  we  had  got, 
but  free  selling  we  could  not,  because 
other  nations  refused  to  receive  within 
their  territories  the  goods  that  we 
sent  to  them.  Free  Trade  was  a  very 
pretty  game  to  play  at  if  all  the  players 
would  observe  the  rules.  We  did ;  but 
other  countries  did  not,  and  that  was 
the  cause  of  our  bad  trade.  The  pros- 
perity of  the  country  depended  upon  its 
labour.  We  allowed  other  nations  to 
freely  compete  their  labour  with  ours ; 
but  other  nations  did  not  allow  the  pro- 
ducts of  our  labours  to  go  into  their 
territories  and  compete  with  theirs. 
What,  then,  ought  to  be  done  in  the 
altered  circumstances  of  the  case  ?  We 
ought  to  reconsider  our  position.  That, 
he  believed,  would  be  the  advice  of 
Cobden  himself  had  he  been  spared  to 
witness  the  failure  of  his  bright  antici- 
pations. We  had  waited  long  enough 
for  Free  Trade,  and  should  wait  no 
longer — not  that  he  should  object  to 
waiting  if  delay  did  not  cause  suffering 
to  thousands  of  our  fellow-countrymen. 
He  waited  for  the  realization  of  another 
dream — the  prevalence  of  imiversal 
peace  ;  he  wrote  for  it,  he  spoke  for  it, 
he  hoped  for  it ;  but  he  did  not  object 
to  waiting  for  that,  because  by  so  doing 
he  did  no  harm  to  any  mortal  man.  But 
by  waiting  for  Free  Trade  which  never 
came  they  inflicted  an  infinity  of  suffer- 
ing upon  their  fellow-subjects.  Cobden 
said — **  Wait  for  five  years,  by  which 
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time  all  the  nations  of  the  earth  wiD 
have  become  Free  Traders;"  but  nearly 
10  times  that  period  had  passed  since 
the  utterance  of  that  prophecy,  and  it 
was  still  unfulfilled.  If  we  saw  that 
there  was  no  probability  of  foreign 
nations  following  our  good  example, 
ought  we  not,  as  sensible  men,  to  take 
our  own  action  in  the  matter?  He 
would  put  a  duty  upon  all  commodities 
where  the  labour  of  the  foreigner  entered 
into  competition  with  the  labour  of  Eng- 
lishmen, excepting  always  raw  material 
— such  as  jute,  silk,  and  the  like — and 
that  article  of  uniyersal  consumption — 
com.  The  people  had  said — **Thou 
shalt  not  put  a  tax  upon  com ; "  and  no 
Minister  would  ever  dare  to  commit  the 
crime  involved  in  its  taxation.  Besides, 
there  was  the  echo  found  in  the  breasts 
of  everyone  to  the  most  beautiful  senti- 
ment uttered  by  the  lamented  Sir  Bobert 
Peel.  The  words  were  engraven  on  his 
statue  in  Manchester — 

'*  It  may  be  that  I  should  leaye  a  name  some- 
time remembered  by  expressions  of  goodwill  in 
the  abodes  of  those  whose  lot  it  is  to  labour  and 
to  earn  their  daily  bread  by  the  sweat  of  their 
brow,  -when  they  recruit  their  exhausted 
strength  with  abundant  and  untaxed  food — the 
sweeter  because  it  is  no  longer  leayened  by  a 
sense  of  injustice.'* 

Whilst,  then,  the  English  language  en- 
dured it  would  be  considered  a  crime  to 
put  a  tax  on  corn.  He  would  be  told 
that  if  our  domestic  industries  were  pro- 
tected many  necessary  articles  would  be 
made  dearer.  Our  steam  engines,  our 
doors  and  windows  would  be  a  little 
dearer.  He  knew  that  that  would  be 
the  result;  but  surely  they  would  all 
gladly  pay  a  little  more  when,  with  the 
extra  cost,  would  come  the  grand  satis- 
faction of  knowing  that  the  wages  earned 
in  the  manufacture  of  these  articles  had 
gone  into  the  pockets  of  British  work- 
men, and  were  spent  in  the  neighbour- 
hood where  the  workmen  resided.  As 
matters  were  at  present  we  sent  hun- 
dreds of  millions  every  year  across  the 
sea  to  swell  the  gains  of  the  foreigner, 
and  we  never  had  any  of  the  money 
back.  Money  was  the  life  blood  of  a 
nation.  Here  we  were  letting  it  go  too 
fast;  we  were  bleeding  ourselves  to 
death.  It  was  better  to  pay  a  little 
dearer  for  commodities  than  to  be  forced 
to  find  employment  for  thousands  of  un- 
employed workmen.  In  Manchester  the 
unemployed  were  even  at  that  moment 
demanding  the  erection  of  public  works, 
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for  which  the  taxpayers  would  have  to 
pay.  He  desired  to  knock  down  that 
idol  of  the  Cobden  Club  called  cheap- 
ness. Cheapness  was  not  the  only  de- 
sirable thing.  Employment  was  better 
— content  and  happiness  were  better. 
Several  millions  were  spent  annually  in 
the  purchase  of  manufactured  silks 
coming  from  abroad.  What  a  different 
state  of  things  there  would  be  in  the 
East  End  of  J^ndon  and  in  the  Northern 
districts  if  only  half  the  sum  so  spent 
could  find  its  way  into  the  pockets  of 
British  workmen.  When  the  imposed 
duties  were  first  taken  off,  thousands 
of  manufacturers  and  merchants  were 
ruined,  and  thousands  of  working  men 
were  brought  to  destitution.  It  was 
thought  that  the  foreigner  would  follow 
our  example  by  abolishing  his  import 
duties;  but  he  did  not,  and  would  not,  do 
it.  The  time  had  come  when  we  ought 
to  revise  our  fiscal  system  thoroughly, 
taking  an  independent  course.  The  rea- 
son why  the  members  of  the  Oobden 
Club  remained  uninfluenced  by  the  ar- 
guments against  the  continuance  of  our 
Free  Trade  System  was  that  their  feel- 
ings would  be  hurt  by  the  admission 
of  the  failure  of  their  doctrine.  Saying, 
"Wait,  and  tmst  in  Free  Trade."  they 
posed  as  soothsayers  and  oracles,  care- 
less of  the  injury  done  to  the  industries 
of  the  country.  Hecognizing  that  "Hope 
deferred  maketh  the  heart  sick,''  and 
seeing  no  probability  of  the  realiza- 
tion of  the  Freetraders'  anticipations, 
he  trusted  that  the  House  would  agree 
to  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
<*  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  expedient  to 
raise  a  larger  portion  of  the  Berenoe  of  the 
Country  from  Import  Duties,  and  that  suoh 
Duties  should  he  levied  on  certain  descriptions 
of  fully  manufactured  Foreign  goods,  entering 
into  competition  with  similar  goods  of  our 
own  make  ;  and  that  the  Revenue  so  obtained 
should  he  applied  to  the  reduction  of  the  Duties 
on  tea,  coffee,  and  cocoa,  and  of  other  burden- 
some imposts," — {Hr,  Jefminffs,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  GFreen,  N.E.), 
who  had  given  Notice  of  the  following 
Amendment : — 

**That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  any 
proposal  to  revert  to  the  old  and  discarded 
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poUcy  of  Proteotion  is  misleading  and  mis- 
ohieyous  in  its  tendency,  and  opposed  to  the 
best  interests  of  the  trade  and  commerce  of  the 
Country,  and  injurious  to  the  welfare  of  the 
working  dasses/*^ 

said,  he  was  anxious  that  this  question 
should  be  debated  on  its  merits,  as  it 
had  been  dangled  before  their  eyes  on 
seyeral  oocasions.  He  approached  this 
subjeot  from  the  standpoint  of  British 
working  men,  among  whom  he  had 
lived  and  been  associated  with  all  his 
life,  and  of  whom  he  was  one  now.  It 
was  very  gratifying  to  hear  from  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  of  the  interest  they 
took  in  the  British  working  man.  But 
it  was  a  striking  fact  that  of  the  10  or  12 
Members  of  that  House  who  most  dis- 
tinctly represented  the  working  classes 
not  one  could  be  found  who  would  sup- 
port such  a  Motion  as  this.  So  far  as 
he  knew  the  views  of  his  hon.  Friends, 
they  were  all  on  one  side  in  this  contro- 
versy. He  was  not  a  Free  Trader  be- 
cause Free  Trade  was  the  policy  of  the 
Liberal  Party,  for  if  he  felt  that  the  op- 
posite policy  would  benefit  the  working 
classes,  he  would,  irrespective  of  Party, 
for  the  protection  of  native  industry. 
!e  was  a  Member  of  the  Liberal  Party 
because  Free  Trade  was  one  of  the  car- 
dinal points  in  its  policy.  He  was  a 
Ck>bdenite  not  merely  because  he  be- 
lieved in  Free  Trade  in  imports  and  ex- 
ports, but  because  he  believed  in  the 
whole  of  the  large-hearted  policy  of 
that  large-hearted  man.  The  reason 
that  the  country  had  not  yet  obtained 
all  the  advantages  and  the  biessiogs  of 
Free  Trade  was  because  it  had  as  yet 
only  adopted  a  portion  of  that  policy — 
that  portion  dealing  with  free  imports — 
but  had  not  yet  crowned  the  edifice  and 
secured  the  advantages  of  Free  Trade  in 
land.  When  hon.  Gentlemen  supported 
this,  then  he  would  have  more  faith  in 
their  professions  of  regard  for  the  wel- 
fare of  the  working  classes.  It  was  said 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that  the 
democracy  desired  to  see  the  imposition 
of  import  duties;  but  that  he  entirely 
denied.  It  was  also  said  that  if  the 
labourers  obtained  their  three  acres  and 
a  cow,  or  their  12  acres  and  two  cows, 
which  would  be  better  still,  they  would 
all  become  Protectionists.  He  was  quite 
willing  to  run  the  risk  of  this.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Stockport  (Mr.  Jennings) 
had  referred  to  America ;  but  that  was 
scarcely  a  happy  instance,  for  America 


had  at  present  her  hands  full  of  indus- 
trial difficulties  —  difficulties,  however, 
which  he  sincerely  hoped  she  might  sur- 
mount. Whatever  view  they  might  take 
with  regard  to  her  industries,  or  Free 
Trade,  or  Protection,  it  was  sufficient  for 
him  to  know  that,  so  far  as  this  country 
was  concerned,  it  would  be  perilous  in 
the  extreme,  and  absolutely  ruinous, 
to  attempt  to  reverse  the  policv  of  Free 
Trade,  even  if  the  path  on  which  they 
had  started  was  wrong.  It  was,  there- 
fore, most  injudicious  and  mischievous 
to  dangle  before  the  masses  of  this  coun- 
try the  policy  of  Protection;  for  hon. 
Members  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
must  Imow  full  well  that  it  was  now  im- 
possible for  us  to  retrace  our  steps. 
Why  did  not  the  Conservative  Party, 
during  the  five  years  it  was  in  Office, 
from  1874  to  1879,  attempt  to  do  so  if  it 
was  possible  ?  During  those  years  the 
exports  fell,  year  by  year,  to  an  extent 
never  witnessed  in  recent  years.  They 
began  to  fall  when  the  Tory  Govern- 
ment came  into  Office,  and  they  con- 
tinued to  fall  during  the  five  years  of 
Tory  Government,  only,  in  fact,  begin- 
ning to  retrieve  their  position  when  the 
Liberal  Government  came  into  Office  in 
1880.  Yet  the  Oonservative  Government 
never  made  a  step  in  the  direction  of  Pro- 
tection. They  would  find  that  the  export 
of  British  and  Irish  goods  in  the  last  five 
years  had  increased  by  an  average  of 
£32,799,219  annually.  Surely,  as  a 
matter  of  common-sense,  if  trade  and 
industry  were  reviving  to  such  an  ex- 
tent as  they  had  done  during  the  last 
five  years,  that  could  not  be  an  argu- 
ment for  the  re-imposition  of  Customs 
Duties  on  imports.  There  was  one  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport 
which  he  thought  was  a  curious  one, 
if  the  hon.  Member  had  read  the  Beport 
of  the  Boyal  Commission  on  Trade 
in  its  fulness.  The  hon.  Member  had 
said  that  they  had  not  increased  their 
exports  to  America,  from  which  they  im- 
ported such  a  large  proportion  of  goods. 
In  point  of  fact,  the  exports  to  America 
from  this  country  had  increased.  Thirty 
years  ago  their  exports  to  America 
had  been  £21,000,000,  whereas  it  now 
amoimted  to  £28,000,000.  This  whole 
question  was  a  very  wide  and  com- 
plicated one,  and  one  in  which  he 
took  considerable  interest,  because  of 
his  connection  and  association  with 
working  men.    The  hon.  Member  for 
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Stockport  had  said  that  the  textile  in- 
dustries in  this  country  were  in  a  sadly 
debilitated  state. 

Mr.  JENNINGS :  What  I  said  was 
that  they  were  not  flourishing  in  propor- 
tion to  the  increase  of  our  population. 

Mb.  HOWELL  admitted  that  the 
trade  of  this  country  in  many  respects 
was  not  in  that  condition  in  which  they 
would  like  to  see  it,  and  they  would  be 
glad  to  have  a  return  to  the  condition  of 
affairs  that  existed  in  1872  and  1873. 
That,  however,  was  hardly  a  fair  way  of 
looking  at  the  question  ;  what  they  had 
to  deiu  with  was  the  current  of  trade 
over  a  given  number  of  years,  and  he 
disputed  the  correctness  of  an  estimate 
drawn  merely  from  this  year  or  that 
year  instead  of  a  period  of  years.  There 
had  never  been  a  time  of  greater  de- 
pression and  of  misery  to  working  men, 
except  before  the  introduction  of  Free 
Trade,  than  the  period  of  1878-9,  when 
trade  had  gone  down  and  down  in  almost 
all  respects.  During  the  five  years  of 
Tory  rule,  when  they  had  had  the  op- 
portunity of  dealing  with  this  question 
from  their  own  stand-point,  they  had 
imported  more  silk  goods  in  the  gross 
than  in  the  last  five  years.  But  taking 
the  current  trade  over  a  number  of 
years,  he  maintained  that  progress  had 
been  continuous,  with  the  exception  of 
the  period  from  1875  to  1879,  when  the 
Tory  Party  was  in  power.  During  the 
last  five  years  the  excess  of  our  exports 
of  iron  manufactures  over  the  preced- 
ing five  years  amounted  to  close  on 
£37,000,000,  and  in  steam-engines, 
machinery,  and  other  mill  work  alone, 
the  increase  was  close  on  £20,000,000; 
and  there  was  this  singular  fact — that 
while  they  were  complaining  of  the  im- 
port of  foreign  manufactured  goods, 
now  did  the  foreigner  manufacture  these 
goods  ?  By  the  latest  and  best  possible 
machinery  made  in  this  country,  that 
formed  one  of  the  stable  exports  of  this 
country.  If  hon.  Members  wanted  to 
deal  effectually  with  this  question,  and 
were  to  put  an  embargo  on  manufactures 
from  abroad,  they  had  better  stop  the 
engines  and  machinery  made  in  this 
country  for  exportation,  and  which  go 
from  England  to  the  Continent,  and  stop 
the  emigration  of  English  artizans. 
They  could  no  more  do  the  one  than 
the  other.  As  to  the  shipping  trade  of 
this  country,  those  who  spoke  about  its 
going  to  the  dogs  did  not  know  any- 
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thing  about  the  statistics  of  the  case. 
The  truth  was,  that  there  was  scarcely 
a  single  industry  that  did  not  show  an 
improvement  in  its  export  trade  during 
the  last  five  years.  Nearly  every  ship 
that  came  into  their  ports,  whether 
under  a  British  or  foreign  flag,  went  out 
again  loaded  with  a  greater  tonnage  than 
that  with  which  she  arrived.  What  did 
that  mean  ?  That  she  took  away  more 
goods  than  she  brought.  He  challenged 
the  accuracy  of  t^e  hon.  Member's 
figures  as  to  raw  materials.  They  must 
not  forget,  when  they  examined  English 
trade,  that  other  countries  developed  as 
well  as  this ;  and,  although  a  patriotic 
Englishman,  he  ventured  to  rejoice  that 
other  countries  were  advancing  in  civili- 
zation. But  he  did  not  think  there  was 
cause  for  anxiety.  He  knew  there  was 
a  fall  in  prices ;  and  if  by  any  reasonable 
means  they  could  increase  the  prices 
without  injuring  the  great  masses  of  the 
people,  he  should  be  glad  to  see  it  done. 
Cheapness  of  production  was  not  every- 
thing. Some  of  the  things  from  which 
they  suffered  came  directly  from  the 
manufacturers,  and  some  of  those  who 
were  called  political  economists,  who  had 
had  too  great  a  belief  in  the  cheapness 
of  production.  There  were  other  things 
which  ought  to  be  considered ;  and  if 
English  manufacturers  had  paid  more 
attention  to  the  quality  of  their  products 
they  would  not  have  suffered  so  severely. 
They  flooded  foreign  markets  some  years 
ago  with  inferior  goods  until  ship- 
loads of  their  goods  rotted  in  foreign 
and  Colonial  ports,  because  they  would 
not  unship  them.  They  sent  so  much 
of  this  shoddy  material  of  one  kind  or 
another  abroad  that  people  began  to 
think  that  they  had  better  pay  a  higher 
price  for  home  manufacture.  The  sub- 
ject of  technical  education  had  been 
talked  and  inquired  about  for  a  long 
time,  but  nothing  had  been  done  for  it. 
Our  workmen  were  expected  to  compete 
with  all  the  world ;  but  they  were  not 
taught  how  to  do  it.  He  urged  that 
something  should  be  done  in  this  direc- 
tion. What  he  desired  was  that  some- 
thing should  be  done  so  as  to  bring 
home  to  our  artizans  quicker  and  better 
methods  of  production,  so  that  in  design, 
quality,  beauty,  and  finish  we  should  be 
able  to  compete  with  all  quarters  of  the 
world.  Another  thing  m>m  which  the 
trade  of  the  country  had  suffered  were 
the  high  railway  rates  ;    and  he  was 
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g^ad  the  Oovemment  were  hastening  on 
a  Bolation  of  that  question.  Then  there 
was  the  question  of  mining  rents  and 
royalties,  in  which  his  hon.  Friend  be- 
side him  (Mr.  Mason)  took  an  inte- 
rest The  truth  was,  that  the  capital  of 
this  country  was  locked  up  in  too  few 
hands,  and  ought  to  be  employed  in 
more  numerous  channels.  But  a  return 
to  more  prosperous  times  was  certainly 
not  to  be  secured  by  the  re-imposition  of 
protective  tariffs. 

Mb.  BAUMANN  (Camberwell,  Peck- 
ham)  said,   he  thought  no  one  could 
ignore   the  fact  that  this  subject  in- 
terested the  constituencies  of  this  country 
more  keenly  perhaps  than  any  other 
question.     He  did  not  speak  of  the  new 
agricultural  constituencies,  whose  Eepre- 
sentatives,  as  they  heard  the  other  day, 
were  busy  tasting  samples  of  adulterated 
beer;  but  any  one  who  had  experience  of 
the  politics  of  large  towns  must  be  per- 
fectly aware  that  when  all  other  subjects 
failed  the  mere  mention  of  our  fiscal 
policy  always  exacted  the  greatest  in- 
terest and  attention.     He  was  not  pre- 
pared to  admit  that  what  were  called  the 
*Mabour"  Members  in  that  House  re- 
presented,  in  any  peculiar   degree,  or 
spoke  with  any  special  mandate  f^om 
the  labouring  classes  in  this  country. 
Who  sat  for  the  large  towns  in  this 
House?    The    Bepresentatives  of  the 
large   industrial  centres  were  on   the 
Opposition    Benches,    not    the   Minis- 
terial. [*'0h!"]  Was  it  not  so?  How, 
then,  about  London  ?    How  about  Liver- 
pool, Sheffield,  Oldham,  Stockport,  Man- 
chester, and  Leeds  ?  How  about  Lanca- 
shire?   The  Eadlcals  were  driven  out 
of  the  large  towns  to  the    uttermost 
parts  of  the  country.  Liberal  candidates 
had  been  rejected  by  the  great  working- 
class  constituencies,  and  had  been  forccKd 
to  take  refuge  in  the  bowels  of  the  earth — 
in  the  mines  of  Cornwall,  in  the  Islands 
and  Highlands  of  Scotland,  in  the  bams 
and  farmyards  of  that  which  its  own 
Bepresentatives  had  pictured  as  a  beery 
Bowtia.     He  had  had,  unfortunately  for 
himself,  a  considerable  experience  and 
a  pretty  lone  apprenticeship  as  a  Metro- 
politan candidate,  and  had  invariably 
found  that  the  intelligent  working  man 
of  London,  at  any  rate,  was  by  no  means 
satisfied  with  our  present  tanff  system, 
and  regarded  it  with  suspicion  and  mis- 
gifing.    A  large  proportion  condemned 
it,  and  they  aU,  irrespeotiye  of  Party, 


regarded  it  with  an  open  mind  and  as 
an    arguable    question.      The    mental 
attitude  of  the  working  classes  upon 
this  question    contrasted  very  favour- 
ably with  that  of  gentlemen  in  high 
places — Cabinet  and  ex-Cabinet  Minis- 
ters,  writers  of   leading  articles,   and 
members  of  the  Cobden  Club,  who  from 
mere  cowardice  and  laziness  intrenched 
themselves  behind  a  formula  adopted  40 
years  ago  under  totally  different  condi- 
tions of  production.     He  must  exempt 
from  the  category  of  cowards  and  leig- 
gards  the  hon.  Member  for  Bermondsey 
(Mr.Thorold  Rogers),  who,  whatever  his 
errors  might  be,  certainly  could  not  be 
accused  of  either  cowardice  or  want  of 
industry.     As  a  matter  of  fact,  nothing 
was    more    unhistorical   or    more    un- 
scientific than  the  attempt  to  exalt  the 
doctrine  of  free  imports  into  the  regions 
of  natural  laws  or  self-evident  proposi- 
tions.    It  was  thoroughly  unhistorical, 
because  we  had  only  been  a  free-trading 
nation  for  the  past  40  years ;  and  it  was 
most  thoroughly  unscientific,  because  the 
principle  of  political  economy  depended 
entirely  upon  the  circumstances  of  the 
society  to  which   the  application  was 
proposed.     The  history  of  Free  Trade 
was  not  at  all,   as  the   hon.  Member 
for  Bethnal  Green  (Mr.  Howell)  seemed 
to    imagine,    creditable  to  the  Whigs 
or  to  the  Liberal  Party.     The  states- 
men in  the  last  century  whose  names 
were  associated  with  Free  Trade  were 
Lord  Bolingbroke   and  Mr.   Pitt,   and 
the  opponents  of  the  Commercial  Clauses 
of   the    Treaty   of    Utrecht   were    Sir 
Robert  Walpole  and  his  friends.    The 
opponent    of    the    Commercial    Treaty 
with  France  was  Mr.  Fox.     The  manu- 
facturing classes  placed  themselves  at 
the  head  of  the  movement  from  which 
they  had  derived  all    the    advantage, 
while  all  the  risk  and  sacrifice  was  bound 
to  fall  upon  the  landed  classes.    It  was 
his  opinion  that  if  this  country  had  re- 
tained low  duties,  instead  of  abolishing 
free  duties,  they  would,  as  Gbeville  had 
said  in  his  Memoirs,  have  been  felt  by 
nobody,  and  they  might  have  been  raised 
at  any  moment  if  the  Revenue  required 
it.     The  history  of  Free  Trade  did  not 
show  the  movement  to  be  any  monopoly 
of  the  Liberal  Party.     The  truths  of 
political  economy,  as  he  had  said,  de- 
pended entirely  upon  the  condition  of 
the  society  to  which  it  was  proposed  to 
apply  them.    Forty  years  ago  England 
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enjoyed  a  virtual  monopoly  of  manufac- 
tures. We  wanted  corn,  and  we  knew 
that  other  countries  must  come  to  us  for 
goods  in  payment  for  their  com.  But 
all  this  had  been  changed.  Other  na- 
tions had  borrowed  our  capital  to  make 
their  railways ;  they  had  learnt  our  lan- 
guage, and  stolen  our  patents,  and 
copied  our  processes.  They  now  ran  us 
neck  and  neck  in  every  market  of  the 
world.  The  electric  telegraph  and  the 
adoption  of  a  gold  standard  by  Germany 
had  simply  revolutionized  the  banking 
business  of  the  world;  and,  therefore, 
he  said,  it  was  perfectly  impossible  to 
maintain,  from  a  logical  point  of  view, 
that  the  fiscal  system  which  was  good 
for  the  country  40  years  ago  was  good 
for  the  country  at  the  present  day.  His 
idea  of  a  sound  commercial  policy  was  a 
policy  based  on  mutual  concessions  and 
mutual  advantages — concessions  and  ad- 
vantages to  be  secured,  not  by  Oobden 
Olub  essays,  but,  if  necessary,  by  a  tit 
for  tat  tariff,  and  to  be  embodied  in 
Commercial  Treaties.  The  policy  of 
Commercial  Treaties  was  practised,  and 
successfully  practised,  every  day  upon 
the  Continent  and  in  the  United  States. 
It  was  practised  successfully  between 
Spain  and  the  United  States  in  1867, 
and  between  Spain  and  Germany  in 
1883.  He  would  like  to  ask  the  House 
what  more  ridiculous  result  could  have 
happened  to  this  country  than  that 
which  befel  us  when  Mr.  Cobden's  Com- 
mercial Treaty  expired  in  1880?  We 
sent  over  to  Paris  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Chelsea  and  a  packet 
of  Cobden  Club  essays.  The  Parisians 
received  them  both  with  civility;  but 
the  result  of  it  all  was  not  a  happy  one. 
He  did  not  rise  to  submit  the  Motion  or 
the  Amendment  to  an  exhaustive  ana- 
lysis. He  was  very  much  a&aid  that 
the  House  was  thoroughly  debauched 
by  the  absinthe  of  Eepeal,  and  was  not 
in  the  condition  to  go  deeply  into  this  or 
any  other  question ;  but  he  rose  for  the 
purpose  of  showing  the  absurdity  of 
treating  this  as  a  closed  question,  and 
to  express  his  conviction  that  there  was 
no  subject  in  which  the  artizans  of  our 
large  towns  were  more  deeply  interested, 
and  that  there  was  no  result  which  they 
could  more  legitimately  claim  from  their 
Bepresentatives  than  this — that,  as  far 
as  commercial  legislation  was  concerned, 
they  should  be  placed  upon  equal  terms 
of  competition  with  their  foreign  rivals. 

Mr.  Baumann 


Mb.  SAMUEL  SMITH  (PUntshire) 
said,  the  question  of  Free  Trade  had 
often  been  discussed  in  that  House,  and 
always  with  one  result.  He  did  not 
think  that  the  result  of  that  debate 
would  differ  from  the  result  of  similar 
debates  in  the  past.  There  was  no  use 
blinking  or  disguising  the  fact  that  the 
trade  of  the  country  had  lost  its  elas- 
ticity. In  nearly  every  branch  profits 
were  very  small ;  in  some  of  them  a 
large  amount  of  trade  was  done  without 
profit ;  the  status  of  the  working  class 
was  being  lowered,  and  there  were 
larger  bodies  of  men  unemployed,  or 
partly  employed,  at  the  present  moment 
than  was  the  case  10  or  15  years  ago. 
In  these  circumstances,  it  was  not  sur- 
prising that  the  attention  of  the  House 
was  frequently  called  to  the  subject. 
But,  granted  that  we  were  suffering 
from  long-continued  and  severe  depres- 
sion, were  other  countries,  which  had 
adhered  to  protective  tariffs,  any  better 
off  than  we  were  ?  There  had  been  labour 
riots  in  the  United  States,  resulting 
from  the  same  conffestion  of  labour  that 
there  was  here.  There  had  been  great 
depression  in  the  iron  and  glass  trades 
of  Belgium ;  and  there  had  been  great 
distress  in  Belgium,  in  France,  and  in 
the  United  States.  The  strongest  up- 
holders of  the  protective  system  had 
been  France  and  the  United  States,  and 
they  did  not  appear  to  have  derived 
much  benefit  from  it.  The  United 
States  and  France  had  plausible  ex- 
cuses for  a  policy  of  Protection,  because 
they  had  something  to  protect  —  unde- 
veloped manufactures,  which,  without 
some  protection,  would  be  exposed  to 
fierce  competition.  The  United  States 
produced  all  the  necessaries  of  life,  and 
only  exported  it.8  surplus  of  food.  France 
produced  nearly  all  her  own  food.  The 
peculiar  position  of  England  was  that 
her  people  depended  upon  a  large  im- 
portation of  food  and  of  raw  materials, 
and  there  were  no  means  of  paying  for 
them  except  by  exports.  To  us,  there- 
fore. Free  Trade  was  a  matter  of  life 
and  death.  We  had  practically  to  im- 
port the  food  of  one-half  the  population 
—of  from  15,000,000  to  18,000,000  of 
people ;  and  we  had  also  to  import  the 
raw  materials  for  the  greater  part  of  our 
manufactures.  For  me  enormous  im- 
port of  food  and  of  raw  materials, 
amounting  to  about  £800,000,000  ster- 
ling, we  had  no  means  of  paying  except 
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by  our  manufactured  goods.  It  was 
essential  tliat  we  should  be  large  ex- 
porters and  the  cheapest  producers ;  and, 
unless  we  were  the  cheapest  producers, 
our  position  was  one  of  great  danger. 
It  was  said  we  imported  £2,000,000 
worth  of  cotton  goods ;  but  we  exported 
somewhere  about  £60,000,000  worth. 
The  cotton  trade  depended  for  its  exist- 
ence upon  our  being  the  cheapest  pro- 
ducers, and  being  able  to  control  the 
foreign  markets.  It  was  the  fact  that 
we  were  the  cheapest  producers  that 
enabled  us  to  control  the  markets  of 
India,  China,  South  America,  and  Africa. 
In  all  these  markets  we  had  absolute 
Free  Trade,  or,  at  all  events,  the  benefit 
of  the  Most  Favoured  Nation  Clause, 
and  we  were,  therefore,  unaffected  by 
competition.  The  amount  of  trade 
with  those  markets  carried  off  by  other 
countries  was  a  mere  bagatelle  com- 
pared with  our  own.  It  was  quite 
true  that  we  were  losing  trade  with 
the  protected  countries  of  !the  Conti- 
nent and  with  the  United  States;  but 
we  were  gaining  trade  with  the  British 
Colonies  and  in  neutral  markets.  We 
did  not  possess  the  means  of  improving 
our  position  by  altering  our  commercial 
policy.  No  doubt,  our  import  of  foreign 
manufactured  goods,  about  £46,000,000 
worth,  was  too  large ;  and  it  was  to  be 
regretted  that  our  manufacturers  should 
not  be  able  to  reduce  it  by  competitioii ; 
but  if  we  were  to  place  the  duties  sug- 
gested upon  that  £46,000,000  worth  of 
goods,  what  would  be  the  effect  ?  No 
doubt  for  a  time  we  should  give  a  stimu- 
lus to  the  trades  of  this  country  that  are 
competed  with  now;  for  a  short  time  there 
would  be  more  profit  and  a  greater  employ- 
ment of  labour ;  but  the  ultimate  effect 
would  be  to  raise  the  cost  of  production 
in  this  country  generally,  and  when  that 
was  done  we  should  lessen  our  trade  with 
the  other  countries  of  the  world.  That 
we  should  lose  the  command  of  the  great 
neutral  markets  would  be  the  inevitable 
effect  of  any  policy  of  that  kind.  It  was, 
therefore,  to  us  a  matter  of  life  and 
death  that  we  should  be  the  cheapest 
producers.  Still,  the  question  arose — 
Why  was  it  that  other  countries  were 
able  to  send  us  any  manufactured  goods  ? 
Why  were  Belgium  and  France  able  to 
send  us  silk  and  woollen  and  iron  goods  ? 
It  arose  from  two  causes.  The  first  was 
that  other  countries  had  cheaper  labour 
and  longer  hours  of  work  than  we  had ; 


and  the  second  was  that  by  the  spread 
of  technical  education  they  had  dis- 
covered fi^ner  and  better  processes  than 
we  had.  Our  remedy  was  to  out- trump 
them  by  discovering  still  finer  and  better 
processes.  This  country  was  the  store- 
house of  mechanical  invention,  genius, 
and  contrivance ;  and  it  was  our  own 
fault  if  we  permitted  any  foreign  coun- 
try to  get  an  advantage  over  us  by  tech- 
nical superiority.  As  to  the  wages  and 
hours  of  other  countries,  the  fact  that 
the  wages  were  lower  and  the  hours 
longer  at  all  events  constituted  a  caution 
to  our  artizans  and  Trade  Unions  not  to 
press  their  claims  too  far.  He  viewed 
with  the  greatest  satisfaction  the  in- 
creased comfort  of  the  working  classes, 
and  there  was  nothing  he  desired  more 
ardently  to  promote ;  but  we  could  not 
shut  our  eyes  to  the  fact  that  we  were 
exposed  to  risk  in  competing  with  coun- 
tries where  men  worked  15  hours  per 
week  longer,  and  were  content  with  30 
per  cent  lower  wages.  It  was  possible 
to  kill  the  goose  that  laid  the  golden 
egg.  If  we  lost  any  trade  from  these 
causes  it  would  be  difficult  to  recover  it. 
No  doubt  this  country  suffered  from  the 
protective  policy  of  other  countries  in 
recent  years.  It  was  admitted  that  many 
Cobdenite  prognostications  had  not  been 
realized;  but  there  were  no  means  by 
which  we  could  affect  the  reactionary 
policy  of  other  countries.  We  might, 
perhaps,  have  gained  certain  advantages 
if  we  had  retained  the  power  of  negotia- 
tion. We  might  at  one  time  have  in- 
sisted upon  Free  Trade  in  the  Colonies 
and  throughout  the  British  Empire ;  but 
the  day  for  doing  it  was  past,  for  the 
great  Colonies  were  virtually  indepen- 
dent, and  we  could  influence  them  by 
persuasion  only.  The  population  of  this 
country  was  growing  with  rapidity,  while 
its  trade  was  not.  We  raised  less  food 
to-day  in  this  country  than  we  did  20  or 
30  years  ago.  There  were  now  more  than 
30,000,000  of  population  to  support  in 
Great  Britain,  one-half  of  whom  were  sup- 
ported by  the  importation  of  foreign  food. 
The  increase  in  our  population  was  going 
on  at  a  rapid  rate;  and  it  became  a 
serious  question  to  consider  the  wants  of 
our  large  towns,  where  millions  of  people 
were  underfed,  and  where  employment 
was  inadequate.  The  remedy  which  he 
would  venture  to  suggest  was  in  this 
direction.  We  possessed  a  Colonial  Em- 
pire 60  times  larger  than  the  United 
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Kingdom.  In  England  we  had  450  per- 
sons to  the  square  mile,  a  considerable 
portion  of  whom  were  on  the  verge  of 
starvation;  in  Australia,  on  the  other 
hand,  there  was  but  one  person  to  the 
square  mile.  What  was  the  natural 
remedy  in  the  circumstances  ?  Surely  it 
was  to  be  found  in  some  steps  being  taken 
to  remove  our  congested  population  to 
some  of  those  more  favourably  situated 
Colonies.  Unless  we  adopted  some  course 
of  this  kind  he  foresaw  increasing  labour 
difficulties  in  all  our  large  towns,  with 
the  concomitant  spread  of  Socialism. 
For  these  difficulties  he  could  see  no 
remedy,  except  that  of  spreading  our 
large  and  growing  population  over  the 
vast  area  of  our  Colonies.  There  was 
one  chief  cause  for  the  terrible  cloud  of 
depression  which  hung  over,  not  only 
the  United  Kingdom,  but  Europe  and 
America  as  well.  There  was  surely  some- 
thing wrong  in  the  commercial  system. 
This  state  of  things  had  now  existed  for 
many  years.  Nothing  like  it  had  been 
seen  since  the  gloomy  days  previous  to 
the  repeal  of  the  Corn  Laws.  What  was 
the  chief  feature  of  this  remarkable  state 
of  things  ?  It  was  the  astonishing  fall 
of  prices,  which  had  been  perfectly  un- 
exampled in  their  time.  He  had  taken 
great  pains  to  investigate  this  question  ; 
and  he  could  assure  the  House  that  the 
average  prices  now  existing  in  this  coun- 
try, the  United  States,  France,  and  else- 
where were  about  40  per  cent  lower  than 
was  the  case  10  or  15  years  ago.  This 
had  an  immense  effect  upon  the  traders 
of  the  country,  because  it  might  be  truly 
said  that  a  very  large  portion  of  the 
trade  of  this  country  was  virtually  bank- 
rupt just  now.  The  real  owner  of  com- 
mercial plant  in  this  country  at  the 
present  time  might  be  said  to  be  the 
mortgagee.  Nothing  could  be  more  dis- 
couraging to  industry,  because  this  state 
of  things  really  put  an  end  to  all  enter- 
prize.  This  was  the  condition  of  affairs 
just  now  in  the  United  States,  in  Eng- 
land, France,  Belgium,  and  to  a  less 
extent  in  Germany.  There  must  be 
some  common  cause  for  this  condition  of 
things;  and  he  believed,  after  much 
study  of  the  question,  that  the  main 
cause  was  to  be  found  in  the  foolish  and 
reckless  monetary  changes  which  had 
expelled  one- half  of  the  money  of  the 
world  from  its  proper  use,  and  which 
had  thrown  the  business  operations 
almost  exclusively  on  the   other   half. 

Mr.  Satnuel  Smith 


The  result  was  that  they  had  these  fall- 
ing prices.  By  this  change,  too,  they 
had  transferred  a  great  portion  of  the 
property  of  the  country  from  the  hard- 
working toiling  classes  to  the  idle  money- 
lending  classes.  If  they  wished  to  get 
rid  of  this  disease  of  depression  they 
must  get  rid  of  their  absurd  and  foolish 
monetary  policy.  Let  them  go  back  to 
the  position  held  by  Europe  up  to  1873, 
and  he  believed  the  effect  would  be  a 
remarkable  resuscitation  of  industy. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  (Donegal, 
E.)  said,  he  must  compliment  the  hon. 
Member  for  Camberwell  (Mr.  Baumann) 
upon  the  felicity  and  the  charm  of  his 
speech ;  but  he  could  not;  help  remem- 
bering that  the  400  majority  oy  which 
the  hon.  Member  had  secured  his  seat 
was  due  not  to  the  intelligent  interest 
which  the  English  artizans  took  in  the 
fiscal  affairs  of  their  country,  but  to  the 
Irish  vote.  Neither  could  he  help  re- 
collecting that  when,  during  the  end  of 
the  last  and  the  beginning  of  the  present 
year,  money  was  so  cheap  that  it  could 
be  borrowed  at  2  per  cent,  thousands  of 
acres  of  land  were  lying  unproductive, 
while  20,000  dock  labourers  in  London 
alone  were  starving.  Some  references 
had  been  made  to  the  voluminous  evi- 
dence taken  before  the  Eoyal  Conmiis- 
sion  on  the  Depression  of  Trade ;  but  it 
was  only  fair  that  that  evidence  should 
be  taken  as  a  whole,  and  not  treated  in 
a  piecemeal  fashion.  As  a  Member  of 
that  Commission,  he  might  mention  some 
of  the  facts  that  had  come  out  in  evi- 
dence. It  was  shown  that  there  was  un- 
used capital,  unused  land,  and  workers 
idle  by  the  thousand;  that  in  agri- 
cultural districts  the  farmers'  profits 
were  swallowed  up  by  landlords'  rents ; 
in  mining  districts  depression  was  caused 
by  the  royalties  to  the  lords  of  the  soil 
swallowing  up  the  profits  of  the  mines ; 
and,  again,  in  the  large  centres  of  com- 
mercial industry,  the  system  of  ground 
rents  to  wealthy  landlords  made  it  hard 
for  the  industrial  population  to  live — and 
those  who  were  in  work  were  earning 
what  was  hardly  sufficient  to  keep  body 
and  soul  together — and  went  far  to  ex- 
plain the  depression  which  existed. 
These  facts  ought  not  to  be  forgotten  in 
discussing  a  subject  of  this  kind.   Under 
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those  dronmstances,  the  eyidence  wonid 
bear  a  very  different  interpretation  to 
that  which  it  had  been  sought  to  place 

upon  it.     

Mb.  BATTRR  (Somerset,  Frome)  said, 
that  the  subject  brought  forward  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr.  Jen- 
nings) had  been  placed  before  the  House 
by  him   in  a  most  taking  form.     The 
proposal  was,  in  fact,  to  raise  taxation 
on  certain  foreign  manufactures  for  the 
implied  purpose  of  benefiting  the  la- 
bourers of    this    country.      The    hon. 
Member  had  made  a  great  deal  of  the 
fact  that  while  the  United  States  im- 
ported £86,000,000  worth  of  produce 
into  this  country  we,  in  return,  only  ex- 
ported   £24,000,000    in    the    year    to 
America.  The  difference  of  £62,000,000 
the   hon.  Member  treated   as  being  a 
direct  loss  to  this  country;  but  while  the 
Americans  did  not  make  us  a  present  of 
that  sum,  we  certainly  did  not  pay  for 
it  in  specie.    The  hon.  Member  must  be 
acquainted  with  the  fact  that  specie  was 
not  paid  for  those  American  imports, 
and  that  if  our  exports  did  not  go  to  the 
United  States  directly  they  went  in- 
directly.     The    prosperity   which  this 
country  enjoyed  under  Free  Trade  was 
shown  by  the  Returns  of  the  Sayings 
Banks,  which  represented  the  savings 
of  the  working  classes.    In  1846  the 
amount  of  money  in  the  Savings  Banks 
was  about  £46,000.000,  while,  at  the 
present    day,     it    had    increased     to 
£95,000,000.     With  largely  increased 
wages,  and  with  a  greatly  diminished 
price  of  articles  of  consumption,  it  could 
not  be  denied  that  the  condition  of  the 
labouring  classes  had  very  considerably 
improved.  Directly  we  placed  a  duty  on 
foreign  manufactured  goods  we  should 
raise   the  prices  of  those  goods;  and, 
whatever  might  be  the  opinion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stockport,  who  claimed 
to    represent    a    workmg-class    consti- 
tuency, he  begged  to  say  that,  in  his  own 
constituency,  the  classes  who  worked  in 
the  mills  were  all  agreed  that  Free  Trade 
was  absolutely  essential  to  their  well- 
being.    An  import  duty  would,  no  doubt, 
benedt  the  manufacturer ;  but  it  would 
certainly  be  detrimental  to  the  labourer, 
since  it  would  be  impossible  to  tax  manu- 
facturing imports  without  taxing  agri- 
cultural imports.  That  would,  of  course, 
put  a  tax  upon  food ;  and  he  should  be 
surprised    if  the    constituents    of   the 
hon.  Member  allowed  him  to  advocate 


that.  The  hon.  Member  had  spoken 
about  the  increase  in  the  numbers  of 
people  who  were  employed  in  American 
textile  manufactures;  but  he  believed  it 
would  be  found  that  the  increase  of 
population  in  America  during  the  same 
period  was  in  excess  ratio  to  the  in- 
creased numbers  employed  in  those 
manufactures.  The  Seconder  of  the 
Resolution  (Sir  Ounliffe  Brooks)  was  a 
gentleman  connected  with  banking, 
and,  therefore,  well  acquainted  with  all 
subjects  relating  to  finance.  The  hon. 
Member  said — **  We  throw  hundreds  of 
millions  away  every  year,  and  never  see 
them  again."  He  believed  the  House 
would  agree  with  him  that  that  was  a 
very  startling  statement.  Where  did 
the  hundreds  of  millions  come  from,  and 
where  did  they  go  to  ?  He  thought  the 
hon.  Member  would  find  that  there  was 
more  money  in  the  banks,  and  more 
in  the  pockets  of  the  people,  than  at 
any  former  period.  In  conclusion,  he 
would  observe  that  although  he  admired 
many  of  the  pamphlets  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Flint  (Mr.  Samuel  Smith), 
he  entirely  differed  from  that  hon.  Gen- 
tleman on  the  question  of  bimetallism. 

Mb.  JAMES  MACLEAN  (Oldham) 
said,  that  while  he  was  unable  to  sup- 
port the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Stockport  (Mr.  Jennings), 
he  was  at  issue  with  hon.  Members  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  as  to  the 
facts  of  the  present  situation.  The 
speech  to  which  they  had  just  listened 
was  conceived  much  on  the  same  lines 
as  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bethnal 
Green  (Mr.  Howell),  and  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman seemed  to  him  to  deny  that  any 
great  and  unparalleled  depression  of 
trade  existed  at  the  present  time.  He 
was  glad  to  notice,  however,  that  the 
last  speaker  did  not  infuse  into  his  re- 
marks that  bitterness  of  Party  and  class 
feeling  which,  unfortunately,  disfigured 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bethnal  Green.  With  regard  to  the 
question  whether  there  was  any  real  and 
serious  depression  existing  in  the  coun- 
try at  the  present  moment,  he  should 
like  to  cite  one  witness  who  would  have 
been  accepted  not  long  ago  by  all  Mem- 
bers on  the  other  side  of  the  House  as 
a  witness  of  unimpeachable  authority. 
Early  this  Session  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham, at  that  time  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  (Mr.  Ohamberlain), 
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in  a  very  sound  and  admirable  speech, 
spoke  on  a  Motion  brought  forward  bj 
the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  B. 
Dawson)  with  regard  to  Harbours  of 
Befuge,  and  on  that  occasion  he  de- 
scribed the  results  of  inquiries  he  had 
made  in  regard  to  the  condition  of 
the  working  classes  throughout  the 
country,  and  he  admitted  that  there 
was  a  great  deal  of  distress  existing 
among  the  better  class  of  artizans,  which 
could  not,  and  did  not,  come  under  the 
notice  of  the  Boards  of  Guardians.  He 
said  he  knew  nothing  more  admirable 
than  the  way  in  which  the  more  respect- 
able of  the  working  classes  shrank  from 
having  recourse  to  the  Poor  Law  for 
help  in  their  difficulties,  undergoing,  as 
they  did,  great  hardship  and  privation, 
and  almost  starvation,  rather  than  have 
recourse  to  what  they  considered  to  be  a 
degradation.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man C/Onfessed  that  the  distress  amongst 
the  classes  to  which  he  referred  was 
considerable,  and  that,  unless  there  was 
a  speedy  diminution  in  the  distress,  it 
would  be  a  serious  matter  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House  what  steps 
should  be  taken  in  the  matter.  Now, 
that  was  the  opinion  only  a  short  time 
ago  of  a  distinguished  Member  of  the 
Liberal  Party,  who  was,  until  recently, 
a  Member  of  the  Liberal  Government, 
of  the  condition  of  the  trade  and  com- 
merce of  the  country.  Such  was  the 
state  of  the  country  after  five  years  of 
Liberal  rule ;  and  it  was  a  complete  an- 
swer to  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bethnal  Green,  that  whenever 
the  Liberals  came  into  Office  the  trade 
and  industry  of  the  country  at  once 
began  to  improve.  Now,  not  only  did 
the  depression  of  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  spoke  exist  at  that  time,  but 
it  had  since  increased,  as  anybody  who 
moved  about  in  the  manufacturing  dis- 
tricts must  know  very  well ;  and  if  hon. 
Members  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
had  moved  about  in  the  manufacturing 
districts  as  he  (Mr.  Maclean)  had,  they 
would  also  know  that  there  was  a  strong 
feeling  amongst  the  working  classes  of 
those  districts  that  foreign  competition 
had  a  great  deal  to  do  with  the  depres- 
sion of  trade.  [^Crtea  of  **No,  no!"] 
Well,  he  knew  that  the  feeling  prevailed, 
to  a  large  extent,  amongst  the  working 
classes.  He  was  not  one  of  those  who 
thought  that  was  a  feeling  which  ought 
to  be  encouraged  by  proposals  to  put 
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taxes  on  the  importation  of  foreiga 
manufactures  into  this  country.  When 
people  were  out  of  employment  and  trade 
was  bad  their  imagination  was  apt  to  be 
captivated  by  all  sorts  of  schemes  for 
the  improvement  of  their  condition. 
Most  men  were  by  nature  ProteciioniBts ; 
and  it  required  a  strong  and  sustained 
effort,  not  only  of  the  reason,  but  of  the 
will,  to  confirm  them  in  their  faith  in 
Free  Trade.  Persons  engaged  in  daily 
labour  had  not  the  time  or  the  op- 
portunity to  study  the  question  deeply  ; 
and  it  was  not  unnatural  that,  in 
times  of  depression,  they  should  think 
that  relief  was  to  be  obtained  by  shut- 
ting out  foreign  manufactures.  For 
himself,  however,  he  did  not  think  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Stock- 
port would  have  the  result  desired.  His 
hon.  Friend  had  suggested  that  the 
United  States  were  prospering  at  our 
expense  in  the  neutral  markets  of  the 
world,  in  spite  of  their  having  a  protec- 
tive tariff.  He  believed  that  we  had  a 
stronger  hold  on  the  neutral  markets  of 
the  world  than  any  other  competing  coun- 
tries, whether  they  were  Free  Trade  or 
Protectionist.  But,  of  course,  the  advan- 
tages in  competition  which  we  secured 
by  Free  Trade  might  be  counterbalanced 
by  other  circumstances.  It  might  be 
that  other  countries,  where  the  cost  of 
the  raw  material  was  smaller,  or  the 
markets  nearer,  or  where  the  hours 
of  labour  were  longer,  might  be  able 
to  force  their  goods  into  neutral  markets 
in  spite  of  Free  Trade ;  but  should  we 
gain  any  advantage  by  abandoning  Free 
Trade  and  increasing  the  cost  of  pro- 
duction to  our  producers  at  home  ?  He 
certainly  did  not  think  that  we  should. 
The  question  was  often  asked,  What 
country  was  prospering  by  Free  Trade  ? 
He  did  not  know  of  any  country  in  the 
world  which  was  prospering  at  the  pre- 
sent time  more  than  Lidia  was  doing— 
she  was  enjoying  considerable  prosperity 
— and  that  was  because  India  enjoyed 
the  benefits  of  absolute  Free  Trade 
under  British  rule.  His  hon.  Friend  had 
drawn  a  distinction  between  consumers 
and  producers  which,  to  his  (Mr.  Mac- 
lean's) mind,  involved  a  great  fallacy. 
He  said  producers  were  not  to  be  sacri- 
ficed in  the  interests  of  the  consumers. 
But  in  England  we  were  both  producers 
and  consumers,  and  especially  we  were 
consumers  of  foreign  food  and  raw  ma- 
terial; and  it  was  a  perfect  fallacy  to 
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draw  distinotioiiB  between  the  two  olaBses. 
The  great  object  which  we  should  all 
haye  in  view,  in  order  to  secure  the 
prosperity  of  the  industrial  classes, 
ahoald  be  to  enable  them  to  produce 
home  manufactures  at  the  lowest  pos- 
sible cost ;  and  he  would  ask  how  was  it 
possible  we  could  produce  at  the  lowest 
cost  unless  we  had  Free  Trade  for  rawma- 
terials?  His  hon.  Friend  had  been  good 
enough  to  refer  to  the  borough  which 
he  (Mr.  Maclean)  had  the  honour  to 
r^resent — the  borough  of  Oldham — as 
being  in  great  distress.  The  state  of 
things  in  Oldham,  he  regretted  to  say, 
was  very  distressing  indeed.  He  ac- 
knowledged that  the  spinning  trade,  of 
which  Oldham  was  the  heaaquarters, 
was  very  much  distressed,  and  far  from 
satisfactory.  At  no  time  were  the  Old- 
ham people  more  gloomy  about  their 
prospects.  The  witnesses  who  were 
examined  before  the  Eoyal  Oommis- 
sioners  on  Trade  Depression  all  agreed 
that  at  no  previous  time  within  their 
recollection  were  the  profits  on  the 
manufacture  of  yam  in  this  country  so 
small  as  at  the  present  time.  But  could 
his  hon.  Friend  point  to  a  scintilla  of 
eyidenoe  given  before  the  Commissioners 
about  Oldham  to  the  effect  that  the 
cause  of  the  depression  was  due  to  the 
importation  into  England  of  foreign 
manufactured  goods  ?  There  were  many 
causes  for  the  depression.  There  were 
many  markets  which  now  produced  a 
great  deal  of  yam  that  could  compete  suc- 
cessfully with  the  goods  exported  from 
this  country.  In  India,  for  example, 
many  cotton  mills  had  been  set  up,  and 
they  were  able  to  produce  cotton  yams 
cheaply,because  they  had  theraw  material 
at  their  very  doors.  They  imported  coal 
from  England  at  a  very  low  rate ;  freights 
were  cheap,  labour  was  plentiful  and 
cheap,  and  they  got  out  the  latest  and 
most  improved  machinery  at  a  cheap  rate, 
and  they  acquired  skilled  supervision 
from  managers  from  this  countxy.  More- 
over, the  superiority  of  manufacturing 
skill,  which  had  hitherto  given  us  a  great 
advantage  over  competing  countries,  was 
constantly  being  diminished;  and  in 
India,  also,  there  was  a  steady  depre- 
oiation  in  the  value  of  silver,  which  gave 
to  the  numuf acturers  of  yam  and  cloth 
in  India  a  great  advantage  over  the 
manufaoturers  in  this  country  in  the 
competition  of  yams  and  clodi.  Now 
these,  he  oonaidered,  were  among  the 


chief  causes  which  contributed  to  the 
depression  of  trade  in  Lancashire.  Now, 
he  would  ask,  what  would  be  the  advan- 
tage of  imposing  a  large  import  duty 
upon  silk  and  other  goods?  He  was 
not  so  strong  a  Free  Trader  as  not  to 
say  that  retaliation  should  be  applied 
within  a  narrow  compass  or  field,  over 
which  we  ourselves  had  complete  control, 
so  that,  for  instance,  we  might  avenge 
ourselves  upon  Eussia,  who  was  doing  edl 
that  she  could  to  prevent  our  trading  in 
the  far  East.  He  had  made  such  a 
proposition  in  that  House,  and  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  Ministerial  side  had 
laughed  at  the  idea.  That  was  a  case 
where  Protection  might  be  resorted  to 
with  advantage ;  but  the  complexities  of 
trade,  indust^,  and  commerce  were  so 
great  and  far-reaching  in  our  trade  with 
Europe  that  it  would  be  impossible  to 
adopt  retaliation  in  some  cases  and  not 
in  others — ^to  make  bargains  here  and 
not  in  other  cases  without  its  having  a 
retro-active  effect  on  our  own  industries. 
He  would  take  one  instance  in  proof  of 
this  assertion.  It  would  be  remembered 
that  the  Commercial  Treaty  which  Mr. 
Oobden  negotiated  with  tihe  Emperor 
Napoleon  IH.  was  announced  with  a 
great  flourish  of  trumpets.  In  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland's  (Mr.  John  Mor- 
ley*s)  interesting  history  of  Th9  Life  of 
Cohden  there  was  an  account  of  the  dif- 
ferences of  opinion  which  prevailed  be- 
tween the  Prime  Minister  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  and  Mr.  Oobden,  on  the  one 
hand,  and  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright)  on  the  other, 
over  the  negotiations  for  the  French 
Treaty.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham  thought  it  was  our  busi- 
ness to  look  solely  to  our  own  tariffis, 
without  consideration  for  what  France 
wanted  in  return.  Mr.  Oobden  and  the 
Prime  Minister  thought  otherwise,  and 
the  Chief  Secretary  adopted  their  views. 
Commenting  upon  this  difference  of  opi- 
nion, Mr.  Morley  remarked — 

**  An  economic  principle  in  itself,  as  all 
sensible  men  have  now  learnt,  can  never  be 
decisive  of  anything  in  the  mixed  and  complex 
sphere  of  practice.'' 

That  was  an  expression  of  opinion  which 
would  justify,  not  only  special  bargains 
and  arrangements  with  other  countries 
— Treaties  of  Commerce  and  the  like — 
but  it  involved  also  the  policy  of  re- 
taliation. Experience  had  proved  that 
both  Mr.  Cobden  and  Bir.   Gladstone 
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were  totally  mistaken  in  their  estimate 
of  what  the  effect  would  be  of  the 
Treaty  with  France,  and  that  their  de- 
parture from  sound  principle  in  this  in- 
stance had  been  indirectly  injurious  to 
British  trade  with  other  countries.  The 
exceptionally  favourable  treatment  which 
England  accorded  to  French  productions 
had  caused  great  irritation  to  Spain, 
which  had  lasted  for  80  years,  and  it  was 
not  until  a  few  weeks  ago  that  that  irrita- 
tion had  been  removed.  That  showed 
what  great  harm  might  arise  out  of  this 
kind  of  bargaining,  and  how  difficult  it 
was  to  have  a  commercial  policy  favour- 
ing one  country  at  the  expense  of  others, 
which  would  not  do  more  harm  than 
good  to  ourselves.  His  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Jennings)  proposed  a  duty  of  20 
per  cent  on  silks  imported  from  France 
and  other  countries.  But,  in  a  Eeport 
presented  on  the  manufacturing  indus- 
tries of  France,  it  appeared  that  the  silk 
industry  at  Lyons  was  depressed  and 
languishing  owing  to  the  competition  of 
German  silks  in  which  there  was  a  mix- 
ture of  cotton.  The  Lyons  manufac- 
turers were  imploring  the  French  GK)- 
verument  to  do  away  with  the  heavy 
import  duty  on  the  yam  spun  at  Oldham, 
in  order  that  they  might  work  it  into 
their  silks.  Thus  the  effect  of  his  hon. 
Friend's  proposal  would  probably  be  to 
deprive  Oldham  of  a  large  foreign  market 
for  its  yarns.  That  trade  gave  a  great  deal 
of  employment ;  and  if  a  tax  were  im- 
posed upon  French  silks  it  would  be  the 
duty  of  the  English  Government  to  find 
the  manufacturers  of  Oldham  another 
market.  His  hon.  Friend  proposed  to 
unite  two  incompatibles — he  stated  that 
by  the  proposals  he  brought  forward  he 
would  give  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer £9,250,000  of  Eevenue,  arising 
horn  import  duties  upon  foreign  manu- 
factured goods,  and  that  he  would,  at 
the  same  time,  revive  British  industry. 
Well,  the  fact  was  the  hon.  Member 
could  not  do  both.  If  he  raised  the 
Be  venue,  then  the  foreign  goods  must 
still  be  imported,  and  British  industry 
would  not  be  benefited.  If,  on  the  other 
hand,  the  import  duties  were  high 
enough  to  exclude  foreign  manufac- 
tures and  transfer  the  trade  into 
British  hands,  then  there  would  be 
nothing  left  to  collect  Eevenue  upon. 
He  might  do  one  or  the  other;  but 
if  he  did  one  he  prevented  the  reali- 
zation of  the  other.     His  main  objec- 
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tion  to  his  hon.  Friend's  proposal  was 
that  it  was  a  return  to  the  old 
vicious  circle.  It  was  impossible  to  im- 
pose any  particular  duty  without  giving 
other  industries  the  right  to  demand 
the  same  treatment.  Why  should  one 
particular  industry  be  protected  and  an- 
other left  out  in  the  cold  ?  An  import 
duty  on  com  would  be  demanded,  and 
with  the  best  show  of  reason,  because 
the  agricultural  interest  was  the  largest 
in  the  country.  It  was  impossible  to 
draw  a  distinction  on  the  ground  of  raw 
material,  as  com  was  the  result  of 
labour  as  much  as  manufactured  goods 
were.  These  were  some  of  the  reasons 
why  he  considered  that  it  was  his  duty 
to  vote  against  the  proposal  made  by 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Stock- 
port. 

Me.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich)  said,  that  the  Legislature  of  this 
country  was  the  most  honest  in  the  world ; 
and  that  was  so  mainly  because  its  Mem- 
bers had  not  the  same  temptations  to 
overcome  which  beset  the  legislators  of 
Protectionist  countries.  He  could  illus- 
trate the  truth  of  that  statement  by  a 
reference  to  the  business  in  which  he  was 
engaged.  All  the  sulphur  ore  used  in 
the  alkali  trade  formerly  came  from  Ire- 
land. He  thought  an  alkali  maker  did 
not  require  sulphur  ore ;  and  if  a  duty 
were  put  on  sulphur  ore  from  Spain 
sufficiently  high  to  bring  the  Irish  ore 
into  use  again,  his  business  organization 
would  make  a  profit  of  about  £500,000 
a-year  thereby,  and  he  could  afiPord  to 
offer  huge  bribes  to  Members  to  bring 
that  about.  He  therefore  conjured  the 
House  to  oppose  a  Motion  which  would 
endanger  the  honour  and  purity  of  the 
Legislature. 

Colonel  BRTDGEMAN  (Bolton)  said, 
he  would  admit  that  a  few  years  back 
the  statesmen  of  this  country  need  not 
have  troubled  their  heads  much  about 
the  employment  of  the  people,  because 
at  that  time  labour  had  it  all  its  own 
way.  Things,  however,  had  changed, 
and  instead  now  of  capital  vying  with 
capital  to  get  labour,  labour  was  vying 
with  labour  to  get  employment,  and  this 
would  intensify  as  time  went  on,  for  the 
reason  that  the  population  of  this  coun- 
try was  increasing  at  the  rate  of  between 
200,000  and  300,000  a-year,  and  if  we 
failed  to  get  employment  for  our  people 
now,  how  were  we  to  do  so  in  future 
years  ?  The  capitalist,  whose  capital  con- 
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•isted  in  gold,  whiohwas  the  aooumulated 
labour  of  past  years,  cared  very  little 
how  our  Bevenue  was  raised,  whether 
from  articles  we  could  produce  or  not ; 
but  it  was  very  difiPerent  with  the  labour- 
ing man,  whose  whole  capital  consisted 
in  his  power  to  work.  It  was  really  a 
question  of  life  or  death  with  him  whe- 
ther he  got  employment  for  his  labour, 
and,  therefore,  whether  we  raised  re- 
venue from  articles  which  he  produced 
or  not.  He  protested  against  Gentlemen 
below  the  (Gangway  claiming  to  be  the 
only  Eepresentatives  of  labour  in  the 
House.  He  claimed  to  be  himself  a 
Hepresentative  of  labour,  as  he  sat  for  a 
constituency  of  which  the  great  majority 
were  working  men ;  and  he  could  tell 
the  House  that  the  working  men  would 
not  be  satisfied  until  this  question  was 
thoroughly  threshed  out. 

Mb.  JAMES  ELLIS  (Leicestershire, 
Bosworth)  said,  that  every  man  who 
gave  his  mind  to  the  thorough  study  of 
economic  laws  would  see  that  for  Eng- 
land, at  least,  the  only  chance  was  to 
continue  in  the  path  of  Free  Trade. 
There  was  a  feeling  in  the  House  that 
the  importation  of  manufactured  goods 
into  this  country  was  necessarily  an  evil; 
but  he  believed  that  it  was  just  as  much 
a  blessing  as  the  introduction  of  food. 
The  fact  was  that  if  they  allowed  the 
channel  of  trade  to  be  free,  men  would 
only  exchange  goods  one  with  another 
when  there  was  a  profit  on  the  exchange ; 
and  it  was  just  as  good  for  us  to  import 
iron  from  Belgium,  or  manufactured 
cotton  from  the  United  States,  as  it  was 
to  import  raw  material.  Did  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen think  that  the  United  States  sent 
us  a  quantity  of  goods  without  getting 
paid  for  them  ?  There  were  plenty  of 
French  cucumbers  and  other  vegetables 
to  be  got  in  Covent  Garden  Market. 
Was  it  supposed  that  Frenchmen  sent 
those  goods  without  receiving  goods  in 
return  r  It  was  simply  an  easier  way 
of  producing  what  was  wanted  in  this 
country.  It  was  true  that  just  now  there 
was  a  very  large  excess  of  imports  over 
exports ;  but  those  who  had  gone  into 
the  question  knew  that,  taking  a  period 
of  10  years,  the  trade  was  balanced.  In 
the  first  place,  it  was  balanced  by  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  goods  we  sent  to  the 
States ;  in  the  second  place,  by  the  con- 
siderable number  of  interests  paid  on 
mortgage  and  railway  stocks  in  America ; 
and,  iti  the  third  place,  by  the  exports 

VOL.  OOOV.        [thibd  sbbies.] 


sent  to  India  and  China.  What  would 
become  of  our  trade  with  India  and 
China  if  it  were  not  for  the  amount  of 
goods  which  we  imported  from  America? 
If  we  began  Protection  it  must  be  prac- 
tised all  round.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Stockport  had  given  an 
illustration  of  the  need  of  Protection 
which  came  under  his  own  observation. 
He  (Mr.  Ellis)  would  like  the  House  to 
know  how  his  own  constituency  was 
affected  by  the  present  condition  of 
things.  In  London  the  authorities  had 
wisely  changed  the  method  of  making 
streets.  They  no  longer  put  down  blocks 
of  granite,  but  asphalte  which  came 
from  Switzerland,  and  timber  which 
came  from  Norway.  Neither  the  asphalte 
nor  timber  paid  English  duty  ;  but  by  its 
use  there  had  been  displaced  the  labour 
of  thousands  of  men  in  his  constituency 
and  in  Wales  and  Scotland.  If  the 
other  industries  of  the  country  were  pro- 
tected his  constituents  would  come  for- 
ward and  say — **You  shall  not  import 
timber ;  you  shall  not  import  asphalte ; 
but  you  shall  be  compelled  to  use  our 
granite."  As  the  Eepresentative  of  an 
agricultural  constituency,  he  was  amazed 
that  the  Mover  of  the  Besolution  pro- 
posed to  leave  agriculturists  out  of  the 
question.  If  it  was  intended  to  raise  the 
price  of  everything  agriculturists  used, 
surely  it  was  proper  to  put  a  tax  upon 
wheat.  If  he  would  tax  anything  at 
all,  he  would  tax  agricultural  produce, 
the  price  of  which  had  fallen  to  such  an 
extent  that  we  had  a  difficulty  in  com- 
peting with  the  rich  land  over  the  water. 
It  was  impossible  to  tax  manufactured 
goods.  He  was  a  Free  Trader,  and  he 
would  do  nothing  of  the  sort.  It  was 
impossible  to  play  with  Protection.  If 
adopted  it  must  be  adopted  all  round. 
A  poor  man,  at  one  of  tne  meetings  he 
addressed  on  this  question,  told  him  a 
story  which  very  aptly  applied  to  this 
case.  His  friend  told  him  that  he  went 
to  the  theatre  in  some  agricultural  town. 
The  people  in  the  front  began  to  stand 
up,  then  the  people  at  the  back  stood, 
then  those  in  front  stood  upon  the  forms, 
whereupon  the  people  at  the  back,  in 
order  to  see  better,  stood  upon  the  forms. 
In  the  end  all  the  audience  were  stand- 
ing on  the  forms,  which  led  to  the  re- 
mark by  someone  present — "  My  friends, 
I  think  we  had  better  all  sit  down,  and 
then  we  shall  just  be  where  we  began." 
If  we  taxed  everything  which  we  im- 
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ported  we  Bhould  find  more  trouble  in 
collecting  the  duty;  but  otherwise  we 
Bhould  be  just  where  we  were  before. 
There  was  in  many  parts  of  the  country 
great  depression  of  trade.  There  were 
two  cures  for  it — one  was  to  lessen  the 
Expenditure  of  the  country  by  at  least 
£10,000,000  sterling,  and  the  other  was 
to  use  that  £10,000,000  to  extend  emi- 
gration. By  adopting  remedies  the 
Durden  which  fell  upon  every  man  in 
the  Realm  would  be  decreased,  and 
other  customers  would  be  created  over 
the  water.  If  he  had  his  wish  he  would 
employ  the  ships  now  engaged  in  block- 
ing the  Greek  ports  in  carrying  emi- 
grants to  the  fruitful  shores  of  Western 
Australia. 

Sib  HERBERT  MAXWELL  (Wig- 
ton)  said  that,  if  he  understood  the  argu- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just 
spoken  (Mr.  Ellis),  it  was  that  in 
every  period  of  10  years  matters  righted 
themselves.  But  we  were  now  coming 
to  the  end  of  a  period  of  well-nigh 
10  years.  The  present  depression  com- 
menced about  the  year  1877  or  1878,  and 
if  things  were  to  right  themselves  within 
10  years  a  commencement  must  be  made 
very  soon.  He  had  listened  with  atten- 
tion and  interest  to  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bethnaf  Green  (Mr. 
Howell),  whose  well-known  experience 
of  matters  connnected  with  the  working 
classes  entitled  his  words  to  earnest  con- 
sideration ;  but  he  cpuld  not  see  that  he 
threw  any  particular  light  upon  the  sub- 
ject. The  hon.  Member  asked  why  Im- 
port Duties  were  not  imposed  on  home 
manufactures;  but  the  answer  to  that  was 
that  duties  were  imposed  upon  them  by 
foreign  countries.  He  would  give  the 
House  an  illustration  of  what  occurred 
to  a  well-known  firm  of  ironmasters  in 
Glasgow.  Like  many  other  commercial 
firms  in  this  country,  they  had  been 
driven  by  the  condition  of  trade  in  this 
country  to  set  up  a  manufactory  on  the 
Continent;  and  they  had  occasion,  at  the 
beginning  of  the  year,  to  send  out  an 
engine  the  cost  of  which  in  this  country 
was  £600.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bethnal 
Ghreen  said  that  the  reason  why  foreign 
nations  were  able  to  compete  with  us 
was  because  they  received  machinery  of 
the  very  best  description  from  us.  But 
what  he  did  not  say  was  this — that  that 
machinery,  before  it  went  into  a  country 
whose  products  were  here  received  duty 
free,  was  taxed  upwards  of  100  per  cent. 
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Therefore,  the  price  which  this  firm  had 
to  pay  for  the  engine  costing  £600  in 
this  country  before  it  could  be  laid  down 
in  their  manufactory  in  Spain,  exclusive 
of  carriage,  was  £1,200,  so  that  we  not 
only  handicapped  our  own  manufac- 
turers in  this  country  by  this  fiscal 
system,  but  we  handicapped  our  manu- 
facturers when  they  went  to  other  coun- 
tries. A  few  years  ago  it  required  no 
small  courage  on  the  part  of  anyone  to 
express  in  public  any  doubts  as  to  the 
wisdom  of  the  fiscal  policy  which  we 
had  adopted.  It  seemed  to  be  in  the 
minds  of  some  Gentlemen  little  short  of 
rank  blasphemy,  such  magnificent  claims 
were  made  in  behalf  of  Free  Trade,  such 
vast  results  were  attributed  to  it.  Mr. 
Giffen,  the  well-known  statistician,  even 
claimed  the  increase  in  the  population  of 
this  country  as  one  of  the  resiilts  of  Free 
Trade.  That  was  to  say,  that  the  in- 
crease which  had  taken  place  since  1841, 
which  amounted,  according  to  the  Census 
Returns,  to  41  per  cent,  had  resulted 
from  Free  Trade.  But  how  about  the 
increase  that  had  taken  place  in  the 
preceding  40  years  before  Free  Trade  ? 
From  1801  to  1841  the  population  had 
increased  70  per  cent;  and  therefore, 
when  Mr.  Giffen  laid  claim  to  Free  Trade 
as  a  cause  of  the  increase  in  population 
in  the  last  40  years,  how  did  he  account 
for  the  greater  increase  which  took  place 
before  we  had  Free  Trade  ?  That  was 
only  one  instance  of  the  extraordinary 
attributes  that  were  laid  to  the  credit  of 
unlimited  Free  Trade.  The  whole  of 
our  prosperity  from  1850  to  1870  was 
laid  by  some  people  to  the  credit  of 
Free  Trade.  Some  were  inclined  to  doubt 
that,  and  to  ask  whether  it  had  not  been 
efi'ected  in  spite  of  Free  Trade.  There 
had,  at  all  events,  been  some  other 
causes  at  work.  Lord  Beaconsfield  had 
pointed  out  that  the  enormous  dis- 
coveries of  gold  had  had  something  to 
do  with  the  prosperity  of  the  last  25 
years.  He  had  heard  it  said  by  thought- 
ful men  that  the  present  depression  was 
owing,  in  a  great  measure,  to  the  scarcity 
of  gold;  but,  considering  that  at  the 
present  moment  there  was  more  gold  in 
the  world  than  at  any  former  period,  it 
was  difficult  to  understand  how  the  de- 
pression could  be  due  to  that  cause. 
There  were  enormous  discoveries  of  gold 
in  Australia  and  California  between  the 
years  1850  and  1880.  In  1850  the 
gold  of  the  world  was   estimated  at 
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£630,000,000;  in  1860,  at  £911,000,000; 
in  1870,  at  £1,175,000,000;  and  in  1885, 
at  £1,504,000,000.  The  increase  of  g^old 
must  certainly  have  given  a  great  im- 
petus to  the  manufactures  and  industries 
of  this  oountiy,  so  that  it  was  hardly 
fiEur  to  ascribe  their  development  exdu- 
sively  to  the  establishment  of  Free 
Trade.  Another  great  cause  of  the  in- 
crease of  our  trade  in  the  years  between 
1850  and  1880  was  found  in  the  wars 
that  were  then  waged.  These  were  the 
great  American  War  which  came  to  an 
end  in  1864,  the  war  between  Austria 
and  Prussia,  and  the  Franco-German 
War.  Those  who  remembered  the  im- 
mense impulse  given  to  British  trade  by 
the  demands  which  came  from  the  coun- 
tries which  had  been  engaged  in  those 
wars  would  be  slow  to  place  aU  the  pros- 
p^ty  of  those  years  to  the  credit  of 
Free  Trade.  But  a  short  time  ago 
those  who  expressed  doubt  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  vaunted  efficacy  of  Free 
Trade  were  written  down,  and  some- 
times hooted  down.  Now  there  was 
certainly  a  change  in  public  opinion. 
When  the  subject  of  our  fiscal  policy 
was  referred  to  at  public  meetings 
speakers  were  listened  to  most  intently. 
At  Dumfries,  two  years  ago.  Lord  Salis- 
bury, when  addressing  a  monster  meet- 
ing, alluded  to  the  subject;  and  he  should 
never  forget  the  effect  that  was  produced 
upon  the  vast  audience  by  the  noble 
Lord's  few  words — ^which  were  not  so 
clear  and  unmistakable  as  he  could 
have  wished  them  to  be — but  which, 
nevertheless,  indicated  that  in  the  mind 
of  the  speaker  there  lurked  some  doubt 
as  to  the  wisdom  of  the  policy  which  the 
country  had  so  long  pursued.  Between 
1870  and  1884  the  amount  of  our  trade 
increased  24  per  cent,  while  the  amount 
of  the  trade  of  America  and  Protectionist 
Continental  nations,  taken  together,  in- 
creased 50  per  cent.  If  Free  Trade  had 
really  been  the  cause  of  our  prosperity, 
it  was  worth  while  inquiring  why  the 
prosperity  of  Protectionist  countries  had 
mcreased  in  a  greater  ratio  than  ours. 
He  should  like  to  hear  an  explanation 
of  that  state  of  things  from  those  who 
held  that  Free  Trade  Kfforded  a  sure 
path  to  prosperity.  The  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  J.  Ohamberlain)  five 
years  ago,  referring  to  the  apprehension 
that  was  felt  by  many  people  in  conse- 
queooe  of  the  inoroase  of  our  imports  as 


compared  with  our  exports,  said  that 
there  was  no  cause  for  alarm,  as  the  test 
of  a  man's  prosperity  was  what  he  could 
buy,  and  tnat  as  long  as  our  buying 
power  increased  there  could  be  no  reason 
to  doubt  our  solvency.  If  the  theoiy  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were  accepted 
there  was  undoubtedly  cause  for  uneasi- 
ness now,  for  last  year  our  imports 
showed  a  falling-off  of  £16,000,000— a 
great  deal  more  than  could  be  accounted 
for  by  a  fall  in  prices,  and  our  imports 
and  exports  togetlLer  showed  a  shrinkage 
of  £36,000,000.  Hon.  Members  on  this 
side  of  the  House  who  spoke  upon  this 

Suestion  were  often  supposed  to  do  so  in 
le  interests  of  agriculturists.  But  it 
was  not  only  agriculture  that  was  suffer- 
ing just  now.  To  take  one  instance,  Sir 
Theodore  Martin  had  lately  stated  that 
in  consequence  of  the  importation  of 
Spanish  lead,  which  could  be  sold  at 
£8  5«.  per  ton,  while  English  lead  could 
not  be  produced  at  less  than  £8  15«., 
169  lead  mines  had  been  closed  in  this 
country  in  the  last  five  years,  and  30,000 
miners  had  been  thrown  out  of  work. 
Was  it  well  that  30,000  men  here  and 
30,000  men  there  should  be  thrown  out 
of  work,  and  that  they  should  sit  with 
folded  arms  as  if  it  were  an  indifferent 
matter,  resting  content  with  the  assur- 
ance that  the  existing  state  of  things 
was  good  for  the  consumer?  Were 
they  alone  right  and  every  other  nation 
in  the  world  wrong  ?  Every  other  nation 
saw  the  necessity  of  providing  that  every 
man  should  be  a  producer,  and  recog- 
nized that  for  him  to  be  a  consumer  he 
must  first  be  a  producer,  and  they  ac- 
cordingly paid  the  first  attention  to  his 
interests  as  a  producer.  We  reversed 
that  process.  The  importation  of  lead  was 
about  100,000  tons  a-year,  and  its  price 
was  £12  5«.  a-ton,  or  a  saving  of  aoout 
10«.  a-ton  over  native  lead,  which,  on 
the  annual  amount  iniported,  made  a 
saving  of  £60,000.  But  the  loss  of 
wages  thereby  entailed  was  £1,250,000. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr. 
Jennings)  had  alluded  to  the  United 
States  Tariff.  Oommission.  A  Member 
of  that  Oommission  had  recently  written 
a  book,  in  which  he  pointed  out  that 
the  effect  of  Free  Trade  in  England  was 
to  drive  English  capital  abroad,  and 
that  as  a  result  English  manufacturers 
were  to  be  found  aU  over  the  Continent. 
In  self-defence,  he  said,  English  manu- 
facturers were  taking  their  capital  else^ 
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where.  The  explanation  nsnally  given 
was  that  wages  were  higher  in  England 
than  on  the  Continent ;  but  wages  were 
higher  still  in  America ;  and  yet  that  did 
notoccor  there.  A  short  time  ago  he 
built  a  new  farmhouse ;  and  although 
the  contract  was  giren  to  a  local  trades- 
man, he  discovered  that  all  the  wood- 
work, lead,  and  other  material  had  been 
imported  from  abroad.  That  caused 
him  to  make  inquiries  as  to  the  wages 
of  skilled  artisans  in  America  as  com- 
pared with  the  wages  in  this  country ; 
and  the  result  of  those  inquiries  was 
that,  whereas  in  England  the  average 
weekly  wage  of  the  skilled  artizan  was 
dO«.,  in  New  York  the  average  weekly 
wage  was  64b,  He  thought  it  was  a 
matter  of  satisfaction  that  a  subject  of 
such  pressing  and  vital  importance  had 
been  introduced  and  discussed  in  that 
House,  and  that  it  had  been  done  so 
with  so  little  Party  spirit. 

The  OHANOELLOEop  the  EXOHE- 
OUEE(Sir  William  Habooubt)  (Derby) 
said,  one  of  the  advantages  of  getting 
old  was  that  one  returned  to  the  old,  old 
stories  of  one's  youth  with  such  fresh- 
ness and  pleasure.  It  was  with  that 
sort  of  pleasure  that  he  had  listened  to 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  who  re- 
produced all  the  old  Protectionist  argu- 
ments which  many  years  ago  resounded 
through  the  country.  He  did  not  wonder 
at  that  meeting  at  Dumfries  to  which 
tiie  hon.  Baronet  had  referred.  It  was 
said  of  Dumfries  by  someone — 

"Paris  may  be  a  braw  place,  bat  for  real 
pleasore  gie  me  Damfries," 

The  hon.  Baronet  had  taken  his  cue  from 
the  Marquess  of  Salisbury.  There  were 
few  people,  however,  who  in  these  days 
were  bold  enough  to  cling  to  the  pure 
and  unadulterated  antique  doctrine  to 
which  they  had  j  ust  listened.  There  was 
not  a  word  in  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  that  referred  to  Eeciprocity  any 
more  than  there  was  in  the  Motion  be- 
Ibre  the  House,  which  sought  to  impose 
a  mere  duty  on  imports  without  refer- 
ence to  the  fiscal  poucy  of  the  countries 
from  whi(^  the  imports  came.  Any  hon. 
Member  who  read  the  Resolution  would 
not  find  one  word  about  Beciprocity  in 
it ;  it  was  to  be  a  duty  pure  and  simple. 
There  was  not  a  trace  of  their  old  friend 
Beeiprocity,  which  it  was  formerly  said 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  was  needed 
for  the  protection  of  native  industries. 
Therefore,  it  was  a  Ptetecttonist  Motion  < 

Sir  E0rUrt  Maxw$U 


pure  and  simple.  The  hon.  Baronet 
gave  them  an  illustration  concerning 
foreign  material  and  work  being  used 
in  building  his  house,  which,  fbr  his 
own  sake,  he  was  glad  he  had  been 
able  to  build  at  such  a  cheap  rate.  The 
hon.  Baronet  had  specially  referred  to 
the  importation  of  lead ;  but  every  man 
who  had  a  roof  over  his  head  derived 
benefit  from  the  cheapness  of  lead  and 
other  building  materials,  which  enabled 
him  to  have  a  better  house  over  his 
head  than  he  otherwise  would  have  for 
the  same  money  if  the  importation  of 
such  materials  was  taxed.  The  hon. 
Baronet  had  argued  that  the  loss  more 
than  counterbalanced  the  gain,  as  free 
importation  destroyed  and  crippled  cer- 
tain industries,  and  thus  threw  numbers 
of  men  out  of  employment.  That  was 
the  old  fallacy,  which,  he  thought,  had 
disappeared  like  astrology  and  witch- 
craft. He  did  not  know  whether  they 
still  burnt  witches  at  Dumfries;  but  pos- 
sibly since  the  visit  of  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury  it  had  returned  to  the  ancient 
faith.  There  was  an  admirable  illus- 
tration of  what  the  hon.  Baronet  had 
brought  forward  to  which  he  would  like 
to  refer.  It  was  given  by  the  weightiest 
of  all  writers  upon  Free  Trade,  M.  F. 
Bastiat.  M.  Bastiat  had  given  this  illus- 
tration— 

"  You  want  materials  at  a  high  nrice  to  oo- 
cap7  a  great  number  of  people,  and  to  oost  a 
good  deal  of  money ;  that  is  the  object  of  Pro- 
tection. WeU,  exclude  aU  oranges  from  warm 
countries  which  you  may  buy  at  a  penny,  and  if 
you  grow  them  in  hot  -  houses  in  England 
you  wUl  employ  builders  and  people  who  put 
up  hot- water  ^ipes,  &c ;  you  wiU  raise  an 
orange  which  will  be  sold  at  1«.,  to  ttie  great 
employment  of  natiye  genius." 

But  these  were  the  famiiiar  doctrines  of 
Free  Trade,  and  these  were  doctrines 
which  all  men  of  common  sense  had 
long  since  discarded.  The  arguments 
used  against  Free  Trade  were  of  the 
most  illogical  description.  It  was  argued 
that  if  high  prices  ruled  they  would  oc- 
cupy a  larger  number  of  people  at  higher 
wages.  That  was  the  whole  theory,  but 
it  was  an  utterly  unsound  one.  It  was 
said  by  those  who  were  in  favour  of  Im- 
port Duties  that  if  they  were  put  on  all 
would  be  well.  That  was  the  elementary 
doctrine  that  was  put  forward;  but  it 
was  a  doctrine  which  he  thought  all  men 
of  common  sense  and  experience  had 
long  ago  discarded.  He  had  observed 
that  it  was  a  tendency  of  httsaan  nature, 
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perhaps,  for  everybody  to  think  that  the 
system  under  which  they  lived  was  the 
cause  of  all  their  miseries,  and  that  their 
neighbours  were  much  better  off  than 
they  were  themselves.  He  was  very 
much  struck  the  other  day  by  reading 
the  Report  of  the  Commission  of  Inquiry 
into  the  Depression  of  Trade  in  France. 
An  hon.  Baronet  had  alluded  to  France, 
and  to  numerous  trades  that  were  better 
off  there  than  in  England,  and  had 
spoken  of  English  merchants  who  had 

fone  over  to  Bouen  and  other  places 
ecause  trade  could  be  so  much  better 
carried  on  there.  Spuller,  in  his  exami- 
nation of  the  causes  of  depression  in 
France,  spoke  of  the  situation  of  the 
working  classes  in  France  as  one  which 
could  no  longer  be  considered  a  ques- 
tion of  wages,  but  depended  upon  far 
wider  and  international  contingencies, 
and  said  that  trade  in  France  was  di- 
rectly affected  by  the  growth  of  America 
and  by  Protection  in  Germany.  Yet 
when  he  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  came 
to  read  the  Beport  he  referred  to  he  saw 
it  stated  that  the  cause  of  the  depression 
of  trade  in  France  was  due  to  the  per- 
sistent prosperity  of  England.  France 
thus  complained  of  the  causes  of  depres- 
sion in  France.  Here  in  England,  on  the 
other  hand,  they  were  told  by  the  oppo- 
nents of  Free  Trade  that  the  depression  of 
trade  in  this  country  was  due  to  the  pros- 
perity of  France  because  it  clung  to 
the  system  of  Protection.  [  *  *  No,  no ! "  ] 
Well,  he  had  listened  carefully  to  the 
speeches  that  had  been  made  in  favour 
of  the  Motion,  and  he  distinctly  under- 
stood that  it  was  argued  that  the  pros- 
perity of  every  other  country  was  due 
to  thehr  not  having  adopted  Free  Trade. 
Very  well,  exactly  then  if  the  prosperity 
of  every  other  country  was  due  to  that, 
then  the  prosperity  of  France  was  due 
to  it.  ["No,  no!"]  Well,  he  main- 
tained  that  every  other  country  said  the 
same  of  itself.  He  was  afraid  that  he 
was  guilty  of  an  act  of  great  ingratitude, 
as  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr. 
Jennings)  had  offered  him  £9,000,000 
per  annum  of  taxation  on  imported 
commodities  by  imposing  an  ad  valorem 
duty  of  only  20  per  cent.  They  would 
remember  those  old  lines  of  Canning — 

"  In  matters  of  commerce  the  fault  of  the 
Dutch 
Is  giving  too  little  and  asking  too  much." 

They  finished  up — 
"  Xoos  frapperons  Falck  avec 20  per  cent.*' 


The  foreigners  here  were  to  be  frappU 
with  20  per  cent.  The  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Jennings)  who  introduced  the  sub- 
ject referred  especially  to  silk.  Silk  was 
one  of  the  commodities  which  the  hon. 
Member  would  tax,  and  a  great  deal 
had  been  said  about  silk.  In  that  same 
Eeport  on  the  Depression  of  Trade  in 
France,  it  was  said  that  the  silk  trade 
was  anMug  the  first  to  suffer  in  depressed 
condition  of  trade  throughout  the  world ; 
that  a  still  more  important  fact  was  that 
St.  Etienne  goods  did  not  happen  to  be 
the  fashion,  and  that  the  public  taste 
preferred  the  silks  of  England.  That 
was  the  cause  of  depression  in  the 
silk  trade  in  France — and  the  public  in 
France  preferred  the  silks  of  England, 
and  even  of  Switzerland,  yet  silks  had 
been  the  subject  of  special  complaint  by 
some  English  Protectionists.  It  was  the 
same  story  all  over  the  world.  There 
were  the  same  fallacies,  the  same  com- 
plaints, founded  on  the  same  delusive 
statistics.  The  Beport  had  stated  that 
English  goods  were  cheaper,  and  were 
produced  under  circumstances  more 
favourable  than  those  which  governed 
the  market  of  St.  Etienne.  So  they 
were  manufacturing  silks,  according  to 
the  French  authorities,  under  circum- 
stances more  favourable  than  those 
which  governed  the  market  of  the  Pro- 
tectionist of  St.  Etienne.  He  thought 
that  the  best  vade  meeum  of  Free  Trade 
would  be  found  in  the  Beport  on  the 
Depression  of  Trade  in  England.  In 
that  Beport  they  would  find  inevitable 
conclusions  better  than  any  of  the  books 
of  economists,  because  it  gave  facts  and 
figures,  and  the  history  of  40  years  of 
Free  Trade.  He  had  been  amused  to 
see  how  very  little  this  Beport  of  the 
Commission  had  been  studied  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House.  In  the  years 
1874  to  1879  there  had  been  a  serious 
fall  in  the  exports  of  this  country ;  and 
since  that  time  they  had  very  satisfac- 
torily recovered,  as  hon.  Members  op- 
posite would  have  seen  if  they  had 
studied  their  own  Beport.  He  would 
give  the  House  the  figures.  In  1854, 
when  Free  Trade  might  be  said  to  have 
got  into  the  saddle,  the  exports  were 
£97,000,000;  from.  1855  to  1859  the 
exports  had  been  £116,000,000;  in  the 
next  five  years,  1860-4,  they  were 
£138,000,000;  in  the  next  five  years, 
1865-9,  £181,000,000;  and  from  1870  to 
1874   £285,000,000.    Then   came  that 
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xmlortunate  five  years  from  1875  to  1880 
when  they  had  fallen  from  £235,000,000 
to  £202,000,000,  a  fall  with  which  every- 
body was  familiar  except  a  few  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  In  the  years 
1880-4  the  exports  rose  again  to 
£234,000,000.  What  nonsense  it  was 
to  say  that  it  was  Free  Trade  that  was 
killing  our  export  trade.  On  the  whole, 
our  export  trade  had  been  increasing  by 
geometrical  progression.  It  was  true 
that  there  had  been  intervals — he  was 
not  BO  foolish  as  to  attribute  it  to  the 
effect  of  any  change  in  political  Parties 
in  a  particular  period,  but  there  were 
circumstances  in  trade,  as  in  weather  and 
in  tides,  which  varied  from  time  to  time. 
On  the  whole,  however,  our  progress 
was  onward,  as  everyone  knew  who 
examined  into  the  matter.  If  hon. 
Members  opposite  really  thought  that 
for  40  years  we  had  been  pursuing  a 
false  fiscal  system  they  would  surely 
find  some  proof  in  the  statistics  of  the 
country.  If  they  looked  at  the  statistics 
of  the  growth  of  the  accumulated  wealth 
of  the  country,  whether  from  Income  Tax 
Returns  or  other  sources  of  information, 
they  would  see  that  it  had  greatly  in- 
creased. If  they  had  been  pursuing  a 
false  system,  would  they  not  find  that  the 
profits  of  their  trade  had  been  dimi- 
nished, and  that  the  amount  of  their 
capital  had  been  reduced  ?  The  con- 
trary was  the  case,  and  in  this  period 
of  Free  Trade  these  figures  had  enor- 
mously increased.  But  the  hon.  Baro- 
net said — Were  we  wiser  than  all  other 
countries  ?  If  he  wanted  ideas  on  that 
subject,  let  him  read  Mr.  Crowe's  Re- 
port, and  he  would  find  that  the  com- 
plaints made  here  as  being  the  result  of 
I'ree  Trade  were  the  very  complaints 
which  were  made  more  strongly  in  Pro- 
tectionist countries.  Again,  he  would 
refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the  last 
volume  of  the  Report  of  the  Trade  Com- 
mission. He  would  find  there  most  in- 
structive Reports  upon  the  condition  of 
France.  He  would  find,  particularly  at 
paee  176,  most  interesting  matter  for 
reflection.  He  did  not  wish  to  weary 
the  House  with  the  figures.  Look  at 
Germany,  which  had  developed  a  formid- 
able rivalry  of  ourselves.  Let  him  read 
the  Reports  as  to  Germany  at  the  pre- 
sent time.  Let  him  read  the  Reports  as 
to  the  United  States.  He  had  reason  to 
know  something  about  the  manufactur- 
ing industries  of    the    United  States. 

Th$  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


What  did  they  find  there?  In  every 
direction  they  had  had  complaints  at 
home.  Were  there  none  of  oepression 
in  the  United  States?  Let  them  ask 
any  American.  On  the  trial  of  Charles  I. 
someone  asked  where  was  Fairfax, 
and  Lady  Fairfax  said — **  He  is  not 
fool  enough  to  be  here."  There  was 
one  hon.  Member  of  that  House  who 
was  not  fool  enough  to  be  present  on 
that  occasion.  He  referred  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Ormskirk 
Division  of  Lancashire  (Mr.  Forwood), 
who  had  written  a  letter  on  this  sub- 
ject.    [An  hon.  Membeb  :  He  is  here.] 

Mb.  FORWOOD  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  in  error.  It  was  his 
brother,  not  himself,  who  had  written 
the  letter 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  he  hoped  it  was  in  the 
family.  The  gentleman  referred  to  came 
back  from  America,  and  he  described 
the  deplorable  effect  upon  the  condition 
of  the  population  produced  by  the  pro- 
tection of  native  industries.  But  an 
hon.  Member  had  gone  beyond  all  the 
theories  they  had  ever  heard,  and  had 
spoken  of  cheap  windows  and  cheap 
doors  of  farm-houses  imported,  and  he 
told  them  that  the  people  who  made 
these  cheap  articles  were  paid  much 
higher  wages  than  were  paid  here.  He 
had  not  yet  been  able  to  understand 
how  it  was  that  high  wages  made  the 
commodities  produced  cheap ;  and  if  the 
hon.  Member  really  could  make  him  un- 
derstand that  everybody  was  to  have 
higher  wages  and  everything  was  to  cost 
less  he  would  join  his  economic  school. 
But  was  it  true  that  things  were  cheaper 
in  America  ?  There  was  the  question  of 
woollens  and  other  articles  of  clothing. 
Now,  the  hon.  Baronet  said  the  work- 
ing classes  were  very  much  interested  in 
this  question,  and  so  he  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  discovered  at  the  last  Elec- 
tion in  Derby.  His  election  was  due 
entirely  to  the  fact  that  his  opponent 
was  a  Fair  Trader.  He  asked  his  con- 
stituents what  it  was  they  wanted  to 
have  cheaper,  and  he  never  got  an  affir- 
mative reply.  His  opponent  suggested 
many  things.  He  began  with  docks. 
Why  should  a  man,  he  said,  not  have  a 
cheap  clock  ?  Well,  he  remembered  the 
time  when  clocks  were  very  dear,  and 
now  it  was  a  great  advantage  to  find 
them  in  every  cottage.  But  according 
to  the  protective  theory  the  price  would 
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be  raifled  enormoasly ;  and  at  last,  be- 
fore the  election  was  over,  his  Fair 
Trader  opponent  was  reduced  to  piano- 
fortes and  artificial  flowers.  It  was  no 
use  telling  the  men  of  Derby  to  tax 
woollens  or  linens,  because  they  knew 
they  would  pay  more  for  their  clothes 
and  their  shirts.  He  would  tell  the 
hon.  Baronet  why  it  was  that  wages 
were  higher  in  America.  It  was  be- 
cause the  cost  of  living  was  higher  than 
here,  and  it  had  been  made  so  much 
higher  by  these  protective  duties.  He 
met  a  fiiend  some  time  ago  from 
America,  who  said  a  man  might  buy 
three  suits  of  clothes  here  and  save 
enough  to  pay  his  passage  to  and  fro, 
and  pay  his  hotel  bill  while  he  re- 
mained. Well,  that  was,  perhaps,  not 
quite  so  ;  but  it  was  near  the  truth.  His 
mend  showed  him  a  coat — ^it  was  a  good 
coat,  perhaps  a  better  one  than  he  was 
wearing,  and  his  friend  said — **What 
do  you  think  I  gave  for  that  coat  in  the 
States  ?  Eighteen  guineas."  Did  they 
suppose  the  working  classes  of  this 
country  did  not  know  that  ?  There  was 
no  man  who  lived  in  the  days  of  Pro- 
tection who  did  not  know  it,  and  if  he 
did  not  know  it  his  father  would  have 
told  him.  When  corn  was  ICO*,  a- 
quarter,  what  weis  the  working  man's 
wages  ?  Six  and  seven  shillings  a-week. 
He  spoke  to  a  man  in  the  New  Forest 
the  other  day,  and  he  said  that  when  he 
began  life  he  had  U.  a- day,  and  a  loaf 
was  three  times  the  price  it  is  now.  To 
quote  the  language  of  Sir  James  Gra- 
ham, which  he  heard  long  before  he  had 
a  seat  in  that  House,  in  a  debate  on 
coercion,  the  working  man  knew  the 
change  which  had  taken  place,  and  he 
knew  the  reason  why.  The  people  of 
England  now  knew  the  reason  why. 
They  knew  why  there  were  higher 
wages  than  40  years  ago,  and  they 
knew  why  the  purchasing  power  of 
those  wages  was  doubled.  Did  they 
think  they  were  going  to  delude  them 
with  a  Motion  of  that  kind,  to  re- 
verse a  policy  of  such  inestimable  value 
to  them  and  to  their  children?  No. 
They  would  not  find  the  people  of  this 
country  so  unintelligent  as  the  Mover  of 
that  Motion  believed  them  to  be ;  and  if 
he  went  to  a  division  he  would  certainly 
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Mb.  E.  stanhope  (Lincolnshire, 
Homcastle) :  Sir,  nothing  can  be  more 
striking  to  those  who  have  listened  to 


the  course  of  this  debate  than  the  dif- 
ferent manner  in  which  the  different 
speakers  have  approached  this  subject. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Bethnal  Green 
(Mr.  Howell)  made  an  electioneering 
speech  pure  and  simple ;  and  he  endea- 
voured to  prove,  by  furbishing  up  all 
the  arguments  used  at  the  last  Election, 
and  vmich  I  think  were  satisfactorily 
disposed  of  then,  that  all  the  bad  trade 
which  we  have  had  in  recent  years  is 
due  to  the  policy  of  the  Conservative 
Party.  My  hon.  Friend  who  moved  the 
Resolution  approached  the  debate  in  a 
totally  different  spirit,  and  in  his  inte- 
resting and  instructive  speech  there  was 
much  for  every  Member  of  this  House 
to  ponder  over.  My  hon.  Friend,  indeed, 
spoke  on  behalf  of  a  very  important  con- 
stituency, and  he  told  us  that  he  spoke 
especially  on  behalf  of  the  working 
classes  of  that  constituency.  He  told  us 
that  the  views  which  he  put  forward  are 
the  views  held  by  those  whom  he  repre- 
sents ;  and  I  do  not  think  that  anybody 
in  this  House  can  say  that  views  put 
forward  in  that  manner,  and  supported 
in  that  way,  are  not  entitled  to  most 
careful  attention  and  consideration  on 
the  part  of  every  one  of  us.  My  hon. 
Friend  pictured  to  us  a  mournful  con- 
dition of  things.  He  told  us  how  trade 
has  languished  and  fallen  off,  although, 
according  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, who  approached  the  subject  in 
an  entirely  different  spirit,  everything  is 
in  a  state  of  persistent  prosperity. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER(Sir  William  HAEOOUBT)(Derby): 
I  never  said  that.  That  expression  was 
contained  in  the  Report  of  a  French 
Commission  on  the  Depression  of  Trade 
in  France.    It  was  not  my  phrase. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  At  any  rate, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave  us  to 
understand  that  all  is  for  the  best  imder 
the  best  possible  Government.  My  hon. 
Friend  on  this  side  of  the  House  drew  a 
picture  of  the  national  depression  of 
trade  ;  but  I  did  not  hear  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  admit  that  any  depression  of 
trade  exists  at  all.  Not  one  word  of 
sympathy  escaped  the  lips  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentieman  for  the  classes  who  are 
suffering  from  that  depression  of  trade. 
It  was  a  common  thing  a  year  or  two 
ago  to  say  that  there  was,  in  reality,  no 
depression  of  trade  at  aU.  We  are  now 
getting  rid  of  that  delusion.  Formerly, 
when  we  talked  of  it  we  were  called 
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Protectionists.  We  were  told  that  we 
did  not  know  what  we  were  talking 
about,  and  the  existence  of  the  depres- 
sion itself  was  uniformly  denied.  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  the  logic  of  facts  has 
been  too  strong  for  that  kind  of  derision  ; 
and  nobody  can  deny  now-a-days  that  a 
Tery  serious  depression  of  trade  does 
exist  in  regard  to  many  of  the  trades  of 
the  country.  Indeed,  I  am  a&aid  that 
there  are  symptoms  of  the  depression  of 
trade  we  complained  of  a  year  or  two 
ago  haying  gone  on  increasing  in  in- 
tensity until  some  fear  that  it  has  a  ten- 
dency to  become  chronic.  While,  upon 
the  one  hand,  the  system  of  bounties 
and  the  system  of  foreign  tarifiPs  has 
tended  to  diminish  profits,  so,  upon  the 
other,  the  diminished  consuming  power 
of  the  country  has  largely  tended  to  the 
same  result.  I  was  much  interested  in 
what  we  heard  to-night  with  regard  to 
capital  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Betbnal  Green  (Mr.  Howell).  He  tells 
us  that  capital  is  in  too  few  hands  in 
this  country.  We  ha^e  heard  the  same 
sort  of  thingbefore.  We  used  to  hear  that 
the  land  of  this  country  was  in  far  too 
few  hands ;  and  the  persistent  attacks  of 
the  Badical  Party  upon  the  owners  and 
occupiers  of  land  has  grievously  in- 
creased the  difficulties  under  which 
those  classes  have  had  to  labour,  has 
enormously  diminished  the  value  of 
landed  property,  and  lessened  the  eager- 
ness which  formerly  existed  among  all 
classes  who  invested  their  capital  in 
land.  But  now  the  attack  is  going  to 
be  one  upon  capital.  We  are  told  that 
capital  is  in  too  few  hands ;  and  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  say  that  if  the  sort  of  lan- 
guage we  have  heard  from  the  hon. 
Member  is  that  which  we  are  likely  to 
hear  in  this  Parliament,  the  only  effect 
will  be  that,  so  far  from  trade  snowing 
any  improvement,  the  tendency  will  be 
for  capital  to  be  driven  out  of  the 
country,  and  to  seek  investment  in  other 
countries  where  it  will  not  be  exposed 
to  such  attacks.  [An  hon.  Membeb: 
Let  it  go  to  Ireland.]  The  late  Govern- 
ment, oelieving  that  considerable  de- 
pression existed,  appointed  a  Boyal 
Commission  to  inquire  into  that  depres- 
sion. We  all  remember  that  reception 
which  that  Boyal  Commission  met  with, 
and  the  jeers  directed  at  it ;  but  I  think 
that  there  has  never  been  a  greater  tes- 
timony to  the  wisdom  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment in  appointing  a  Boyal  Commission 

3fr»  E,  Stanhope 


than  the  fact  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  now  says  it  is  a  most  valu- 
able argument  in  support  of  Free  Trade, 
and  he  thanks  ns,  in  fact,  for  having 
appointed  the  Commission.  [The  Cha5- 
OELLOB  of  the  Exchequer  :  Hear,  hear !] 
I  know  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
means  by  that  cheer.  He  suggests  that 
we  appointed  the  Boyal  Commission 
with  a  foregone  conclusion.  We  did 
nothing  of  the  kind.  The  late  Govern- 
ment invited  Members  of  the  opposite 
Party,  who  were  interested  in  the  ques- 
tion of  Free  Trade,  to  take  seats  on  the 
Commission.  They  refused  to  accept 
the  invitation,  and  we  were  obliged  to 
form  the  Commission  without  their 
assistance.  We  appointed  the  Com- 
mission with  no  foregone  conclusion 
whatever,  but  with  a  desire  to  ascertain 
the  state  of  the  trade  of  the  country, 
and  what  remedies  could  be  applied,  in 
order  to  remove  the  existing  depression. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Stock- 
port (Mr.  Jennings),  although  that  Com- 
mission is  still  engaged  in  its  inquiiy, 
now  comes  forward  with  a  definite  and 
distinct  proposal.  That  proposal  re- 
solves itself  into  several  parts.  Asregards 
the  first  portion  of  it,  urging  that  further 
Import  Duties  ought  to  be  imposed,  I 
have  really  very  little  to  say.  I,  for  my 
part,  am  of  opinion  that  it  will  be  of 
advantage  to  tnis  country  if  the  area  of 
taxation  can  be  enlarged,  and  the 
number  of  articles  from  which  we 
derive  a  revenue  can  be  increased.  I 
am  quite  sure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
have  been  glad,  when  he  brought 
forward  his  Budget  the  other  day,  and 
was  under  the  unpleasant  necessity  of 
providing  for  a  dencit,  if  he  could  have 
found  any  articles  on  which  he  could 
have  increased  the  taxation  of  the 
country;  and  so,  in  the  same  way,  I 
should  be  very  glad  to  see  one  or  two 
additional  articles  on  which  Import 
Duties  could  be  levied,  in  order  to  give 
us  greater  weight  in  dealing  with  fbreign 
countries.  In  our  negotiations  with 
foreign  countries,  in  recent  years,  I  be- 
lieve that  we  have  lost  very  much  in 
having  no  lever,  so  to  speak,  with  whidi 
to  work.  We  have  had  nothing  to  give, 
and  it  was  hopeless  to  expect  to  ^ 
adequate  terms  from  foreign  countnes 
if  we  were  not  in  a  position  occa- 
sionally to  offer  them  something  in 
return.      I    think    I    need    not    go 
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furtber  than  the  Spanish  Treaty,  the 
conolusion  of  which  has  been  recently 
announced,  because  no  one  can  deny 
that  the  greatest  difficulty  we  have  had 
to  contend  with  in  negotiating  that 
and  similar  Treaties  was  the  fact  that 
ibis  country  was  not  in  a  condition  to 
treat  with  any  country  in  such  a  way  as 
to  show  them  that  we  could  give  them 
an  adequate  consideration  for  what  we 
asked.  My  hon.  Friend  goes  further 
than  that,  and  he  suggests  that  duties 
on  articles  imported  should  be  levied 
npon  goods  entering  into  competition 
with  similar  goods  of  our  own  manufac- 
ture ;  and  he  has  a  plan,  also,  for  dis- 
posing of  the  Eevenue  so  raised.  If 
my  hon.  Friend  will  forgive  me  for 
saying  so,  I  cannot  help  thinking  that 
that  is  too  ambitious  a  proposal.  I 
am  not  at  all  prepared  to  say  that  any 
increase  of  revenue,  particularly  if  it 
were  a  large  amount  of  revenue  derived 
from  the  increased  imposition  of  Import 
Duties,  ought,  in  the  first  place,  to  be 
applied  to  the  reduction  of  duties  on 
tea,  coffee,  and  cocoa.  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  the  Income  Tax-payers 
who  have  been  called  upon  to  make  enor- 
mous sacrifices  are  entitled  under  such 
circumstances,  at  any  rate,  to  the  first 
place  in  the  favourable  consideration  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  More- 
over, the  proposal  of  my  hon.  Friend  is 
not  in  itself  a  complete  proposal.  It 
could  not  stop  where  he  leaves  it.  For 
instance,  how  is  my  hon.  Friend  goiug  to 
meet  the  case  of  Uie  farmer  ?  He  does 
not  urge  that  any  duty  should  be  put 
upon  food  for  the  protection  of  the  Eng- 
lish farmer,  nor  does  the  English  farmer 
urge  that.  We  none  of  us  put  forward 
that  contention;  but  what  we  do  put 
forward,  and  are  fairly  entitled  to  say, 
is  that  if  we  are  to  be  asked  to  pay  an 
increased  price  for  some  of  the  goods 
which  we  buy  in  consequence  of  in- 
creased Import  Duties  for  the  benefit  of 
certain  trades  at  home,  those  who  are 
interested  in  agriculture  are  entitled  to 
ask  that  should  they  derive,  at  any  rate, 
some  advantage.  They  are  entitled  to  say 
that  the  grievous  burdens  under  which 
they  are  now  suffering  should  have  a 
favourable  consideration  at  the  hands 
of  the  Legislature,  and  that  that  favour- 
able consideration  should  not  be  con- 
fined to  the  giving  of  an  exceptional 
advantap^e  to  the  trade  of  the  country. 
Hat  bemg  so,  I  hope  my  hon.  Friend 


will  see  that  in  bringing  forward  the 
Motion,  and  in  putting  before  the  House 
the  views  which  his  constituents  and 
many  other  classes  of  the  country  enter- 
tain on  this  important  subject,  he  has 
gained  a  great  step.  I  trust  he  will  also 
see  that  as  there  is  a  Boyal  Commission 
already  considering  the  question,  and 
as  it  is  abundantly  clear  that,  from  his 
point  of  view,  he  is  not  able  to  take  into 
the  purview  of  the  Resolution  all  the 
industries  of  the  country,  I  hope  he 
will  consider  that  his  object  has  been 
sufficiently  attained  by  the  discussion 
which  has  taken  place  to-night,  and 
that  he  will  not  press  the  Motion  fur- 
ther. 

Sm  JOSEPH  M*KENNA(Monaghan, 
S.) :  I  do  not  propose  to  occupy  much  of 
the  attention  of  the  House,  and  shall 
confine  myself  to  one  single  question 
which  has  been  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Flintshire  (Mr.  S.  Smith) 
— namely,  the  depreciation  of  silver. 
Very  few  persons  have  attempted  to 
offer  any  explanation  of  the  cause  of 
the  depreciation  of  silver.  I  think  that 
Parliament  is  accountable  for  the  de- 
preciation in  a  great  degree,  and  for  a 
good  many  of  the  consequences  which 
have  residted  from  the  depreciation. 
Before  the  precious  metals  became  the 
subject  of  coinage  they  were  used  as  the 
medium  of  exchange  and  barter;  and 
when  large  sums  in  value  had  to  be  con- 
veyed from  one  person  to  another  it  was 
done  by  means  of  gold  or  silver  vessels, 
ornaments,  or  works  of  art.  I  need  not 
remind  hon.  Gentlemen  that  we  are  told 
in  Scripture  history  that  when  what  we 
should  now  call  a  subscription  had  to  be 
made  by  the  leaders  of  the  Tribes  of 
Israel  for  the  building  of  the  Taber- 
nacle, that  subscription  was  made  up 
of  chargers  or  dishes  of  silver  and  golden 
spoons.  Of  course,  that  was  anterior  to 
any  time  in  which  we  have  any  record 
of  coined  money.  The  primary  use  of 
silver  is  thus  shown  to  have  been  its 
manufacture  into  articles  of  luxury  and 
splendour.  In  this  country  our  system 
of  legislation  has  reduced  the  commer- 
cial value  of  silver  40  per  cent  below  its 
statutory  value  in  coinage;  and  the 
action  of  this  country  has  made  it,  as  a 
commercial  medium,  almost  useless  in 
other  countries.  At  present,  by  reason 
of  our  hiffh  duty  on  its  manufacture, 
there  is  a  difference  in  silver  of  30  or  35 
per  cent,  ad  vahremy  a  loss  of  so  much  in 
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oozmection  with  its  use  for  ordinary  pur- 
poses ;  and  I  think  the  existence  of  that 
duty  is  a  matter  which  deserves  the 
early  consideration  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  That  tax  per  ounce, 
measured  as  an  <i^  valorem  duty  on  ordi- 
nary articles  of  silver  plate,  has,  I  be- 
lieve, completely  broken  down  the  trade. 
It  is  worse  than  any  protective  duty ;  for 
it  is  one  which  has  absolutely  destroyed 
that  trade  in  this  country.  The  value 
of  silver  has  been  very  much  reduced 
from  two  causes — first,  owing  to  the 
large  quantities  of  the  precious  metal 
produced  in  Nevada,  and  various  other 
parts  of  North  America ;  while  its  em- 
ployment in  coinage  has  not  increased 
proportionately,  and  its  conversion  into 
articles  of  luxury  has  been  absolutely 
cut  off,  and  the  commercial  value  of 
silver  has  been  enormously  depreciated 
in  consequence.  It  would  have  been  the 
same  with  any  other  important  articles 
of  commerce.  Take  the  case  of  petro- 
leum, or  wheat,  or  any  other  article  of 
commerce  which  forms  one  of  the  items 
of  exchange  between  nations  and  na- 
tions. If  such  article  had  had  a  duty 
to  the  same  extent  imposed  upon  it  as 
in  the  case  of  manufactured  silver 
there  would  have  been  a  similar  de- 
preciation of  value  with  the  same 
results.  What  I  wish  to  press  upon  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  this — 
that  at  the  earliest  possible  moment  he 
should  take  this  question  of  the  depre- 
ciation of  silver  into  consideration,  and 
that  he  should  consider  the  advisability 
of  abolishinfi^  altogether  the  duty  on 
silver  plate,  by  which  means  we  should 
be  able  to  open  up  a  market,  and  pro- 
mote the  use  of  silver  to  an  enormous 
extent  in  other  directions  than  those  to 
which  it  is  applied  at  the  present  mo- 
ment. The  very  moment  silver  reaches 
this  country  the  duty  now  imposed  upon 
it  begins  to  take  effect;  and  the  con- 
sequence is  that  it  is  now  found  more 
convenient  to  demonetize  silver  even  in 
Germany  than  to  utilize  it  for  commer- 
cial purposes.  I  place  this  before  the 
Government  for  their  consideration.  I 
believe  that  if  we  could  reverse  the  prin- 
ciple upon  which  our  legislation  has 
been  conducted,  anything  which  could 
raise  the  commercial  value  of  silver  and 
lead  to  its  remonetization  generally 
would  be  of  great  advantage. 

Mb.  LLOYD  (Wednesbury) :  At  this 
late  hour  I  only  propose  to  address  a 
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few  words  to  the  House ;  but  I  desire  to 
express  my  view  on  this  question,  in- 
asmuch as  I  have  been  sent  hereto  give 
the  opinion  of  my  constituents  on  the 
very  important  question  which  is  now 
before  us.  They  entertain  the  opinion, 
and  they  think  it  is  only  reasonable  that 
the  House  should  have  it  placed  be- 
fore them,  that  it  is  not  altogether  jnst 
to  the  working  classes  of  the  iron  and 
coal  districts  of  Staffordshire  that  we 
should  go  on  charging  taxation  upon  the 
industries  of  this  country,  and  at  the 
same  time  allow  the  industries  of  foreign 
countries  to  come  in  and  compete  with 
our  own,  and  permit  the  produce  of 
foreign  labour  to  be  sold  in  this  country 
scot  free  from  all  taxation  whatever. 
I  will  give  a  case  in  point.  I  will  give 
an  instance  of  a  colliery  with  which  I 
am  connected.  We  employ  about  500 
men,  and  we  raise  about  1,000  tons 
of  coal  a-day;  every  ton  pays  to  the 
taxes  of  this  country  6i.,  which  means 
that  we  pay  £25  to  the  taxation  of  the 
country  for  every  day  that  we  work  the 
colliery.  That  coal  is  used  largelv  in  the 
manufacture  of  iron,  and  therefore  the 
iron  manufacturers  are  required  to  con- 
tribute in  the  same  way  to  the  taxation 
of  the  country.  The  unfairness  of  the 
system  is  this — that  you  allow  foreign 
iron  and  steel  from  Germany,  and  foreign 
iron  and  steel  from  Belgium,  to  come 
into  our  district  side  by  side  in  the 
market  with  the  iron  and  steel  which  we 
produce.  We  have  to  pay  this  amount 
of  taxation ;  but  you  allow  foreign  iron 
to  come  in  scot  free,  and  when  we 
complain  the  only  answer  we  get 
is — **You  must  endure  these  things." 
We  know  very  well  that  taxes  must  be 
raised  in  order  that  the  Government  of 
the  country  maybe  carried  on;  but  I 
would  seriously  ask  the  House  how  the 
English  iron  manufacturers  and  colHery 
proprietors  can  carry  on  their  business 
against  such  odds  ?  Of  course,  when  I 
speak  of  the  iron  manufacturers  and  the 
colliery  proprietors,  I  speak  also  of  the 
iron  workers  and  the  colliers,  because 
they  are  equally  affected  with  their  em- 
ployers. Each  ton  of  home-made  iron 
pays,  according  to  the  labour  expended 
upon  it,  from  8«.  to  18«.  towards  our  taxa- 
tion. Therefore,  every  ton  of  iron  you 
import  comes  into  competition  side  by 
side,  and  duty  free,  with  iron  which  is 
taxed  from  8«.  to  18«.  a- ton  according  to 
the  amount  of  labour  put  into  it.    Not 
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only  do  we  lose  this  amount  of  revenue 
by  every  ton  of  foreign  iron,  but  it  has 
this  still  more  grievous  effect — ^that  it 
puts  out  of  employment  a  very  large 
number  of  our  own  men.  What  I  ask 
is  this — ^that  it  is  only  fair  to  the  work- 
ing classes  that  we  should  subject 
foreign-produced  iron  to  the  same 
amount  of  taxation  we  impose  upon  our 
own  ?  Why  should  we  love  the  foreigner 
80  much  ?•  Why  should  we  legislate  in 
favour  of  the  foreigner  ?  Why  should 
we  back  up  the  Bailway  Companies  in 
importing  foreign  goods  and  discourage 
our  own  native  manufactures?  These 
are  questions  which  require  answering, 
and  not  the  questions  which  we  have 
heard  to-night  about  depression  of 
trade.  It  is  not  a  question  about  de- 
pression of  trade  at  all.  The  question 
is  whether  it  is  right  and  proper  to  tax 
the  labour  of  the  English  workman  and 
the  collier,  and  at  the  same  time  allow 
the  product  of  the  labour  of  the  foreign 
workman  to  come  in  untaxed?  The 
English  manufacturer  has  to  compete  in 
the  markets  of  the  world  with  the 
foreigner;  and  that  is  the  reason  why 
the  foreigner  can  beat  us.  We,  in  effect, 
give  a  bounty  to  the  foreigner  to  come 
in  with  his  manufactured  iron  and  steel, 
and  other  manufactured  goods,  to  rob 
us  of  our  home  orders.  Cannot  hou. 
Members  opposite  see  this  ?  They  say 
that  they  want  cheapness,  and  to  have 
our  industries  worked  cheaply;  but  can- 
not they  see  that  if  they  put  taxation 
upon  our  own  manufactures  which  is  not 
put  upon  foreign  manufactures,  our 
own  producers  cannot  compete  with  the 
forei^er  as  thoroughly  as  if  both  were 
taxed  equally.  Therefore,  it  is  obvious 
that  the  taxation  ought  to  be  equal. 
That  is  what  we  ask  for — namely,  that 
the  taxation  we  are  called  upon  to  bear 
should  be  equally  borne  by  those  who 
compete  with  us.  I  support  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport,  be- 
cause, if  carried  into  effect,  it  would  help 
our  working  classes  to  live  more  cheaply, 
as  the  duties  on  tea  and  coffee  would  be 
taken  away ;  or  if  not,  and  the  foreign 
manufactured  goods  cease  to  come  in, 
then  we  shall  have  more  work  to  do  in 
our  own  workshops  to  the  extent  of 
£46,650,000  a-year. 

Mb.  ISAAC  nOYLE  (Lancashire, 
S.E..  Heywood) :  I  should  not  have  risen 
to  address  the  House  except  for  the  rea- 
son that  hitherto  no  Lancashire  Member 


has  spoken  from  this  side  of  the  House. 
Some  hon.  Members  who  have  addressed 
the  House  this  evening  have  based  their 
arguments  on  the  necessity  of  protecting 
working  men.  Now,  I  ought  to  know 
something  about  the  condition  of  the 
working  men  of  Lancashire.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Stockport  (Mr.  Jennings) 
ridiculed  the  idea  of  the  condition  of  the 
working  men  having  been  improved  by 
the  adoption  of  Free  Trade.  Either  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stockport  is  wrong,  or 
I  have  spent  my  life  to  very  little  pur- 
pose indeed.  What  are  the  facts  of  the 
case  in  regard  to  the  working  classes  ? 
I  know  a  manufacturing  concern  in 
Lancashire  which  is  paying  £75,000 
a-year  in  wages.  Betore  Free  Trade 
measures  were  enacted  the  same  con- 
cern would  have  paid  only  £40,000 
a-year,  and  that  was  for  69  hours  a-week 
compared  with  56^  hours  now.  It  now 
pays  £75,000  a-year  for  56^  hours'  work 
a-week,  whereas  formerly  it  would  have 
paid  only  £40,000  for  69  hours'  work 
a-week ;  and  what  is  the  condition  of  the 
workingdassescompared  with  whatit  was 
formerly?  They  arebetterfed,  better  clad, 
better  housed,  and  enjoy  better  health. 
[An  hon.  Membeb  :  And  are  better  edu- 
cated.] Yes ;  and  better  educated ;  and 
if  any  hon.  Member  doubts  that  asser- 
tion, let  him  take  a  journey  through 
Lancashire,  and  ask  the  opinion  of  any 
old  people  he  may  meet.  He  has  no- 
thing to  do  but  to  walk  through  such  a 
town  as  Burnley,  and  he  will  find  abun- 
dant evidence  of  comfort  forthcoming  in 
every  direction.  Life  is  brighter  and 
better  for  the  working  classes  than  it  was 
45  years  ago.  I  am  speaking  of  what  I 
know;  but  if  there  be  any  doubt  the 
Registrar's  Tables  of  Mortality  will  dis- 
pel the  doubt.  Life  is  longer  than  it 
was ;  and  I  would,  therefore,  advise  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stockport  not  to  base 
his  argument  on  the  condition  of  the 
working  classes.  They  know  very  well 
that  they  are  better  off  than  they  were 
before.  I  will  venture  to  say  that  there 
is  no  manufacturing  country  in  the  world 
where  wages  are  not  lower  and  the 
hours  not  longer  than  they  are  in  Lanca- 
shire. The  hon.  Member  for  Wigton- 
shire  (Sir  Herbert  Maxwell)  mentioned 
an  independent  witness — Mr.  Porter. 
Mr.  Porter  was  sent  by  The  New  York 
D^ibune^  in  the  interests  of  the  Protec- 
tionists of  America,  to  find  reasons  for 
bolstering  up  Protection  in  that  country; 
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and  yet  Mr.  Porter  has  been  spoken  of 
as  aD  independent  witness.  I  have  read 
Mr.  Porter's  letters,  and  I  know  what 
they  are.  The  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Altrincham  (Sir  William  Ounliffe 
Brooks)  mentioned  the  depression  exist- 
ing in  Lancashire,  and  the  large  num- 
ber of  persons  out  of  employment  there. 
No  doubt,  there  are  many  unemployed 
persons  there,  and  we  all  regret  the  fact. 
But  what  are  the  reasons  ?  Large 
mills  have  been  built  and  furnished  with 
the  best  mcu^hinery.  The  constituents 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham  (Mr.  J. 
M.  Maclean)  can  turn  out  scores  of  new 
mills,  well  built,  and  furnished  with  the 
newest  improvements  in  machinery ;  and 
the  consequence  is  that  old-fashioned 
liiiUs  have  dropped  out  of  the  race,  and 
the  working  men  employed  in  them  have 
been  thrown  out  of  employment.  There 
are  some  mills  standing  in  Lancashire 
which  were  built  40  or  50  years  ago,  and 
they  are  not  at  all  adapted  to  the  pre- 
sent condition  of  the  manufacturing  in- 
dustry. The  hon.  Member  for  Stockport 
(Mr.  Jennings)  has  offered  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  £9,000,000  a-year ; 
but  I  wonder  how  he  would  get  ifc. 
Either  the  volume  of  imported  articles 
would  diminish  under  a  tax  of  20  per 
cent,  or  there  wotdd  be  no  protection 
to  working  men.  I  am  a^aid  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
not  get  his  money,  nor  would  the  work- 
people be  protected.  Another  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  stated  that  a  Free  Trade  policy 
was  certain  to  benefit  the  manufacturers, 
but  that  it  imposes  a  penalty  which  the 
landlords  have  to  pay.  Can  manufac- 
turers build  their  mills  in  the  air  ?  They 
want  land,  and  they  must  purchase  it 
from  the  landlords.  The  building  ma- 
terial also  comes  from  the  land,  as  well 
as  coals  to  supply  the  steam  engines. 
The  land  on  which  the  workpeople  live 
must  be  purchased  from  the  landlords ; 
and,  as  both  houses  and  mills  are 
built  upon  long  leases,  whatever  be- 
comes of  the  manufacturer  the  landlord 
is  tolerably  sure  of  getting  his  rent.  I 
will  not  trespass  longer  on  the  patience 
of  the  House.  I  will  only  say  I  am  quite 
sure  the  workpeople  of  this  country  know 
on  which  side  their  bread  is  buttered ; 
and  I  believe  they  will  not  be  led  away  by 
such  argumentsashave  been  advanced  by 
hon.  Members  who  support  the  Motion. 
Mb.  HBNNIKEE  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury) said,   he  was  not    going  to  be 
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put  down,  neither  wa0  he  going  to  waste 
time  by  giving  a  learned  disquisition  on 
Free  Trade  or  Protection.  They  would 
be  interested  to  learn  the  result  of  an 
actual  experiment  tried  in  an  Australian 
Colony,  for  the  truth  of  which  he  could 
vouch.  It  had  not  been  oontradicted 
when  he  explained  the  matter  to  his 
constituents.  When  the  Victorian  gold- 
fields  collapsed,  70,000  able-bodied  men 
found  themselves  wandering  •aimlessly 
about  the  streets  in  search  of  employ- 
ment. They  found  the  shops  and  ware- 
houses like  the  shops  and  warehouses  in 
London  to-day — that  is,  filled  with  im- 
ported goods  of  all  descriptions  from 
America,  Germany,  France,  and  else- 
where. They  asked  themselves,  ^^Can 
we  not  make  these  things?"  *'Yes," 
was  the  reply  of  their  leaders,  ^'  but  first 
we  must  put  a  duty  on  the  imported 
articles."  The  tariff  was  accordingly 
imposed,  and  tens  of  thousands  found 
employment.  The  large  importers  then 
erected  large  manufactories,  and  only 
imported,  the  raw  or  unmanufactured 
products  on  which  no  duty  was  imposed. 
[An  hon.  Membeb:  How  about  New 
South  Wales  ?]  The  hon.  Member  who 
referred  to  New  South  Wales  could  know 
nothing  about  the  subject.  That  Colony 
was  partly  Free  Trade,  but  it  was  four 
times  larger  than  Victoria ;  it  had  splen- 
did pastoral  resources,  and  also  mineral 
resources,  which  Victoria  had  not ;  and 
it  had  a  smaller  population  Twenty- 
two  years  had  passed  since  Protection 
had  been  in  force  in  Victoria,  and  only 
the  other  day  one  of  the  leading  men 
there,  who  was  formerly  a  Freetrader, 
wrote  as  follows : — 

**  Very  many  things  are  now  manufactured 
in  the  Colony  that  were  formerly  exdusively 
imported,  and  these  industries  have  been  mate- 
rially aided  by  the  heavy  protective  tariff  now 
in  force.  Among  the  articles  and  preparations 
may  be  instanced  account  books,  diaries,  sta- 
tionery, dyes,  glass,  cloth,  paper,  cigars,  starch, 
pianos,  furniture,  carriages,  dothmg,  organs, 
chemicals,  blasting  materials,  oilmen's  stones, 
safes,  brush  ware,  soap,  agricultural  implements, 
&c. 

*<  In  all,  the  number  of  manufactories,  large 
and  small,  exceed  2,000  exclusive  of  flour  mills, 
breweries,  woollen  mills,  brickyards,  potteries, 
soap  and  candle  works,  tobacco  factories,  tan- 
neries, fellmongeries,  and  woolwashing  estab- 
lishments. 

''These  2,000  manufactories  employ  over 
40,000  hands,  and  a  manufacturing  plant  valued 
at  over  £6.600,000/' 

Those  hon.  Members  who  still  doubted 
might  have  ample  evidenoe  of  the  pro- 
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gress  of  Melbourne  and  the  Colony  of 
Victoria  generally,  if  they  would  visit 
the  great  Exhibition  at  Kensington. 
\Oppontion  ehe&rsy  and  cries  o/" "  Divide ! "] 
Bon.  Members  might  crv  ** Divide!" 
but  he  claimed  to  be  heard  on  behalf  of 
Kent,  which  undoubtedly  was  the  most 
intelligent  county  in  England.  It  was 
acknowledged  to  be  so,  and  statistics 
proved  it.  ["No!"]  Well,  if  hon. 
Members  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House  wanted  proof,  he  would  point  to 
the  conclusive  fact  that  at  the  last 
General  Election  Kent  returned  19  Oon- 
servatives  to  Parliament,  and  not  one 
Badical.  He  would  not  waste  time,  but 
give  them  facts.  He  quoted  evidence  to 
show  that  in  June  of  last  year  one  large 
manufacturer  and  merchant  closed  his 
mills  in  England,  and  imported  from 
Westphalia  goods  into  England,  the 
labour  alone  of  which  represented 
£30,000.  He  (Mr.  Heaton)  contended 
that  it  would  be  difficult  to  persuade  the 
working  men  of  England  that  the 
£30,000  worth  of  work  of  which  they 
were  thus  deprived  was  for  their  bene- 
fit. It  meant  starvation  to  hundreds  of 
honest  men,  because  the  foreigner  would 
not  allow  English  goods  to  be  sent  to 
his  country — ^a  heavy  tax  was  imposed. 
He  had  said  all  he  desired  to  say,  and 
in  conclusion  he  asserted  that  in  a  very 
few  years  the  working  men  of  England 
would  return  a  majority  of  Members  to 
the  House  in  favour  of  his  hon.  Friend's 
Motion. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  again  proposed, ''  That 
Mr.  SpeaJcer  do  now  leave  the  Ohair." 

MINING  ROYALTIES.-RESOLTJnON. 
Mr.  mason  (Lanark,  Mid):  The 
House  has  listened  to  a  very  discursive 
debate  upon  Free  Trade,  Fair  Trade, 
and  the  Depression  of  Trade.  But  the 
subject  which  I  have  to  submit  to  the 
House  has  reference  to  the  question  of 
mining  royalties  and  the  way  in  which 
they  are  levied.  I  think  that  this  ques- 
tion has  a  great  deal  to  do  with  the  de- 
pression of  trade  through  which  the 
country  is  now  passing ;  and  there  can 
be  no  question  that  industries  depending 
upon  coal  and  iron  are  affected  very 
materially  by  the  heavy  rents  and 
royalties  which  they  have  now  to  pay  to 
the  landlords  of  this  countzy.  There  is, 
I  think,  a  misconception  abroad,  both  in 


and  out  of  Parliament,  upon  this  matter, 
which  has  only  lately  been  agitated.  A 
deputation  waited  upon  the  Home  Se- 
cretary upon  the  subject  in  March  last, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  promised 
to  lay  the  important  statement  then  made 
to  him  before  the  Cabinet.  No  answer, 
however,  has  yet  been  received  in  re- 
ference to  the  message  which  the  Home 
Secretary  conveyed  to  the  Cabinet ;  and 
perhaps  the  right  hon.  G-entleman  will 
be  able  now  to  shed  a  ray  of  light  on 
the  views  of  the  Government  upon  the 
matter,  and  we  may  expect  the  answer 
which  we  were  promised  in  March.  I  am 
sorry  to  find  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man appears  to  have  thought  that  the 
deputation  went  to  him  in  order  to  get 
parties  who  had  entered  into  bad  bar- 
gains relieved  from  them  by  the  State. 
Nothing  was  further  from  our  object 
than  that.  We  would  not  lift  our  little 
finger  to  give  relief  of  that  kind  to  any 
of  the  parties  who  have  entered  into 
these  bargains  if  there  were  not  a 
much  more  important  question  behind 
— namely,  the  relief  of  some  of  the 
great  industries  of  the  country  and  those 
who  are  dependent  on  them.  I  find 
that  the  same  idea  which  was  entertained 
by  the  Home  Secretary  has  also  taken 
possession  of  the  ex- Home  Secretary. 
JProbably  it  is  a  weakness  on  the  part  of 
Home  Secretaries  to  imitate  each  other, 
and  the  ex-Home  Secretary  appears 
entirely  to  follow  the  lead  given  to  him 
by  the  present  Home  Secretary  at  the 
time  we  approached  him  at  the  Home 
Office.  This,  however,  is  not  at  all  our 
object;  but  the  object  we  have  in  view 
is  to  relieve  those  industries,  and  those 
who  are  dependent  upon  them,  who  are 
at  present  suffering  from  great  hard- 
ship indeed  in  consequence  of  the  greatly 
reduced  wages  which  they  are  receiving, 
partly  caused  by  the  heavy  royalties 
which  the  mineowners  have  to  pay  to 
the  landlords.  The  Besolution  which  I 
have  placed  upon  the  Paper  states  my 
views,  and  has  received  the  sanction  of 
those  with  whom  I  am  acting  in  connec- 
tion with  this  matter.  I  will  read  that 
Besolution  to  the  House — 

**  To  call  attention  to  the  system  of  Mining 
Koyalties  :  and  to  move,  *  That,  in  the  opinion 
of  this  House,  the  existing  system  of  contract- 
ing for  Mining  Rents  and  Royalties  is  unsatis- 
factory, and  should  he  amended  hy  t^e  Legida- 
ture  on  an  equitahle  basis  in  the  interests  of  all 
concerned.' ' 

I  think  hon.  Members  will  agree  with  me 
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tbat  tbai  is  a  Teij  moderate  and  fair  Be- 
solution,  and  pernaps  more  so  than  many 
persons  in  the  conntry  may  feel  disposed 
to  accept  as  a  sufficient  solution  of  it.  I 
think  there  can  be  no  question  at  all 
that  what  is  stated  in  the  Hesolution — 
namely,  that — 

**The  existing    system  of   contracting  for 
Mining  Rents  and  Royalties  is  unsatisfactory," 

is  perfectly  true.  I  admit  at  once 
that  mining  rents  and  royalties  are  at 
present  eovemed  by  freedom  of  con- 
tract, and  I  think  that  freedom  of  con- 
tract is  a  very  admirable  principle  in- 
deed for  the  conduct  of  commercial 
operations.  I  believe  most  thoroughly 
in  the  principles  of  Free  Trade,  not- 
withstanding the  arguments  we  have 
heard  to-ni^ht,  which  are  certainly  ar- 
guments wnich  have  been  answered 
over  and  oyer  again,  and  exploded  years 
ago.  Have  we  a  free  market  in  regard 
to  these  mining  rents  and  royalties  at 
the  present  moment  ?  Because  to  have 
freedom  of  contract  we  want  a  free 
market.  The  minerals  of  the  countnr  are 
at  this  moment  in  possession  of  the  land- 
lords. The  landlords  of  the  country  are 
a  limited  number,  and  are  practically 
masters  of  the  situation.  The  minerals 
are  the  property  of  the  landlords,  and 
we  know  that  the  land,  as  weU  as  the 
minerals,  is  a  fixed  quantity.  You  can- 
not increase  it  by  a  single  acre,  neither 
can  you  increase  the  minerals  by  a  single 
ounce;  and  the  landlords  havinc^  pos- 
session of  the  land  and  the  minerals  are, 
as  I  stated  before,  masters  of  the  situa- 
tion, and  can  do  as  they  like  with  regard 
to  the  minerals.  But  in  reference  to  the 
monopoly  which  the  landlords  now  en- 
ioy,  the  principle  has  been  recognized 
oy  this  House  that  Parliament  is  en- 
titled to  interfere  in  dealing  with  this 
practical  monopoly.  We  have  already 
recognized  the  principle  by  interfering 
with  land  and  rents  in  Ireland.  We 
recognized  the  same  principle  in  pass- 
ing the  Orofters  Bill,  and  this  House 
recognized  it  also  the  other  night  in 
carrying  the  second  reading  of  the  Eail- 
way  Kates  Bill  without  even  a  division. 
In  so  doing  we  have  affirmed  the  prin- 
ciple I  desire  to  lay  down — that  we  are 
entitled  to  interfere  with  the  system  of 
contracting  for  mining  rents  and  royal- 
ties. With  regard  to  the  question  of 
royalties,  perhaps  the  House  will  allow 
me  to  state  a  few  facts  in  order  to  see  how 
far  they  operate  or  affect  the  industriee 
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of  this  country.  I  will  take,  in  the  fint 
place,  the  iron  trade  of  the  country.  I 
think  the  House  will  admit  that  that 
industry  is  a  most  important  one,  the 
foundation,  so  to  speak,  on  which  rests 
the  future  greatness  and  prosperity  of 
the  country,  the  other  manufacturing 
industries  of  the  country  depending 
largely  upon  its  prosperity.  What  are 
the  facts  of  the  case  m  connection  with 
royalties  payable  upon  the  manufacture 
of  pig  iron  ?  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  very 
important  and  valuable  work,  published 
by  a  very  high  authority  upon  this  qnes- 
tion  —  Sir  Isaac  Lowthian  Bell.  The 
House  will  admit  that  no  higher  autho- 
rity can  be  found,  and  he  says  that 
in  Cumberland  the  royalties  per  ton 
upon  pig  iron  amount  to  6«.  Zd,;  in 
Scotland  to  6«. ;  Oleveland,  d«.  ^d,\ 
in  Belgium  from  1«.  2d,  to  As, ;  in 
France  to  only  M, ;  and  in  Germany 
stiU  less  —  namely,  %d.  These  are 
startling  and  important  facts,  and  very 
serious  facts  indeed,  in  connection  wiu 
the  foreign  competition,  of  which  we 
have  been  hearing  so  much  to-night. 
How  in  the  name  of  common  sense  can 
it  be  expected,  all  other  things  being 
equal,  tnat  this  country  can  compete 
with  foreigners  abroad  in  the  manufac- 
ture of  iron,  when  the  raw  material  can 
be  got  for  6i.  a-ton  in  Germany,  for 
which  in  Scotland  we  have  to  pay  6«., 
and  in  Cumberland,  6«.  Zd,  ?  It  is  unne- 
cessary that  I  shoxild  argue  that  ques- 
tion any  further,  because  it  is  quite 
patent  to  any  ordinarily  intelligent  man 
that  Scotland  used  to  be  the  chief  market 
for  the  manufacture  of  pig  iron.  It  is 
fast  losing  its  supremacy  in  that  respect, 
chiefly  on  account  of  the  heavy  royalties 
the  ironmasters  are  asked  to  pay  for  the 
minerals  they  use.  EngUsh  and  Scotch 
manufacturers  are  handicapped  to  an 
enormous  extent ;  and  the  result  is  that, 
whereas  the  iron  used  in  the  foundries 
of  the  West  of  Scotland  was  Scotch 
iron,  it  is  now  being  supplanted.  Glas- 
gow is  now  importing  pig  iron  from 
Cleveland  at  the  rate  of  1,000  tons 
per  day,  caused  by  the  difference  be- 
tween a  royalty  of  3«.  Zd,  per  ton  in 
Cleveland  and  6«.  in  Scotland — a  dif- 
ference quite  sufficient  to  enable  the 
Cleveland  ironmasters  to  compete  with 
the  Scotch  ironmasters  in  the  Glas- 
gow market.  In  answer  to  that  it  may 
be  said — "  Why  do  not  the  ironmasters 
give  up  their  leases ; "  but  wl^^n  ho©. 
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Gentlemen  talk  in  that  way  they  forget 
that  an  enormous  capital  has  been  sunk 
by  the  ironmasters  in  their  plant,  and 
for  them  to  give  up  their  leases  and 
abandon  their  works  would  simply  mean 
ruin.  They  so  on  hoping  against  hope, 
and  the  result  is  that  the  present  stock 
of  pig  iron  in  ConnaVs  stores  is  enor- 
mously large — larger,  I  believe,  than 
it  has  ever  been  before  in  the  history 
of  the  iron  trade.  They  cannot  stop, 
but  they  are  compelled  to  go  on  pro- 
ducing, and  in  consequence  their  stock 
is  increasing  at  an  unparalleled  rate. 
A  crisis  is  inevitable,  if  such  a  state  of 
things  continues  much  longer  without 
a  remedy.  One  point  to  which  I  wish 
to  direct  the  attention  of  the  House  is 
this — ^that  in  Germany  and  France  the 
State  has  retained  i>osses8ion  of  the 
minerals;  and  to  show  the  difference 
between  private  ownership  and  State 
ownership,  I  may  mention  that  in  Bel- 
gium the  royalties  payable  on  the  manu- 
facture of  a  ton  of  pig  iron  ran  from 
1«.  2d,  to  4«.  a-ton;  whereas  in  Ger- 
many they  are  only  6d,,  and  in  France 
Sd.  per  ton.  We  have  recently  heard 
of  serious  and  terrible  riots  in  Belgium. 
Why  did  those  riots  occur?  It  was 
because  the  ironmasters  and  mineowners 
say  that  they  have  been  losing  money ; 
and  therefore  they  attempted  to  reduce 
the  wages  of  the  men  they  employed  to  a 
point  at  which  the  men  declared  they  are 
imable  to  live.  Serious  riots  ensued  in 
consequence;  but  the  ironmasters  and 
mineowners  say  that  they  cannot  help 
the  workmen  unless  the  royalties  are 
reduced  to  the  same  scale  as  those  which 
are  paid  in  France  and  Germany.  They 
maintain  that  until  that  is  done  it  is 
impossible  for  the  Belgian  ironmasters 
to  pay  their  way,  or  for  the  trade  to 
prosper.  The  coalmasters  in  this  coun- 
try say  they  have  had  to  reduce  the 
miners'  wages  in  consequence  of  the 
high  royalties  they  have  to  pay;  and 
the  ironmasters  have  not  been  able  to 
find  a  market  for  their  iron  owing  to 
the  competition  to  which  they  have  been 
Bubj ected  from  abroad.  The  chief  cause 
of  this  is  the  royalties  paid  both  by  the 
coalmasters  and  the  ironmasters.  These 
have  stood  at  much  too  high  a  figure  in 

Sast  times ;  but,  nevertheless,  the  rents 
emanded  for  the  royalties  have  gone  on 
increasing ;  and  in  order  to  make  both 
ends  meet  the  ironmasters  and  coal- 
owBers  have  been  obliged  to  resort  to  a 
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reduction  of  the  wages  of  their  men.  In 
my  own  Division  of  Sie  county  of  Lanark, 
which  contains  probably  the  most  im- 
portant mining  constituency  in  Scotland, 
the  rents  are  fixed,  and  run  from  £500 
to  £5,000  per  annum.  The  rent  is  inde- 
pendent of  the  royalties,  but  merges 
into  the  royalty  when  the  quantity 
put  out  exceeds  the  rent.  The  charge, 
therefore,  goes  on  increasing  accord- 
ing to  the  quantity  taken  out;  but 
supposing  that  the  works  are  not  going 
on  the  rent  is  still  exacted,  and  the 
coalmasters  have  to  do  something  to 
enable  them  to  pay  the  rent  to  the 
landlord.  The  rent  being  a  fixed  sum, 
and  the  wages  not  being  a  fixed  sum, 
the  masters  took  advantage  of  the  labour 
market,  and  reduced  the  wages  of  their 
men  to  such  a  point  that  the  poor  men 
are  at  present  Bcarcely  able  to  keep  body 
and  soul  together.  I^erhaps  I  may  be 
allowed  to  give  an  illustration  in  order 
to  show  how  the  case  stands  at  present. 
In  the  county  of  Lanark  some  royalties 
are  as  much  as  Is,  ^d,  a-ton ;  but  while 
the  landowner  is  receiving  that  sum  the 
poor  miner  only  gets  \0d,  a-ton  for 
hewing  the  coal.  £i  the  North  of  Eng- 
land some  of  the  miners  are,  I  believe, 
actually  receiving  less  than  \0d,  a-ton — 
in  some  instances  as  low  as  Id,  I  know 
of  one  landowner  in  my  Division  who,  at 
the  present  time,  is  deriving  no  less 
than  £114,000  a-year  out  of  his  mining 
royalties;  yet  neither  he  nor  his  fore- 
fathers ever  contributed  one  farthing 
towards  the  creation  of  that  enormous 
income.  There  is  no  wonder  that  the 
poor  miner  points  to  cases  such  as  this, 
and  complains  of  the  existing  system, 
when  inequalities  such  as  this  are  known 
to  exist.  I  am  not  surprised  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bethnal  Green  (Mr.  Howell) 
should  say  that  in  this  country  capital  is 
too  largely  accumulated  in  a  few  hands. 
In  France  and  Germany  the  State  has 
wisely  retained  the  possession  of  the 
minerals  in  its  own  hands ;  and  I  think 
it  would  have  been  as  weU  if  in  past 
ages  this  country  had  taken  the  same 
course.  The  power  of  doing  that  has 
now  passed  away.  There  can  be  no 
question  at  all  that  the  State  originally 
was  the  proprietor  of  the  minerals.  In 
Scotland,  I  believe,  down  to  about  200 
years  ago,  the  Grown  had  possession  of 
the  minerals,  and  I  presume  that  it  was 
the  same  in  England.  I  am  not  aware 
whether  there  was  ever  any  repeal  of 

uiqiiizea  dv  'V-j  v-'v^x  ^V- 


1119 


Mining 


{COMMONS} 


the  law  in  Sootland ;  but  it  certainly  fell 
into  disuse,  and  I  believe  that  disuse  in 
such  matters  is  equivalent  to  repeal.  I 
do  not  see  the  Lord  Advocate  present ; 
but  there  are  probably  other  legal  Gentle- 
men present  who  will  be  able  to  correct 
me  if  I  am  wrong.  In  consequence  of  the 
law  falling  into  disuse  the  landowners 
virtually  became  proprietors  of  the  mine- 
rals wimout  any  special  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment to  recognize  their  right ;  and  now, 
of  course,  they  are  the  legal  possessors 
of  the  minerals  of  the  country,  and  draw 
large  incomes  from  this  source  of  wealth. 
There  is  another  point  in  connection 
with  the  working  of  these  minerals  to 
which  I  wish  to  direct  the  attention  of 
the  House,  because  it  leads  up  to  the 
Besolution  which  I  have  placed  upon 
the  Paper.  The  original  method  of  en- 
tering into  leases  for  the  workinc^  of 
minerals  in  Scotland  was  not,  as  it  is 
now,  by  paying  fixed  rents  and  royalties. 
It  was  a  much  more  simple  system. 
The  recognized  owner  of  the  minerals 
received  a  given  quantity  of  the  output 
of  the  mine,  or  a  given  percentage  of  it. 
The  effect  of  this  arrangement  was  that 
the  larger  the  quantity  the  larger  the 
return  to  the  landowner,  who  shared 
with  the  mineowner  in  the  prosperity 
of  the  mine ;  but  if  the  mine  was  not 
worked  there  was  nothing  to  pay,  or 
if  worked  moderately  there  was,  con- 
sequently, a  moderate  sum  to  pay.  I 
certainly  think  that  that  was  a  much 
more  satisfactory  arrangement  than  the 
hard-and-fast  system  under  which  the 
mines  are  worked  now.  I  now  come  to 
what  I  would  suggest  as  a  remedy  for 
the  existing  state  of  things.  The  remedy 
which  I  would  suggest  is  a  very  simple 
one,  and  it  is  the  following  up  the  old 
Scottish  system.  I  think  it  would  be 
wise  to  revive  that  plan,  rather  than  re- 
quire the  payment  of  a  fixed  sum,  be- 
cause there  might  be  a  fiery  mine  or  a 
very  wet  mine,  which  will  require  great 
care,  and  be  very  expensive  to  work ;  and 
it  is  impossible  to  know,  until  experience 
has  been  obtained,  whether  it  will  be  a 
profitable  mine  to  work  or  not.  I  know 
of  one  case  in  which  a  sum  of  £50,000 
was  spent  in  sinking  a  pit  and  putting 
in  machinery,  and  when  it  came  to  be 
worked  it  was  found  that  it  could  not  be 
profitably  worked  at  the  royalty  agreed 
to  be  paid.  The  mineowner  approached 
the  landowner,  told  him  the  facts  of  the 
case,  and  asked  for  a  reduction  of  the 
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royalty,  adding  that  unless  he  got  a  re- 
duction it  woTud  be  impossible  for  him 
to  continue  working  the  mine.  The 
landowner,  however,  refused  to  make  a 
reduction,  and  the  £50,000  simk  in  the 
mine  was  entirely  lost.  The  mine  itself 
is  not  being  worked  now.  "What  I  would 
suggest  is  that  the  old  Scotch  system 
should  be  revived.  Perhaps  it  may  be 
not  quite  so  applicable  to  England  as  it 
is  to  Scotland,  although  I  confess  I 
see  none.  The  Scotch  system  was  that 
a  certain  percentage  should  be  paid  to 
the  landowner  of  the  output  by  way 
of  royalty.  There  may  be  a  difficulty 
and  difference  of  opinion  as  to  what  that 
percentage  should  be;  some  landlords 
take  a  different  view  from  others,  and 
until  the  coal  is  reached  it  is  difficult  to 
arrive  at  what  the  cost  of  working  it 
will  be.  What  I  would  suggest  is  that 
we  ought  to  have  a  Royalty  Court,  or 
a  Commission,  or  some  other  tribunal,  to 
decide  what  would  be  a  fair  percentage 
of  the  output  that  should  lall  to  the 
landowner  from  the  working  of  the  mine. 
I  do  not  think  there  would  be  anything 
unfair  in  that.  No  one  has  any  desire 
to  take  the  minerals  away  from  the  land- 
owner without  giving  compensation,  or 
to  compel  him  to  part  with  any  covenant 
he  may  have  entered  into  with  his  tenant 
at  a  great  sacrifice,  unless  the  public 
welfare  demands  it.  If  the  landlord  and 
tenant  are  willing  to  go  on  with  the  lease 
they  have  entered  into,  let  them  go  on ; 
but  the  tenant  should  be  entitled,  if  he 
has  a  grievance,  to  go  before  some 
regularly  constituted  tribunal,  if  the 
royalty  imposed  is  too  great,  and  state 
all  the  facts  before  the  Court,  with  a 
further  statement,  supported  by  evi- 
dence, that  he  is  unaole  to  pay  the 
royalty,  and  then,  after  full  considera- 
tion, the  Court  should  have  power  to 
compel  the  landlord  to  yield.  I  am  glad 
to  observe  that  the  present  Government 
have  directed  their  attention  to  this 
question  in  connection  with  the  Land 
rurchase  Bill  for  Ireland.  It  is  a  proof 
to  me  that  they  are  proceeding  in  the 
right  direction ;  and  although  there  is 
no  desire  to  revive  absolutely  the  old 
rights  of  the  Crown,  there  is  a  dis- 
position to  restore  the  former  arrange- 
ment with  regard  to  the  working  of 
minerals.  The  clause  of  the  Land  Pur- 
chase Bill  to  which  I  refer  is  sub-  section  2 
of  Clause  11,  and  I  am  glad  to  see  the 
principle  which  it  contains  embodied  in 
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the  BilL  It  is  a  long  step  towards 
the  adoption  of  the  prinoiple  at  which 
I  am  aiming,  and  1  expect  to  see 
the  Home  Secretary  rise  in  his  place 
and  say  that  he  supports  the  Beso- 
lution  which  I  intend  to  propose.  The 
Royalty  Court  or  Oommission  which  I 
suggest  should  have  power  to  settle  all 
disputed  cases  in  connection  with  ascer- 
tainable surface  damages,  way-leaves, 
and  the  like,  besides  a  p^eat  many  matters 
which  at  present  it  is  very  difficult  to 
settle.  I  think  it  is  most  desirable  that 
there  should  be  some  such  Court  with 
very  full  powers.  Of  course  it  must  be 
an  impartial  Court,  presided  over  in 
Scotland  by  Sheriffs  of  counties,  and  in 
England  probably  by  the  County  Court 
Judges.  1  have  no  wish  to  interfere 
with  the  right  of  any  individual  where 
that  is  not  affecting  the  people  or  the 
public  interest ;  but  I  wish  to  arrive  at 
an  equitable  solution  of  this  most  diffi- 
cult question,  so  that  the  great  indus- 
tries of  the  country  may  be  no  longer 
unduly  handicapped.  I  think  I  have 
shown  the  necessity  for  something  being 
done,  and  I  trust  the  Oovernment  will 
move  in  the  direction  I  have  indicated.  I 
believe  that  under  my  plan  the  interest  of 
the  landowner  would  be  sufficiently  pro- 
tected, and  that  we  should  be  able  to  do 
justice  to  that  large  body  of  hard-work- 
inff,  industrious  men,  who  are  at  present 
touing  very  hard  for  the  means  of 
dragging  on  a  miserable  existence, 
and  who  are,  at  the  same  time,  adding 
so  much  to  the  wealth  of  the  country. 
I  am  quite  sure  that  the  House  would 
act  wisely  if  they  decided  to  face  the 
question,  and  it  must  be  faced  before 
long,  and  perhaps  it  ma^  not  then  be 
faced  so  easily,  or  on  so  just  and  equi- 
table a  basis.  If  we  face  this  question 
now  I  am  certain  that  we  shall  iind  the 
future  of  the  country  less  seriously  im- 
perilled than  hon.  Members  opposite 
seem  to  believe.  I  have  been  a  manu- 
facturer myself  for  the  last  30  years,  and 
I  know  that  foreign  competition  is  cer- 
tainly very  hard  upon  us  at  the  present 
time.  But  I  have  no  faith  in  the  Fair 
Trade  nostrums  which  have  been  sug- 
gested as  a  remedy  for  the  evil,  nor  do  I 
take  so  gloomy  a  view  of  the  future  as  is 
taken  by  many  persons.  I  believe  that 
by  taking  advantage  of  the  skill  and 
ability  of  our  workmen,  and  the  splendid 
maohin^y  and  appliances  which  the 
country  possesses,  we  shall  be  able  to 
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hold  our  own  against  any  country  in  the 
world,  and  I  do  not  fear  any  competi- 
tion whatever.  All  I  ask  is  that  we 
should  be  in  a  position  to  avail  our- 
selves of  the  advantages  we  possess,  and 
I  am  sure  that  the  physical,  mental,  and 
intellectual  power  of  our  population  will 
never  be  surpassed  by  any  foreigners. 
We  require  nothing  but  freedom  to 
enable  us  to  develop  the  resources  of 
the  country  to  tiie  fullest  extent;  and  if 
something  is  done  to  relieve  our  coal 
and  iron  industries,  and  we  make  the 
best  use  of  our  wealth  and  our  un- 
rivalled mechanical  appliances  by  taking 
advantage  of  these  to  the  full,  I  have  no 
doubt  that  England  will  still  be  able 
to  hold  her  own  in  the  markets  of  the 
world. 

Mb.  FENWICK  (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck) :  In  seconding  the  Motion  of 
my  hon.  Friend  who  has  just  sat  down, 
I  trust  I  may  be  permitted  to  say  that  I 
have  listened  to  the  debate  whjoh  has 
taken  place  in  this  House  to-night  with 
considerable  interest ;  and  I  feel  certain, 
from  what  has  been  said,  that  we  may 
safely  calculate  upon  the  sympathy  and 
support  of  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  in  carrying  the  Motion 
which  hsA  been  so  ably  moved  by  my 
hon.  Friend.  Whatever  may  have  been 
our  thoughts,  whatever  may  have  been 
the  opinions  entertained  by  us  previous 
to  this  Parliament,  with  respect  to  the 
attention  which  has  been  given  to  the 
interests  of  the  working  classes  of  this 
country  in  this  House,  so  far  as  this 
Session  is  gone,  I  think  the  working 
classes  must  have  been  struck  by  the 
debates  which  have  been  so  obviously, 
and  I  may  say  ostentatiously,  started^  in 
Uieir  interest.  Well,  Sir,  the  question 
which  has  been  brought  before  the 
House  by  my  hon.  Friend  is  one  in  which 
the  constituency  I  have  the  honour  to 
represent  takes  a  deep  interest,  and  one 
which  they  regard  as  of  very  great  im- 
portance to  them  as  a  mining  com- 
munity. In  my  own  Division  in  North- 
umberland, as  indeed  in  almost  every 
other  Division  in  the  county  at  the  time 
of  the  last  Election,  there  were  many 
questions  which  secured  a  large  amount 
of  public  interest  and  attention.  Since 
that  time  the  interest  in  many  of  these 
questions  has  subsided,  or  been  con- 
siderably modified  in  its  tone  and  ex^ 
pression.  But  the  interest  that  was 
manifested  at  the  time  of  the  General 
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Election  in  the  North  of  England  by  the 
miners  and  ironworkers  has  not  only  not 
subsided  with  the  lapse  of  time,  but  has 
positively  increased  in  volume.  It  has  in- 
tensified in  its  character,  and  increased  in 
the  forms  of  its  expression.  Is  that  to  be 
wondered  at  when  we  consider  how 
heavily  the  coal  and  iron  industries  of 
the  country  are  handicapped  by  the 
oppressive  charges  and  burdens  which 
are  laid  upon  &em?  Those  who  are 
laying  an  embargo  upon  the  coal  and 
iron  trades,  and  placing  the  owners  at  a 
disadvantage  in  competing  with  the 
trade  of  other  countries,  incur  great  re- 
sponsibilities indeed.  I  think  I  am 
correct  in  saying  that  there  are  many 
mineowners  who  have,  for  a  number  of 
years,  not  only  received  no  return  for 
the  capital  they  have  invested,  but  many 
who  have  positively  endured  a  loss. 
Indeed,  a  friend  of  mine  who  is  largely 
interested  in  the  coal  trade  of  the  North 
of'  England  told  me  the  other  day  that 
he  ana  the  other  members  of  his  firm, 
for  a  number  of  years,  have  not  received 
any  return  for  their  capital,  and  yet 
they  have  been  paying  to  the  lords  of 
the  manor,  or  the  royalty  owners,  a  sum 
of  £20,000  per  annum  in  the  shape  of 
royalty  rents.  Well,  Sir,  the  wages  of 
the  miners  have  been  reduced  to  the 
lowest  possible  point,  to  a  point  at  which, 
as  my  hon.  Fnend  has  remarked,  it  is 
scarcely  possible  for  them  to  keep  body 
and  soul  together ;  and,  indeed,  but  for 
the  large  sums  that  have  been  distri- 
buted amongst  the  mining  population  in 
the  North  of  England  from  their  trade 
organizations,  many  strong,  willing,  and 
able-bodied  men,  and  men  of  inde- 
pendent spirit,  would  have  been  com- 
I>elled,  from  mere  force  of  circumstances, 
to  seek  relief  from  the  Ghiardians.  In 
Northumberland  alone,  since  the  begin- 
ning of  this  year,  no  less  than  £7,000 
have  been  distributed  amongst  miners  ; 
and  I  believe  I  am  perfectly  right  in 
saying  that  in  Durham  even  a  much 
larger  sum  than  that  has  been  dis- 
tributed amongst  the  miners.  During 
all  this  time,  while  those  who  pay  the 
royalty  have  been  receiving  no  return 
for  their  capital,  and  the  wages  of  the 
miners  have  been  reduced  to  almost 
starvation  point,  the  landowners  and 
royalty  owners  have  been  in  receipt  of 
large  simis  of  money  for  rent,  which,  in 
all  fairness,  ought  to  have  gone  in  inte- 
rest on  capital  or  in  wages  to  the  miners. 
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The  extent  to  which  the  coal  and  iron 
industries  in  this  country  are  affected  by 
these  charges  may  be  learned  by  hon. 
Members  who  care  to  consult  that  valu- 
able work  to  which  my  hon.  Friend  re- 
ferred. Or,  if  they  do  not  care  to  go  to 
the  expense  of  purchasing  that  book,  if 
they  will  turn  to  the  Blue  Book  lately 
issued  containing  evidence  given  before 
the  Boyal  Commission  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  cause  of  Depression  in 
Trade,  they  will  find  there  the  evidence 
of  that  gentleman  most  fully  stated, 
who  said,  in  answer  to  questions  put  to 
him  by  one  of  the  Members  of  that  Com- 
mission with  regard  to  the  extent  to 
which  trade  in  this  country  was  affected 
as  compared  with  other  countries  by 
royalty  charges,  that  the  royalties  in 
Cleveland  on  every  ton  of  pig  iron 
amounted  to  d#.  ;  in  Lancashire  it 
amounted  to  6«.  Zd. ;  in  Scotland  to  3«. 
In  Germany  he  said  that  the  royalty  on 
pig  iron  was  something  like  ^d.  a-ton ; 
in  the  United  States  it  varied  consider- 
ably, being  sometimes  nothing  at  all, 
and  sometimes  as  high  as  6«.  or  7«. 
a-ton ;  and  in  France  it  was  8rf.  But, 
Sir,  there  is  this  great  difference  between 
the  countries  named  and  our  own.  In 
those  countries  the  royalties  are  in  the 
hands  of  the  State,  whereas  in  this 
country  they  are  the  property  of  private 
individuals.  I  have  often,  in  my  ex- 
perience, regarded  it  as  a  very  unfair 
thing  that  royalty  owners,  who  run  none 
of  the  risk  and  submit  to  none  of  the 
privations  incident  to  the  miner's  life, 
in  many  instances  receive  more  in  the 
shape  of  royalty  than  the  man  who 
descends  with  the  line  carrying  his  life 
in  his  hand,  and  who  cuts  the  diamond 
and  sends  it  to  the  surface.  I  regard 
this  state  of  things  as  very  unfair  and 
very  unsatisfactory  indeed ;  and  I  hope 
that  the  Government,  and  the  Members 
of  this  House  also,  will  be  disposed  to 
accept  the  Eesolntion  so  ably  offered  by 
my  hon.  Friend,  and  that  they  will 
adopt  his  suggestion  for  the  appointment 
of  a  Commission  to  inquire  into  the 
system  that  now  obtains  in  charging 
royalty  rents.  I  will  only  say  in  con- 
clusion that  the  hand  of  a  kind  Provi- 
dence has  made  our  beloved  country  to 
teem  with  mineral  wealth  as,  it  would 
appear,  a  sort  of  set-off  of  compensation 
for  our  limited  area  of  surface ;  and  I 
regret  that  we  have  for  so  long  looked 
upon  this  mineral  wealth,  this  natural 
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wealth  that  was  undoubtedly  placed  there 
to  minister  to  the  comfort  and  happiness 
of  the  people,  that  it  should  be  regarded 
by  this  country,  while  every  other  coun- 
ti^  has  endeavoured  to  disregard  it,  as 
the  property  of  individuals.  I  am  glad 
to  see,  as  my  hon.  Friend  has  stated, 
that  in  the  Land  Purchase  Bill  for  Ire- 
land what  I  consider  to  be  a  right  de- 
parture has  been  made  in  this  respect, 
for,  undoubtedly,  the  mineral  wealth  of 
this  country  ought  to  belong  to  the  na- 
tion, and  not  to  private  individuals. 
The  terms  of  this  Motion,  however,  do 
not  go  so  far  as  to  say  that  the  Govern- 
ment  ought  to  take  all  rights  that  private 
landowners  have  in  the  mineral  wealth 
of  the  country ;  but  the  Government  and 
this  House  are  invited  to  express  their 
opinion  that  the  present  system  of  levy- 
ing royalty  duties  is  unfair  and  un- 
satisfactory, and  ought  to  be  adjusted 
in  the  interests  of  all  concerned.  I  beg 
to  second  the  Besolution  of  my  hon. 
Friend. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words, 
<<  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  existing 
system  of  contracting  for  Mining  Rents  and 
Koyalties  is  unsatisfactory,  and  should  be 
amended  by  the  Legislature  on  an  equitable 
basis  in  the  interests  of  all  concerned,"— (if r. 
Mas  on  f) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 

Sroposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question.'' 

Mr.  HALDANE  (Haddington) :  Sir, 
I  wish  to  make  a  few  remarks  on  the 
Resolution  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lanarkshire  (Mr.  Mason).  Beyond 
all  doubt,  there  is  a  grievance;  the 
difficulty  which  arises  is  as  to  the 
remedy  for  that  grievance.  If,  when 
these  royalties  are  fixed,  the  market 
price  of  iron  is  high  they  may  be  per- 
fectly fair  enough ;  but  there  comes  a 
time  when  prices  fall,  and  when  they 
bear  no  relation  to  the  price  of  iron.  If 
the  royalties  remain  unaltered  under 
those  circumstances,  the  lessee  of  the 
mine  pays  an  undue  amount  to  the 
owner  of  the  soil,  and,  in  consequence, 
has  to  pay  less  wages  to  the  workmen. 
In  such  cases  great  hardships  have  been 
found  to  exist,  and  the  effects  of  the 
system  will  be  apparent  to  anyone  who 
goes  through  the  mining  districts  in  this 
pountxy.     WeU,  Sir,  how  is  that  to  be 
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remedied?  The  question  is  a  difficult 
one.  Undoubtedly  there  is  a  grievance, 
and  my  hon.  Friend  says  he  has  a  simple 
way  of  dealing  with  it.  He  would  ap- 
point a  Land  Court  to  adjudicate  upon 
what  should  be  the  fair  charge  which  a 
ton  of  mineral  should  pay.  But  I  should 
like  to  ask  my  hon.  irriend  how  far  he 
proposes  to  carry  his  suggestion  ?  It 
may  be  that  the  amount  of  the  royalties 
was  fixed  when  the  price  of  minerals 
was  high,  and  in  that  case  it  is  only 
right  that  it  should  be  paid ;  but  is  my 
hon.  Friend  prepared  to  say  that  when 
the  royalties  are  fixed  at  a  time  when 
minerals  are  low  in  price  there  is  to  be 
an  inquiry  as  to  whether  miners  are  not 
receiving  unduly  high  wages  ?  It  seems 
to  me  that  his  proposal  leads  you  to  that 
conclusion  ;  and,  if  so,  it  conducts  you  to 
a  sea  of  difficulty  from  which  you  will 
not  easily  extricate  yourself.  My  hon. 
Friend  says  **  No ;  '*  but  I  ask,  how  far 
does  he  propose  to  extend  the  inter- 
ference of  the  Court  which  he  proposes 
to  set  up  ?  Some  hon.  Gentlemen  would, 
no  doubt,  say  it  ought  to  be  extended 
to  fixing  the  rate  of  wages  generally. 
But  I  should  like  to  know  where  that 

grinciple  is  to  stop  ?  I  am  not  afraid  of 
ocialism ;  but  this  kind  of  Socialism 
I  am  not  prepared  to  contemplate  until 
my  hon.  Friend  shows  me  that  there  is 
no  other  remedy.  We  grant  the  evil  to 
exist ;  but  we  ask,  can  it  not  be  met  by 
other  means?  I  think  the  main  diffi- 
culty arises  from  this — you  have  in  land 
something  which  carries  with  it  attri- 
butes of  an  anomalous  character,  not 
merely  legal,  but  also  political  and 
social.  The  owner  of  land  is  imdoubt- 
edly  placed  in  a  position  of  great  advan- 
tage in  comparison  with  the  man  with 
whom  he  is  dealing.  It  is  not  because 
land  is  a  monopoly.  There  are  other 
monopolies  than  land ;  capital  is  a  mono- 
poly. ["  No  !  "]  However  that  may 
be,  in  the  case  of  land  undoubtedly  you 
have,  what  you  have  not  in  the  case  of 
capital,  a  peculiar  BtatuB  which  enables 
the  owner  to  assume  a  position  of  ad- 
vantage in  relation  to  those  with  whom 
he  is  dealing.  And  I  say  it  is  that 
which  it  should  be  the  object  of  your 
Land  Heform  to  remove.  But  I  cannot 
think  it  is  necessary  to  wait  until  then 
before  you  touch  this  question  of  mines. 
Why  should  there  not  be  a  Bill  placed 
before  the  House  of  Commons  to  enable 
owners  and  managers  to  let  land  on  the 
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terms  similar  to  those  which  existed 
under  the  Scotch  system,  the  royalty 
varying  according  to  the  price,  or,  it 
may  be,  assuming  the  form  of  a  share 
of  the  rent  ?  You  might  embody  some 
form  of  lease  based  on  this  principle 
in  the  Schedule  of  the  Bill  which  is 
to  bring  this  principle  into  operation; 
and  you  mieht  in  that  way  assist  the 
owners  of  the  fee  simple,  as  well  as 
limited  owners,  in  conforming  their 
contracts  to  the  equity  which  ought  to 
regulate  transactions  of  this  kind;  in 
other  words,  you  can  extend  the  powers 
of  limited  owners  enormously.  Eeforms 
of  that  sort  would  put  persons  dealing 
with  the  owners  of  land  on  a  footing  of 
equality,  or  something  like  it,  and  you 
would  be  introducing  something  ap- 
proachins^  to  a  system  of  free  contract. 
You  would  have  a  remedy  which  is  cal- 
culated to  bring  about  a  better  state  of 
things  in  which  men  would  have  to  rely 
on  their  own  exertions.  The  Besolution 
of  my  hon.  Friend  is  open  to  this  re- 
mark— it  is  one  which  simply  afi&rms 
that  the  law  is  in  urgent  need  of  reform. 
I  believe  it  is.  And  I  hold  it  is  in  urgent 
need  of  reform  for  the  reasons  I  have 
stated ;  and,  therefore,  reserving  as  I  do 
all  assent  to  the  proposal  suggested  by 
the  hon.  Member  ior  Lanarkshire,  I 
shall  support  the  Besolution  before  the 

House.       

Mb.  CONYBEAJtE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  is 
a  veiT  good  lawyer,  and  it  is  always 
easy  for  a  lawyer  to  throw  difficulties  in 
the  way  of  almost  any  proposition  that 
can  be  made.  I  am  not  at  all  surprised 
that  he  should  have  suggested  several 
difficulties  in  connection  with  this  Motion ; 
but  I  am  not  aware  that  any  reform  has 
ever  been  suggested,  or  ever  could  be 
suggested,  against  which  difficulties 
could  not  be  arrayed.  Admitting,  as 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Haddington  (Mr.  Haldane) 
has  very  candidly  done,  that  the  law  is 
in  urgent  need  of  reform,  it  appears  to 
me — and  here  I  differ  from  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman — that  the  difficulties 
and  injustices  that  exist,  and  that  un- 
doubtedly are  most  glaring,  can  be 
most  easily  rectified  by  the  carrying  out 
of  the  proposal  which  has  been  already 
sanctioned  for  the  establishment  of  a 
Court  in  which  an  impartial  tribunal 
will  do  justice  between  man  and  man.  I 
do  not  see  that  there  is  anything  so 
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Btartlinff  in  such  a  proposition.    And  if 
it  is  said—*'  We  do  not  know  how  you 
lire  going  to  extend  this  system ;  we  do 
not  see  that  it  has  anything  to  do  with 
the  matter,"  I  reply  that  we  shall  extend 
the  system  just  as  far  as  we  find  it 
necessary,  and  that  I  shall  rejoice  when 
Land  Courts  are  established  all  over  the 
country  to  deal  with  agricultural  as  weU 
as  mineral  matters.    The  difficulty  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  suggested  as  to 
the  raising  of  royalties  when  found  to 
be  too  low  will  not  arise  at  all,  so  far  as 
I  understand  the  matter,   because  the 
suggestion  which  was  put  forward  very 
clearly  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lanark  (Mr.  Mason)  was 
that  a  royalty  should  be  established  on 
a  sliding  scale ;  and  that  would  neces- 
sarily imply  that  when  the    price    of 
minerals  was  high  the  royalty  owners 
shoiQd  have,   proportionately,  a  large 
share  of  the  money  ;   and,  on  the  other 
hand,  when   the  price  fell  their  share 
should  be  proportionately  diminished. 
That  cannot  be  called  an  unfair  or  unjust 
proposal.     I  do  not  suppose  that  the 
owners  would  wish  to  have  more  than 
their  fair  share,  though  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  in  the  history  of  our  country 
they  have  always  had  a  great  deal  more 
than  their  share.    I  take  it,  however, 
that  in  the  democratic  epoch  we  are 
entering  upon  the  mineral  owners,  like 
other  human  beings,  will  be  anxious  to 
have  only  their  fair  share,  and  will  not 
want  to  be  put  down  as  avaricious  and 
greedy.     In  making  a  few  remarks  be- 
cause of  the  position  my.  Division  of 
Cornwall  occupies  in  connection   with 
this  subject,   even  at  this  late  hour  I 
wish  to  draw   attention  to  two   points 
that  have  not  been  touched  on  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  have  preceded  me.   The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  fortheWans- 
beck  Division  of  Northumberland  (Mr. 
Fenwick),  in  his  very  interesting  speech, 
dealt  only  with  the  coal  and  iron  indus- 
tries ;  but  I  want  to  draw  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  certain  very  flagrant 
cases  in  connection  with  other  industries, 
because  it  must  be  understood  that  this 
is  not  a  question  affecting  only  one  part 
of    the    country.      When    the    House 
realizes  that  fact  it  will  see  how  exces- 
sively important  that  question   is.     I 
would  not  say  that  it  is  more  important ; 
but    it  certainly  is  not  less  important 
than  that  question  of  Free  Traide,  the 
discussion  of  which  has  taken  up  so 
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many  hours  this  evening.  There  is  no 
part  of  the  country  where  there  are  any 
minerals  worthy  of  being  got  where  you 
will  not  find  the  keenest  interest  taken 
in  this  question  of  royalties ;  and,  more 
than  that,  if  you  consider  the  incubus  at 
this  moment  wearing  down  our  mineral 
centres  by  reason  of  these  excessive 
rents  and  royalties,  and  indirectly  affect- 
ing every  other  industry  in  the  country, 
you  will  at  once  see  that  the  question  of 
rents  and  royalties  connected  with  mines 
goes  to  the  root  of  the  whole  of  that 
depression  in  our  trade  of  which  we 
have  been  hearing  so  much.  I  do  not 
exaggerate  very  much  the  importance  of 
this  subject — though  it  may  seem  to 
some  a  common  one — when  I  say  that 
there  is  no  class  of  trade  or  industry  in 
the  country  that  does  not  feel  the  effect 
of  the  depression  consequent  upon  this 
great  incubus.  But  the  other  point  I 
wish  to  refer  to  for  one  moment,  and 
which  is  part  of  the  question,  though  no 
one  has  referred  to  it,  is  the  excessive 
rents  exacted,  not  only  for  the  mere 
minerals,  but  in  respect  of  what  are 
called  "way-leaves,"  or  right  of  way 
over  land.  I  shall  be  able  to  prove 
how,  in  one  or  two  instances,  trading 
interests  are  in  this  way  crippled  and 
fettered.  With  the  permission  of  the 
House  I  would  bring  before  hon.  Mem- 
bers, in  connection  with  that  last  point, 
one  or  two  facts ;  and  I  do  so  because  I 
do  not  want  here  to  spin  a  long  yam, 
but  desire  by  one  grain  of  fact  to  dispel 
many  tons  of  fiction.  Here  is  a  case 
from  Aberystwith.  I  may  say  that  con- 
stantly I  am  receiving  information  from 
all  parts  of  the  country — statements  all 
corroborating  each  other — showing  how 
just  is  the  demand  made  in  connection 
with  this  question.  From  Aberystwith 
I  have  this  statement — that  in  a  country 
like  Wales,  which  almost  entirely  de- 
pends upon  water  power,  most  exorbi- 
tant charges  are  often  made  for  water- 
courses and  pools,  and  that  fabulous 
sums  have  been  exacted  for  what  may 
be  called  practically  worthless  land.  As 
far  as  this  last  statement  is  concerned, 
I  have  plenty  of  evidence  I  could  lay 
before  the  House  from  my  own  expe- 
rience in  Cornwall.  A  further  statement 
comes  to  me  from  Northumberland, 
which  also  bears  on  the  question  of  way- 
leaves.  I  am  told  that  in  a  certain 
place,  in  order  to  get  the  minerals  to 
the  nulway,  it  is  necessary  to  go  over 


the  land  of  another  party.  The  party 
over  whose  land  the  minerals  had  to  be 
carted  by  iron  ways  died,  and  it  was 
endeavoured  to  obtain  £rom  his  suc- 
cessor permission  to  use  the  right 
of  way  as  hitherto;  but  it  was  re- 
fused. In  another  case  which  comes 
from  Saltney,  which  is  near  Chester, 
information  is  given  to  me  that  in  the 
case  of  a  particular  Welsh  mine  £4,000 
were  spent  in  opening  it  up,  and  metal- 
liferous veins  12  feet  thick  and  60  feet 
wide  were  found.  Those  who  worked  it 
were  hampered  in  their  proceedings  by 
the  difficulty  of  getting  tiieir  produce  to 
the  sea  coast,  only  two  miles  away, 
owing  to  the  refusal  of  the  landowner 
to  aUow  a  light  tramway  to  be  run 
alongside  the  hedges  in  two  fields,  and 
over  some  waste  land  all  but  bordering 
on  the  sea.  In  this  case  there  were  a 
number  of  unemployed  miners  in  the 
district.  The  mine  could  have  been 
worked  at  great  advantage  owing  to 
the  low  prices;  but  in  consequence  of  the 
hostility  of  this  one  man  it  was  obliged 
to  remain  idle — through  the  selfishness 
of  one  man  100  were  prevented  from 
being  employed.  I  say  that  it  is  a  scan- 
dalous state  of  things  that  hundreds  of 
men  should  be  kept  out  of  employment 
and  mineowners  should  be  ruined 
through  the  caprice  of  one  man.  I 
would  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Lothian  what  he  would  suggest  in  that 
case.  It  is  not  a  question  of  adjusting 
rents  and  royalties  according  to  the  out- 
put of  the  mine ;  but  here  you  have  the 
rights  of  landowners,  in  respect  of  which 
you  have  to  pay  money.  They  say — 
'^  Here  are  the  terms  of  the  Land  BiU — 
you  may  accept  them,  but  you  shall  have 
none  other."  I  say,  whilst  the  present  law 
of  the  country  gives,  as  it  does,  absolute 
right  to  ownership  over  the  land  we  are 
slaves  to  the  landowners — ^nothing  less. 
You  cannot  do  justice  between  man  and 
man  and  get  these  grievances  redressed 
you  cannot  free  our  national  industries 
from  this  incubus,  which  weiffhs  them 
down  and  squeezes  them  imder,  until 
you  have  some  reliable  and  impartial 
tribunal  which  can  do  justice  in  oases 
like  this.  Now,  with  respect  to  the 
question  of  rent.  Here  is  a  statement 
which  has  appeared  in  print,  and  which 
has  not  been  contradicted,  in  which  I 
am  told  that  a  colliery  in  the  Midland 
Counties  is  now  standing  idle,  and  those 
who  have  it  in  hand  are  paying  a  large 
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yearly  minimum  rent  in  preference  to 
working  coal  which  is  practically  un- 
workable. In  another  case  a  noble  Lord 
insisted  on  being  paid  twice  over  for 
coal  within  a  few  years.  These  are 
cases  which  have  only  to  be  mentioned 
to  carry  to  eyeryone's  mind  a  conviction 
as  to  the  necessity  of  having  some 
authority  to  control  and  regulate  the 
matter.  I  do  not  know  whether  hon. 
Members  are  familiar  with  the  actual 
terms  which  are  to  be  found  in  leases  of 
one  particular  kind.  I  said  just  now 
that  only  coal  and  iron  mines  had  been 
referred  to.  Some  of  the  evidence  I 
have  refers  to  quarries,  not  only  in 
Wales,  but  also  in  other  parts.  In  my 
own  part  of  the  county,  where  at  pre- 
sent the  production  of  tin  is  the  great 
industry,  and  also  in  another  part  of 
Cornwall,  where  the  production  of  china 
clay  is  the  principal  industry,  there  have 
been  worse  cases  of  exaction  and  tyranny 
than  are  to  be  found  even  in  those  parts 
with  which  hon.  Gentlemen  are  more 
familiar.  I  use  the  word  ^'tyranny" 
with  deliberate  purpose.  I  have  made 
use  of  the  phrase  before  in  addressing 
my  constituents,  and  I  have  been  pretty 
well  found  fault  with  for  so  doing.  But 
I  say  that  tyranny  does  exist.  There 
are  cases  in  which  those  engaged  in  the 
china  clay  industry  dare  not  meet  on  a 
platform  to  confer  with  each  other  and 
bring  their  grievances  before  Members 
of  Parliament  who  are  trying  to  redress 
such  grievances.  This  is  the  case  at 
this  moment  with  persons  who  sink 
their  capital  and  labour  in  the  china 
clay  industry  in  different  parts  of  Corn- 
wall. These  people  have  told  me  they 
dare  not  come  and  meet  me  for  the  pur- 
pose of  ventilating  their  grievances  for 
fear  that  when  their  leases  run  out  in  a 
few  years'  time  they  would  not  be  able  to 
get  renewals.  These  leases  are  sometimes 
of  a  most  extraordinary  character  in 
respect  of  the  stringency  of  their  pro- 
visions. It  is  customary  in  Cornwall  for 
these  leases  to  be  of  21  years'  duration 
only.  The  ordinary  lease  provides  that 
the  tenant  may  erect  such  buildings  as 
are  necessary  for  the  effectual  working 
of  the  china  clay  deposit.  Anyone  ac- 
quainted with  the  industry  knows  that 
there  is  a  great  deal  of  work  to  be  done 
in  connection  with  the  preparation  of 
the  clay — that  it  is  not  merely  digging 
deep  down  into  the  earth  to  get  the  best 
day,  but  that  it  is  necessary  to  lay  out  a 
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great  deal  of  capital,  sometimes  £8,000 
or  £9,000,  in  the  erection  of  kilns, 
tanks,  and  other  works.  The  annual 
rent  is  almost  invariably  one  of  several 
hundreds  of  pounds,  which,  however,  is 
usually  merged  in  dues  when  the  clay  is 
being  obtained  and  is  producing  profit. 
But  here  is  the  injustice  of  the  system. 
Should  the  tenant  or  lessee  not  find  the 
clay  in  sufficient  quantity  to  enable  him 
to  pay  the  dues  to  meet  the  rent,  the 
rent  has  still  to  be  paid.  And  the  dues 
or  royalties,  in  the  case  I  am  referring 
to  of  the  china  clay  industry,  are  even 
heavier  than  any  that  we  have  heard 
spoken  of  in  connection  with  the  iron 
and  coal  industry,  because  the  charge  is 
from  1«.  6(/.  to  as  much  as  4«.  per  ton, 
and  many  hundreds  and  thousands  of 
tons  of  clay  exported  from  Cornwall 
fetch  only  13«.,  14«.,  or  18«.  a-ton.  At 
the  end  of  21  years — here  is  actually  a 
quotation  from  one  of  these  leases  which 
I  think  is  about  as  barbarous  a  piece  of 
legalized  confiscation  as  ever  I  came 
across— or  sooner,  if  the  lease  is  pre- 
viously terminated,  the  tenant  must 
leave  the  works,  with  buildings,  sheds, 
engine-houses,  shafts,  water-courses,  and 
everything  except  machinery  and  tools, 
in  good  and  efficient  order  for  the  land- 
lord to  take  possession  of  free,  gratis,  for 
nothing.  ['^Oh!"]  Well,  free,  gratis, 
for  nothing  is  not  in  the  lease.  This,  as 
I  said  before,  really  amounts  to  a  con- 
fiscation of  the  tenant's  property — the 
property  the  tenant  has  himself  created, 
and  in  regard  to  which,  as  has  been 
pointed  out,  the  landlord  does  not  trouble 
himself  to  invest  either  capital  or  labour. 
There  is  another  aspect  of  the  question 
that  I  particularly  wish  to  impress  upon 
the  House ;  and  that  is  that  in  the  event 
of  the  tenant's  bankruptcy  the  lease  is 
determined,  and  all  the  improvements 
which  are  made  go  to  the  landlord,  just 
as  if  the  lease  had  run  out  by  the  lapse 
of  time.  In  such  a  case  what  happens  ? 
There  may  be  other  creditors ;  but  the 
landlord  exacts  his  rent  or  his  dues,  and 
the  other  creditors  get  no  consideration 
whatever.  Those  other  creditors  may 
even  have  supplied  the  materials  for 
building ;  but  if  the  tenant  has  not  paid 
for  them,  payment  cannot  be  recovered 
from  the  property,  even  though  the 
tenant  is  not  in  the  landlord's  debt. 
Then,  the  tenant  cannot  assign  a  lease 
without  the  consent  of  the  landlord,  and 
to  obtain  that  consent  very  often  a  very 
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high  premium  is  charged.  That  is, 
genereUIj  speaking,  a  description  of 
what  happens  in  connection  with  the 
lease  of  a  china  clay  estate  in  the  Eastern 
part  of  Cornwall.  Here  are  the  facts  of 
an  exceptional  case,  certainly;  hut  it 
shows  what  has  happened  in  the  past, 
and  what  may  happen  again  in  these 
particular  cases.  It  is  by  the  worst 
cases  that  you  have  to  gauge  the  neces- 
sity for  a  reform  of  the  law.  Laws  are 
not  made  for  the  purpose  of  regulating 
the  actions  of  those  people  who  are 
good,  but  to  restrain  the  evil  tendencies 
of  those  who  are  bad.  In  the  particular 
ease  to  which  I  wish  to  draw  attention  a 
lease  was  granted  in  the  early  part  of 
1873  to  a  person  named  Sargeant  for  the 
usual  term  of  21  years,  the  minimum 
rent  being  fixed  at  no  less  than  £2,000; 
£2,000  a-year  was  to  be  paid  for  the 
first  two  or  three  years,  and  after  that 
time  it  was  to  be  £  1,000  a-year  to  be 
merged  in  dues ;  and  that  £2,000  a-year 
the  unfortunate  man  was  compelled  to 
pay  in  quarterly  instalments  and  in  ad- 
vance. The  dues  were  3«.  6i.  a-ton, 
and  for  every  acre  of  land  taken  for  the 
production  of  clay  £100  was  required. 
I  may  say  in  this  connection  that  a  great 
deal  of  the  land — and  I  am  speaking  of 
what  I  know,  for  it  is  not  long  since  I 
was  over  the  land  and  examined  it  for 
myself — is  mere  waste,  not  worth  5«.  an 
acre,  much  less  £100.  There  are  por- 
tions of  the  property  that  are  cultivable, 
that  have  little  farmsteads  on  them,  aud 
which  are  held  under  leases  for  life  by 
an  old  lady.  When  I  was  speaking  to 
her  a  few  days  since  she  informed  me 
that,  though  the  landowner  was  receiving 
£100  an  acre  for  every  acre  of  her  land 
taken  from  her  for  the  purpose  of 
working  this  day  set,  she  had  not  re- 
ceived a  single  farthing  of  compensation. 
In  the  interest  of  these  poor  persons 
there  ought  to  be  some  cheap  means  of 
having  justice  done  them,  as  being 
the  victims  of  that  system.  To  conclude 
the  facts  of  this  particular  case.  This 
unfortunate  lessee  worked  for  three  or 
four  years,  and  spent  £30,000  on  en- 
gines and  plant.  I  have  examined  the 
place  where  the  clay  is  prepared  and 
dried  for  export,  and  I  found  that 
everything  was  built  in  the  most  solid 
and  substantial  manner,  of  which  no 
one  can  complain.  The  lessee  went  so 
far  as  to  lay  down  two  furlongs  of  rail- 
way to  enable  him  to  carry  the  clay 


from  the  drying  sheds  to  the  main  line 
for  export ;  in  addition  to  that  I  under- 
stand ho  had  to  pay  £100  an  acre  for 
making  a  road  which  ran  across  the  line, 
and  which  was  to  be  used  in  connection 
with  the  clay.  Nearly  two  years  after 
the  working  was  begun  the  lessee  began 
to  return  clay  for  export,  and  a  con- 
siderable quantity  was  subsequently  pro- 
duced ;  owing,  however,  to  an  accident, 
the  breakdown  of  machinery,  and  a 
violent  storm  which  submerged  the 
works,  the  cost  of  producing  clay  was  so 
great  that  a  very  serious  annual  loss  was 
incurred.  Well,  Sir,  what  happened? 
After  spending  £30,000  the  unfortunate 
lessee  found  himself  no  longer  able  to 
pay  in  advance  the  proportion  of  rent 
which  he  was  required  to  pay  under  the 
lease;  he  asked  for  grace  for  a  few  days; 
the  answer,  like  that  of  Shylock,  was — 
*'  No;  I  stand  on  the  terms  of  my  bond; 
I  will  have  my  pound  of  flesh ; "  the 
works  were  sold  up  for  non-payment  of 
rent ;  the  amount  produced  by  the  dried 
clay  did  not  exceed  £650 ;  the  substan- 
tial plant  and  all  the  improvements  be- 
came the  property  of  the  lessor,  or,  at 
all  events,  the  lessee  never  received  any- 
thing for  them,  and  the  lessee  himself, 
broken-hearted,  died  in  a  foreign  coun- 
try. This,  Sir,  is  a  case  where,  owing 
to  ruthless  and  harsh  terms,  a  man 
who  was  doing  his  duty  to  his  fellows 
by  developing  the  industry  of  the  coun- 
try— by  the  way  money  was  screwed  out 
of  him,  and  by  relying  too  much  on  the 
generosity  of  a  British  landowner — was 
done  to  death.  I  do  not  think  that  any 
more  forcible  or  conclusive  instance  than 
this  is  required  in  order  to  justify  our 
demands  that  something  should  be  done, 
and  to  convince  us  that  we  ought  not  to 
sit  still  and  see  our  country  going  from 
bad  to  worse.  I  am  aware  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  been 
taunted  this  evening  for  being  unwilling 
to  admit  that  the  country  is  going  to  the 
bad ;  but  I  think  there  is  ample  ground 
for  hope  with  regard  to  the  future,  pro- 
vided that  these  inequalities — these  in- 
justices— are  removea.  This  is  the  chief 
matter  which  is  agitating  the  country  at 
the  present  time.  I  cannot  imagine 
that  anyone  will  deny  that  a  remedy  for 
these  evils  must  be  found,  and  that  soon. 
My  opinion  is  in  favour  of  the  remedy 
suggested  by  my  hon.  Friend,  that  a 
tribimal  should  be  established  which 
would  deal  with  the  question.    It  is  an 
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article  of  the  Constitution  that  the  snb- 
JGot  who  has  a  grievance  shall  have  re- 
dress in  a  Court  of  Justice.  If  that  is 
so,  I  fail  to  see  why  we  should  not  get 
a  remedy  for  our  grievances,  which  aro 
the  result  of  the  bad  and  obsolete  Land 
Laws  under  which  the  country  is  at  pre- 
sent suffering.  Let  us,  therefore,  direct 
our  attention,  with  something  like 
honesty,  to  this  question.  I  myself  am 
rather  in  favour  of  active  legislation, 
founded  upon  evidence  which  is  easily 
obtainable.  It  seems  to  me  that  any 
further  discussion  and  inquiry  will  only 
lead  to  waste  of  time ;  and  if  any  hon. 
Member  in  this  House,  or  any  hon. 
Member  outside  the  House,  can  suggest 
any  better  remedy  or  any  easier  method 
of  getting  over  our  difficulties  than  the 
institution  of  a  Mining  Commission  or 
a  Mining  Court,  I  shall  be  only  too 
happy  to  render  him  whatever  assistance 
is  in  my  power  to  get  such  remedy 
adopted ;  but  at  the  present  moment  I 
fail  to  see  that  the  various  grievances 
which  exist,  not  merely  with  regard  to 
rents  and  royalties,  but  also  with  regard 
to  the  arbitrary  caprice  of  owners  of 
land,  can  be  dealt  with  better  than  by  a 
Court  of  Justice  established  for  the  pur- 
pose of  redressing  them. 

Colonel  BLXftTOELL  (Lancashire, 
S.W.,  Ince):  Although  I  differ  from 
much  which  has  been  stated  from  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  I  think  there  is 
no  doubt  that  there  are  some  conditions 
connected  with  mining  by  which  the 
lessees  have  suffered  which  are  thereverse 
of  fair.  With  reference  to  the  question  as 
to  mines  belonging  to  the  nation  instead 
of  private  individuals,  I  must  point  out 
that  if  they  were  the  property  of  the 
former,  the  nation  would  have  to  do 
with  regard  to  them  one  of  two  things. 
It  would  either  have  to  grant  a  conces- 
sion to  persons  wanting  to  work  the 
mine — that  is,  let  it  by  favour,  or  it 
would  have  to  let  it  to  the  highest 
bidder,  and  the  matter  would  have  to 
be  settled  practically  by  competition. 
I  think  that  the  reason  why  rents  are 
higher  here  than  they  are  in  some  other 
countries  is  because  competition  is  less 
in  those  countries.  If  I  am  wrong  I 
shall  be  glad  to  be  corrected ;  but  I  be- 
lieve we  have  royalties  belonging  to  the 
Duchy  of  Cornwall  and  the  Crown  which 
are  practically  let  to  the  highest  bidder ; 
but  there  are  certain  things  in  connection 
with  mining  leases,  and  one  in  particular, 
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upon  which  I  have  very  strong  opinions 
— it  is  that,  at  the  conclusion  of  the 
lease,  even  although  all  the  mineral  may 
be  paid  for  and  a  large  quantity  of  it 
not  yet  got,  the  landlord  has  power  to 
re-enter  and  re-let  the  mine  to  the  former 
lessee,  or  anyone  else,  as  though  he  bad 
never  been  paid  for  it.  Now,  if  the  land- 
lord is  the  owner  of  the  fee  simple  he 
may  act  generously  in  these  cases ;  but 
if  the  estate  is  in  trust,  he  is  bound,  as 
trustee,  to  get  the  most  he  can  for  it ;  he 
cannot  be  generous ;  and  he  is  under  the 
circumstances  I  have  described  bound, 
so  to  speak,  to  confiscate  the  mine. 
"Well,  Sir,  I  believe  that  is  wrong ;  and, 
further,  that  from  the  fact  that  many 
estates  are  in  trust,  and  that  the  trustee 
is  obliged  to  act  in  that  manner,  a  totally 
erroneous  idea  of  what  is  right  or  wrong 
in  the  circumstances  described  has  be- 
come current.  The  remedy  which  I  sug- 
gest is,  that  the  lessee  should  have  the 
power  in  such  a  case  to  refer  the  matter 
to  the  Court  of  Chancery,  if  he  can  show 
that  the  trustee  does  not  give  him  that 
equity  which  one  would  expect  to  receive 
from  a  landlord  who  is  the  absolute 
owner  of  a  mine.  That  suggestion  is  one 
which,  in  my  opinion,  is  worthy  of  the 
consideration  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department. 

Mb.  WAEMINGTON  (Monmouth, 
W.)  :  Sir,  I  believe  that  the  royalties  in 
this  country  amount  to  a  sum  exceeding 
£6,000,000.a-year.  As  a  rule,  the  royalty 
owner  pays  no  portion  of  the  local  rates 
and  taxes,  and  at  the  same  time  the  rent 
may  be  raised  by  him,  whether  or  not 
the  mine  is  successful.  Thus  it  is  that 
you  find  the  royalty  owner  has  become 
rich  by  exertions,  and  the  expenditure 
of  the  capital  of  others,  which  have  been 
wholly  lost.  The  word  "royalty "im- 
plies that  mines  and  minerals  were  not 
always  private  property.  We  had  one 
law  with  regard  to  them  from  France, 
where  originally  they  were  the  property 
of  the  State.  Private  property  in  mines 
lasted  only  for  about  100  years,  and  in 
the  15th  century  the  State  again  took 
|>08se8sion  of  all  mineral  property.  There 
IS  no  putting  them  up  to  auction  in 
foreign  countries,  as  suggested  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  opposite 
(Colonel  Blundell) ;  but,  first,  there  is  a 
licence  given  for  exploitation,  and  when 
it  is  found  that  the  mine  can  be  worked 
a  lease  is  granted,  and  a  royalty  not 
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exceeding  5  per  cent  is  paid  according 
to  the  Code  upon  the  net — not  upon  the 
gross — product.  "Well,  Sir,  that  seems 
to  me  to  be  a  rational  way  of  settling 
the  difficulty.  Of  course,  it  will  be 
said  that  it  is  an  interference  with 
freedom  of  contract.  But  freedom  of 
contract  has  been  interfered  with  time 
after  time  in  regard  to  landlord  and 
tenant ;  certainly  Gentlemen  of  the  Oon- 
serrative  Party  would  not  maintain  that 
there  was  anything  wrong  in  interfering 
between  landlord  and  tenant,  because 
one  of  the  Acts  of  Earl  Oaims  was  to 
interfere,  in  the  most  marked  way,  with 
a  lease.  If  a  man  broke  a  covenant  the 
lessor  had  power  to  turn  him  out  and 
re-enter;  but  Earl  Oaims  considered 
that  this  was  a  most  unjust  confiscation, 
and  now  no  such  thing  is  allowed ;  and, 
therefore,  I  do  not  think  that  we  need 
be  frightened  by  any  such  bogie  as  free- 
dom of  contract.  All  we  ask  is  that 
with  regard  to  this  large  industry 
there  should  be  a  just  proportion  in  re- 
gard to  the  royalties  received,  so  that 
the  royalty  owner  may  suffer  or  gain 
according  to  the  fortunes  of  the  mine. 

Me.  W.  ABEAHAM  (Glamorgan, 
!Rhondda) :  Sir,  even  at'  this  early  hour 
of  the  morning  I  feel  compelled  to  say 
a  few  words  on  the  Hesolution  of  my 
hon.  Friend.  In  speaking  on  this  ques- 
tion, it  is  a  pity  that  we  are  compelled 
to  proceed  upon  somewhat  unsatisfactory 
erounds  or  computations,  instead  of 
having  before  us  what  we  ought  to  have 
and  what  we  seek  to  have — namely,  the 
real  facts  and  figures  necessary  in  deal- 
ing with  this  question.  In  my  opinion, 
a  real  inquiry  into  the  amounts  of 
royalties  paid,  and  the  mode  of  paying 
them,  is  not  only  desirable  but  neces- 
sary, if  we  are  to  promote  the  welfare 
of  the  country ;  and  there  are  several 
Members  of  this  House  who  are  anxious 
to  see  this  question  thoroughly  inquired 
into.  I  believe  that  a  thorough  inquiry  into 
the  question  would  not  only  reveai  the 
existence  of  a  most  iniquitous  system, 
but  it  would  also  prove  in  an  astounding 
manner  how,  by  these  royalties  and 
lordships,  and  so  forth,  trade  is  impeded 
and  impaired,  competition  discouraged, 
capital,  in  some  cases,  destroyed,  and 
workmen  compelled  to  work  for  wages 
thoroughly  inadeqate  to  enable  them  to 
live  in  anything  like  comfort.  It  is  this 
inquiry  which,  if  my  hon.  Friends  will 
pardon  me,  I  would  urge  upon  the  Go- 
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vernment  of  the  day,  and  not  a  mild  Ee- 
solution  such  as  that  which  has  just  been 
moved  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Lanark- 
shire (Mr.  Mason).  The  inquiry  should 
take  two  forms.  It  should  be  directed  to 
discovering  the  amount  of  royalties  paid, 
and  the  mode  of  paying  them.  It  has 
been  stated  here,  in  the  course  of  this 
debate,  that  the  amount  of  royalties  paid 
to  the  coalowners  in  some  cases  exceeds 
the  amount  received  by  the  coal- hewer. 
Well,  let  me  take  that  point.  Take  a 
colliery  where  800  coal-cutters  are  em- 
ployed, together  with  the  other  men  who 
are  necessary  to  bring  the  coal  out,  and 
so  forth.  They  will  be  receiving  1#.  per 
ton  of  coal.  They  cut  three  tons  a-day 
each.  Three  tons  a-day  each  for  the  300 
coal-cutters  will  mean  900^.,  and  900«. 
between  the  300  men  will  be  to  them  3«. 
each ;  but  to  the  one  landlord  it  means  that 
he  himself,  for  doing  absolutely  nothing, 
receives  900«.  Within  a  stone's  throw  of 
where  I  live,  in  the  Rhondda  Valley, 
which  is  known  to  be  the  Metropolis  of 
the  South  Wales  coal  fields,  there  is  at 
the  present  time  a  colliery  lying  idle  be- 
cause the  Oompany  have  failed  to  work 
it  with  profit  to  themselves  and  pay  the 
landlord  the  royalty  which  he  demanded, 
which  was  Is,  per  ton  for  every  ton  of 
coal  which  was  hewed  in  the  colliery. 
The  leaseholders  asked  that  that  amount 
should  be  reduced ;  but  no,  not  he.  Like 
his  representative,  the  Shylock  of  old,  he 
demanded  his  pound  of  flesh ;  and  the 
Oompany  was  thereby  prevented  from 
continuing  to  work  the  mine,  the  capital 
was  lost,  and  the  workmen  were  thrown 
out  of  employment.  The  landlord  can 
afford  to  wait.  **  Better  times  will  come 
by-and-bye,"  he  says,  "  audi  can  afford 
to  wait."  Then,  perhaps,  another  Oom- 
pany comes  along  with  more  capital, 
and  he  is  benefited,  because  they  will 
have  to  pay  him  a  dead  weight  as  well 
as  the  royalties.  There  is  no  paying 
anybody  or  anything  until  the  landlord 
gets  his  share.  Within  a  mile  and  a- 
half  of  the  Bhondda  miners'  office  there 
are  10  collieries,  and  when  trade  is  fairly 
brisk  they  produce  daily  8,000  tons  of 
coal  between  them.  It  is  computed  that 
the  royalties  paid  to  the  landowners  for 
the  coal  worked  in  South  Wales  is  9d, 
per  ton  for  every  ton  of  clean  coal,  al- 
though there  is  an  hon.  Member  from 
West  Glamorganshire  (Mr.  Teo)  who 
tells  me  that  they  are  payine  U.  j^er  ton 
for  large  and  small  alike,  which  is  still 
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more  iniquitous.  Howeyer,  these  10 
ooUieries  are  producing  8,000  tons  a-day 
between  them.  The  property  belongs 
to  three  landlords.  Eight  thousand  tons 
per  day  means  £300  per  day,  meaning 
that  these  three  landlords  are  dividing 
between  them  £300  a-day.  £100  each 
per  day  makes  £1,800  divided  between 
them  every  six  days.  Every  lour  weeks 
these  three  gentlemen  divide  between 
them  £7,200,  and  yearly  they  divide 
between  them  the  nice  sum  of  £90,000 
odd,  or  over  £30,000  each.  Multiply 
this  by  10,  and  you  will  find  that  in  10 
years  these  gentlemen  have  received 
over  £300,000  each ;  and,  I  should  like 
to  ask.  for  what?  The  South  Wales 
coal  fields  have  been  producing  for 
nearly  the  last  five  years  at  the  rate  of 
16,000,000  tons  per  annum.  Sixteen 
million  times  9rf. — what  does  that  mean? 
Why,nothing  less  than  £600,000  divided 
annually  between  the  few  landlords  who 
own  the  land  from  under  which  the  coal 
is  collected  in  South  Wales.  Multiply 
this  again  by  10,  and  you  will  find  that 
these  landlords  have  been  dividing  be- 
tween them  every  10  years  no  less  than 
£6,000,000.  The  capital  of  the  employer 
may  go  to  the  dogs  ;  the  workmen  may 
starve ;  but  these  people  must  have  their 
pound  of  flesh.  In  this  manner,  Sir,  it 
IS  computed  that  the  landlords  of  the 
United  Kingdom  receive  between  them, 
in  royalties  of  all  kinds,  no  less  than 
£36,000,000  annually  ;  and  it  appears  to 
me  to  be  a  very  reasonable  question  to 
ask,  for  what  ?  What  have  the  landlords 
done  for  it  ?  Have  they  put  the  coal  in 
the  earth  ?  If  they  have,  then  let  them 
be  paid  fairly  for  their  labour ;  but  since 
it  has  been  put  there  by  an  all-wise 
Providence  for  the  benefit  of  mankind, 
I  should  like  to  know  what  right  have 
the  landlords  to  these  enormous  sums  of 
money  ?  Then,  Sir,  if  an  inquiry  of  the 
kind  I  suggest  were  held — if  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day  will  consent  to  have  an 
inquiry  into  the  amount  of  these  royal- 
ties, and  into  the  mode  of  paying  them — 
I  believe  it  will  be  found  that  for  once, 
to  say  the  least,  they  have  done  great 
service  to  the  whole  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  I  hope  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  will,  this 
evening,  give  ua  some  enlightenment  on 
this  question,  and  will  tell  us  that  he 
proposes  to  give  us  some  investigation. 

The  SEOBETAET  op  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPAETMENT(Mr.  Ohil- 

Ma,  W,  Abraham 


debs)  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  I  have  listened 
with  great  attention  and  interest  to  the 
speeches  which  have  been  delivered  on 
this  question  to-night,  and  I  can  assure 
hon.  Members  that  I  have  taken  the 
greatest  interest  in  the  subject,  and  I 
have  had  the  advantage  of  a  long  con- 
sultation with  the  miners  themselves 
upon  it.  I  need  hardly  say,  moreover, 
that  my  sympathy  is  very  great  with  the 
distress  which  has  undoubtedly  existed 
in  many  parts  of  the  Kingdom  among 
the  miners  for  the  last  two  or  three 
years.  But  the  question  now  before  the 
House  is  a  very  special  one,  and  it  is 
not  one  which  can  be  properly  argued 
out  in  five  minutes,  even  if  I  were  merely 
to  state  what  the  proposals  are  that  have 
been  made  on  the  subject.  The  hon. 
Member  who  opened  the  debate  (Mr. 
Mason)  referred  to  an  opinion  which  I 
am  supposed  to  have  expressed  to  the 
miners  deputation  which  waited  on  me 
in  March  last.  Well,  I  must  tell  my 
hon.  Friend  quite  distinctly  that  I  ex- 
pressed no  opinion  whatever.  I  listened 
patiently  to  all  the  deputation  had  to 
say,  and  I  asked  a  number  of  questions. 
I  was  very  careful  to  ask  what  remedy 
they  proposed,  and  I  must  say  that  I 
found  the  greatest  diversity  of  opinion 
with  regard  to  the  remedies  which  ought 
to  be  applied.  Some  were  in  favour  of 
inquiry,  but  others  said  that  inquiry 
would  be  merely  dilatory,  and  that  it 
was  the  duty  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  bring  in  a  Bill;  but  when  I 
asked  what  the  enactments  were  to  be, 
I  found  that  really  no  two  gentlemen 
agreed.  In  that  sense,  there&re,  I  did 
not  receive  much  assistance  from  the 
deputation,  although  I  did  get  a  good 
deal  of  information  from  them  in  regard 
to  the  practical  working  of  these  col- 
lieries. But  the  real  question,  after  all, 
in  regard  to  the  distress  is  this.  I  will 
state  it  to  the  House  in  a  very  few  words, 
and  I  believe  I  am  stating  what  is 
correct.  Some  12  or  14  years  ago 
there  were  much  higher  prices  in  the 
market  for  coal  than  there  are  now, 
and  mining  leases  were  entered  into 
with  avidity  by  capitalists,  who  thought 
they  could  make  money.  But  these 
prices  have  fallen  now,  and  they  have 
fallen  very  seriously,  and  the  result  of 
that  fall  is  this — that  these  capitalists, 
who,  in  some  cases,  put  as  much  as 
£30,000  into  their  mines,  find  that  they 
have  lost  their  money,  and  that  they 
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oaxmot  pay  the  rents  which  they  con- 
tracted to  pay  with  such  avidity  a  few 
years  ago.  Everybody  knows  per- 
fectly well  that  there  was  a  per- 
fect scramble  for  mining  leases  a  few 
years  ag^,  and  the  usual  results  have 
followed  on  the  fall  in  the  market 
prices.  It  is  an  exceedingly  difficult 
question  to  deal  with,  and  differs  ma- 
terially from  the  question  of  farm  rents. 
It  is  not  a  question  of  whether  or  not 
small  farmers  ought  to  have  relief,  but 
whether  large  capitalists  ought  to  be 
relieved  from  leases  which  they  have 
voluntarily  entered  into.  When  the 
lininers'  deputation  came  to  me  upon  the 
general  question  of  the  depression  in 
the  mining  induAtry  I  listened  to  them 
Tery  attentively,  and  I  made  the  most 
careful  inquiries  from  them  as  persons 
of  very  large  experience  on  the  question. 
I  also  promised  them  that  I  would  make 
further  inquiries  on  the  subject,  and  I 
did  so.  Among  other  things  I  inquired 
into  was  the  subject  which  has  been 
mentioned  to-night;  and  I  found  that 
there  had  been  given  to  the  Eoyal  Com- 
mission on  the  Depression  of  Trade  most 
important  evidence  on  this  subject,  and 
reference  was  made  to  the  very  valuable 
evidence  which  had  been  given  before 
them  by  Mr.  Lowthian  Bell,  who  is  a  gen- 
tleman of  very  great  experience  and  an 
eminent  authority,  who  had  given  them 
a  good  deal  of  information  of  the  greatest 
value.  What  I  have  done,  therefore,  in 
view  of  these  facts,  is  this.  I  have  sent 
the  whole  of  the  notes  which  I  made 
when  the  miners'  deputation  waited  upon 
me,  and  the  papers  and  statements  which 
they  gave  me,  to  the  Boyal  Commission, 
and  it  will  be  their  duty  to  prosecute 
the  inquiry  further.  When  they  have 
done  80,  and  have  communicated  to  Her 
Majesty's  Qovemment,  and  have  laid 
before  them  the  views  which  they  have 
arrived  at  on  the  subject,  it  will  then 
become  my  duty  to  make  a  statement  to 
the  House,  and  it  will  be  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  decide  what  action  it  is  de- 
sirable to  adopt.  I  do  not  agree  with 
.  those  hon.  Members  who  think  that  the 
Government  should  at  once  bring  in  a 
Bill  on  this  subject.  I  am  not  prepared 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  at  once.  A  Bill  to 
carry  out  what  hon.  Members  have  said 
to-night  may  or  may  not  be  desirable; 
but  it  should  not  be  brought  in  without 
very  careful  consideration.  Thatinquiiy 
Her  Majesty's  Government  do  not  think 
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it  would  be  proper  for  them  to  make, 
but  we  have  great  hope  that  when  we 
do  get  the  Report  on  this  question  we 
shall  see  our  way  to  bring  in  some  mea- 
sure to  deal  fairly  with  the  subject. 

Motion,  *'  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now 
leave  the  Chair,"  by  leave,  toithdrawn. 

Supply,  —  Committee  upon    Monday 
next. 

PARLIAMENTARY    ELECTIONS    (RE- 

TURNING  OFFICERS)  ACT  (1876) 

AMENDMENT  BILL. 

{Mr,  T,  M.  Sealt/f  Mr.  Chance.) 

[bill  211.]      SECOND   READINO. 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read. 

MB.T.M.  HEALY (Londonderry,  S.): 
I  have  to  move  that  this  Bill  be  now 
read  a  second  time.  It  is  a  Bill  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  an  appeal  from  the 
taxation  of  the  expenses  of  candidates 
at  Parliamentary  elections  by  County 
Court  Judges.  Candidates  at  Parlia- 
mentary elections  have  found  great 
difficulty  in  obtaining  a  taxation  of  their 
accounts.  It  is  extremely  desirable  that 
taxation  should  be  allowed,  and  that 
there  should  be  a  reference  from  the 
County  Court  to  some  tribunal  superior 
to  the  County  Court.  I  understand  that 
it  is  considered  that  the  Judge  of  Assize 
would  be  an  undesirable  authority  for 
that  purpose  in  England.  I  have  con- 
sulted the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Bury  (Sir  Henry 
James),  and  I  understand  he  would 
prefer  a  different  Taxing  Master.  To 
that  I  have  no  objection.  tJinoe  the 
discussion  last  Wednesday  upon  the 
Irish  Bill  I  have  thought  it  would  be 
undesirable  to  move  the  Irish  clause, 
pure  and  simple,  without  extending  its 
provisions  to  England.  If  hon.  Gentle- 
men object  to  its  extension  to  England 
I  shall  not  press  it.  I  simply  introduce 
it  so  that  there  may  be  no  jealousy  be- 
tween the  two  countries.  I  hope  the 
House  will  allow  the  Bill  to  be  read  a 
second  time.  I  shall  be  glad  to  post- 
pone the  Committee  for  a  week. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (ifr.  T.  M.  Mealy.) 

The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Childers)  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  It  is  weU 
I  should  point  out  that  this  Bill  is  not 
even  in  print. 


Digitized  by 


Googl( 


1148 


Kitchen  and 


{CX)MMONS}  Refreshment  Romu.        1144 


Me.  T.  M.  TTEALY:  Perhaps  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  allow  me  to 
explain 

Mr.  0HILDER8 :  I  have  no  doubt 
that  it  has  been  unavoidable,  and  it 
is  because,  so  far  as  Ireland  is  con- 
cerned, there  is  no  opposition  to  the  Bill 
that  I  raise  no  objection  to  the  second 
reading  now.  Of  course,  it  is  absolutely 
necessary  that  between  now  and  the 
next  stage  any  Amendments  to  the  Bill 
should  be  very  carefully  considered.  I 
understand  that  several  hon.  Members 
have  Amendments  to  propose,  and  I 
have  no  doubt  that  the  Amendments 
will  be  at  once  put  on  the  Paper  to  per- 
mit of  their  proper  consideration.  Under 
the  circumstances,  and  protesting  that 
this  must  not  be  made  a  precedent,  the 
Gt)yemment  will  not  object  to  the  second 
reading.  

Snt  EGBERT  FOWLEE  (London) : 
I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
the  Bill  has  not  been  delivered.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary will  agree  with  me  when  I  say 
that  it  is  very  unusual  for  the  second 
reading  of  a  Bill  to  be  moved  when  the 
Bill  has  not  been  delivered.  As  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Holmes)  has. no  objection  to  the  Bill,  so 
far  as  it  applies  to  Ireland,  and  as  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy)  agrees  to  postpone  the  Com- 
mittee for  a  week,  I  do  not  object  to  the 
Motion.  I  have  no  doubt  that  in  Com- 
mittee the  Bill,  as  applied  to  England, 
will  be  very  carefully  considered. 

Mb.  OHILDEES  :  I  presume  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  will  agree  not  to 
take  the  Committee  stage  until  Monday 
week 

Mb.  T.  M.  healy  :  Perhaps  the 
House  will  allow  me  .to  say  that  I  handed 
in  the  draft  of  this  Bill  on  Tuesday,  and 
that  I  was  promised  it  should  be  de- 
livered yesterday  morning.  It  was  only 
delivered  this  morning. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.):  I 
object  to  this  Bill  being  read  a  second 
time.  It  is  very  necessary  it  should  be 
printed  before  we  are  asked  to  read  it 
a  second  time. 

Mb.  T.  M.  healy  :  It  is  printed. 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  objection  taken 
by  the  hon.  Member  does  not  necessarily 
preclude  the  Bill  being  proceeded  with. 
The  matter  is  one  for  the  determination 
of  the  House. 


Mb.  TOMLINSON  (Preston) :  I  feel 
that  it  is  quite  possible  we  may  be  creat- 
ing a  dangerous  precedent  which  may  be 
applied  to  other  Bills.  This  is  an  Irish 
Bill  in  form,  but  applies  to  the  United 
Kiogdom.  Many  Members  have  left 
the  House  in  the  expectation  that  the 
Bill  would  not  come  on  to-night,  seeing 
that  it  has  not  been  circulated.  I  do 
not  myself  object  to  the  measure  on 
principle,  if  it  is  understood  that  it  is 
to  be  so  dealt  with  in  Committee  as  to 
be  made  applicable  to  England;  but 
there  may  be  those  who  have  objection 
to  it  imder  any  circumstances. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  24th  May. 

KITCHEN  AND  REFRESHMENT  ROOMS. 
NOMINATION  OF  SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Select  Committee  on  the 
Kitchen  and  Befreshment  Booms  do 
consist  of  Nineteen  Members." — {The 
Secretary  to  the  Treaeury,  Mr.  Arnold 
Morley,) 

Sib  EOBEET  FOWLER  (London) : 
I  do  not  rise  to  object  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  this  Committee.  The  appoint- 
ment of  this  Committee  is  a  very  deli- 
cate matter,  and  I  know  that  it  has  been 
very  carefully  considered  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Arnold  Morley).  At  the 
same  time,  I  wish  to  say  that  it  does 
seem  to  me  that  19  Members  is  a  very 
larffe  Committee  to  deal  satisfactorily 
with  the  questions  which  will  oome  be- 
fore them.  I  hope  the  hon.  Member 
will  not  consider  the  appointment  of 
such  a  large  number  a  precedent.  This 
is  a  Committee  appointed  annually ;  and 
I  trust  that  if  the  hon.  G-entleman  has 
the  duty  of  proposing  the  Committee 
next  year  he  will  not  think  it  necessary 
to  nominate  19  Members  because  such 
a  number  was  chosen  this  year. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  A.  H.  Aclakd,  Mr. 
BiooxB,  Mr.  Thomas  Hbmry  Bolton.  Baron 
D1M6DALE,  General  Goldswobtht,  and  Mr. 
John  Bbdmond  be  added  to  the  Committee. — 
(Mr.  Arnold  Morley.) 

Houfe  adjourned  at  Two  o'dook 
till  Monday  next. 
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HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Mmday,  \1th  May,  1886. 


MINTJTE8.]— Sat  FrasT  in  Pahliament— 
The  Lord  Forester,  after  the  death  of  his 
brother. 

PuBUO  Bills — Fint  Beading — Customs  and 
Inland  Revenue*  (112)  ;  Rivers  Pollution 
Prevention*  (114):  West  Indian  Incum- 
bered Estates*  (116);  British  North  Ame- 
rica)* (116). 

Second  Reading — Infants  (86) ;  Incumbents  of 
Benefices  Loans  Extension  (89). 

Select  Committee  —  Ghuroh  Patronage*  (63), 
nominated, 

Cotnmittee—Report^'J^B.^CfnsX  Debt  *  (100). 

Third  Reading — Drowned  Persons  (DiBcovery 
and  Interment)  *  (77) ;  Burial  Grrouncfs 
(Scotland)  Act  (1865)  Amendment*  (78), 
and  paeeed. 

Provisional  Obdbb  Bills  —  First  Beading  — 
Commons  Be^^tion  (Stoke)  *  (102) ;  Com- 
mons Begulation  and  Inclosure  (Totternhoe)  * 
(103);  Local  Government*  (104);  Local 
Government  (No.  2)  *  (106) ;  Local  Govern- 
ment (Poor  Law)*  (106);  Local  Government 
(Poor  Law)  (No.  2)*  (107);  Local  Govern- 
ment  (Poor  Law)  (No.  3)*  (108);  Local 
Government  (Poor  Law)  (No.  4)*  (109); 
Local  Government  (Poor  Law)  (No.  6)J* 
(110);  Local  Government  (Poor  Law)  (No. 
6)  •(111). 

Committee  —  Beport  —  Local  (Government  (Ire- 
land) (Fermoy)  •  (32). 

UNTVERSITIES  (SCOTLAND). 
QT7S8TION.      OBSERYATIONS. 

LoBD  BALFOUE,  in  rising  to  ask 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  Whether  it 
was  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  propose  any  legislation  with 
reg^ard  to  the  Universities  of  Scotland 
during  the  present  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment r  said,  ne  was  prepared  to  admit 
that  the  present  was  not  the  most  favour- 
able time  for  obtaim'ng  the  powers  which 
they  sought,  having  regard  to  the  pro- 
babilities of  legislation  in  ''another 
plaee."  But  the  question  had  now 
been  pending  for  a  considerable  time, 
and  he  beHeved  that  a  Bill  would 
have  been  passed  last  year  if  it  had 
not  been  for  the  opposition  on  one 
or  two  points.  The  measure  whioh 
was  brought  forward  last  Session  was 
an  improvement  upon  its  predecessor. 
It  was  not  for  the  interests  of  the  Uni- 
versities that  they  should  be  kept  in  a 
state  of  uncertainty  as  to  whether  there 
should  be  legislation  or  not;  and  he 
hoped  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  would 


be  able  to  inform  the  country  whether 
he  intended  to  make  an  effort  to  pass  a 
Bill  during  the  current  Session?  It 
would  be  satisfactory  to  those  whom  it 
concerned  to  know  that  the  Government 
had  not  lost  sight  of  the  matter.  A 
Commission  was  now  sitting  on  the  sub- 
ject of  Educational  Endowments,  and 
they  believed  it  would  be  for  the  public 
advantage  that  some  questions  in  regard 
to  bursaries  should  be  dealt  with  at  the 
same  time.  The  powers  of  the  Commis- 
sion would  expire  towards  the  close  of 
next  year,  and  unless  a  University  Com- 
mission were  appointed  during  this  Ses- 
sion or  early  next  year  the  public  in- 
terest would  suffer.  The  present  Com- 
missioners hoped  to  obtain  some  advice 
and  assistance  from  the  University  Com- 
mission ;  but  they  would  not  be  able  to 
wait  much  longer.  That  was  his  main 
reason  for  putting  the  Question  to  the 
noble  Earl. 

The  SECEETATtY  foe  SCOTLAND 
(The  Earl  of  Dalhousie)  :  It  is,  of 
course,  impossible  to  speak  with  any- 
thing like  certainty  as  to  what  the  Go- 
vernment may  or  may  not  be  able  to  do 
during  the  present  Session.  It  certainly 
is  the  intention  of  the  Government,  if 
possible,  to  introduce  a  measure  dealing 
with  the  Universities  of  Scotland  during 
the  present  Session  of  Parliament ;  but 
I  am  not  at  this  moment  in  a  position  to 
say  at  how  early  a  date  we  may  be  able 
to  bring  it  in.  I  can  say  this  much — 
that  the  terms  of  the  measure  have  been 
for  some  time  past  under  consideration, 
and  that  they  have  been,  and  are  still 
being,  considered  with  reference  to  many 
important  suggestions  that  have  been 
made  from  various  quarters  since  this 
question  was  last  before  your  Lordships' 
House,  together  with  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Balfour  of 
Burleigh),  The  Government  will  bear 
that  in  mind,  and  endeavour  to  bring  in 
a  measure  as  soon  as  possible. 

INFANTS  BILL.— (No.  86.) 

{The  Lord  Chaneellor.) 

SEOOND      READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Head- 
ing read. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Hersohell),  in  moving  that  the  Bill  be 
read  a  second  time,  said,  that  a  measure 
having  for  its  object  the  amendment  of 
the  law  relating  to  the  guardianship  of 
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infants  passed  the  House  of  Oommons 
early  in  the  Session  of  1 884,  and  came 
up  to  their  Lordships'  House  towards 
the  close  of  that  Session.  On  the  sug- 
gestion of  Lord  Cairns,  whose  loss  he 
deplored  very  much,  and  who,  he  be- 
lieved, would  have  been  a  supporter  of 
the  measure,  it  was  considered  too  late 
to  deal  with  it  that  Session,  and  on  that 

f  round  the  Bill  was  not  proceeded  with, 
n  the  Autumn  Session  of  that  year  the 
Bill  was  again  introduced  by  lus  noble 
Friend  on  his  right,  received  a  second 
reading,  and  was  referred  to  a  Select  Oom- 
mittee.  On  that  Select  Committee  were 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  (the  Earl  of 
Selborne),  Lord  Cairns,  his  noble  Friend 
on  his  right,  and  other  noble  Lords.  In 
the  result  the  measure  came  back  in  a 
considerably  modified  form,  and  met  in 
the  House  with  other  modifications.  The 
Bill  passed  their  Lordships'  House,  and 
was  sent  down  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, where  it  received  a  second  read- 
ing ;  but  it  was  not  read  a  third  time, 
owing  to  the  Prorogation.  That  Bill 
was,  with  one  substantial  exception,  pre- 
cisely the  same  as  the  Bill  now  before 
their  Lordships.  He  would  not  argue 
on  the  justice  of  such  a  measure,  except 
to  say  that,  in  a  matter  in  which  many 
of  the  women  of  thi§  country  took  the 
deepest  interest,  a  Parliament  of  men 
returned  entirely  by  male  electors  should 
take  care  that  no  injustice  was  done  to 
women.  Even  if  thev  introduced  a 
modification  of  the  franchise,  men  would 
still  form  the  vast  majority  of  the  elec- 
torate, and  so  long  as  they  had  the  power 
in  their  hands  they  were  bound  to  try  to 
look  at  the  question  as  women  looked  at 
it.  They  should  look  at  the  nature  of 
the  case,  and  dispose  of  it  as  justice  de- 
manded. The  Petitions  which  had  been 
presented,  and  which  were  not  the  work 
of  any  organization,  but  had  come  spon- 
taneously from  different  parts  of  the 
country,  showed  that  there  was  a  deep 
and  real  feeling  in  favour  of  the  Bill, 
and  the  letters  he  had  received  confirmed 
that  view.  The  provisions  of  the  Bill 
might  be  summed  up  chiefly  as  three. 
It  was  proposed  that  where  the  husband 
had  not  appointed  a  guardian  to  his 
children  the  wife  became  the  guardian, 
and  even  where  the  husband  had  ap- 
pointed a  guardian  that  the  wife  became 
guardian  jointly  with  the  person  so  ap- 
pointed. The  Bill  retained  to  the  full 
the  superior  right  of  the  father  while 
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living ;  but  when  the  father  was  dead  it 
was  not  considered  just  that  the  rights 
which  he  possessed  while  living  could  or 
ought  to  be  handed  over  by  will  to  an- 
other, so  as  to  make  the  mother  a 
stranger  to  the  children.  It  was  cond- 
dered  only  right  that  the  mother,  to 
whose  care  the  children  owed  so  much 
in  early  years,  should  have  a  Toice  in 
the  guardianship.  The  Bill  then  pro- 
vided for  another  case.  If  the  mother 
by  will  had  chosen  to  appoint  a  provi- 
sional guardian  on  her  death,  if  it  could 
be  shown  to  the  Court  that  the  father 
was  not  fit  to  be  the  sole  guardian 
of  the  children,  the  guardian  so  ap- 
pointed by  the  mother  might  be  al- 
lowed to  act  jointly  with  the  father,  or 
as  the  Court  ordered.  That  would  not 
deprive  a  father  who  was  fit  to  be  the 
sole  guardian  of  his  right.  There  were 
many  cases  in  which,  though  extreme 
unfitness  could  not  be  shown,  yet  it 
would  be  possible  to  show  that  the  father 
was  not  fit  to  remain  sole  guardian  of 
his  children.  In  extreme  oases  of  bad 
morals  or  indecency  the  Court  had  power 
to  prevent  a  father  acting  as  guardian 
of  his  children,  and  that  power  would 
remain.  Then  there  was  a  provision  to 
enable  the  Court,  upon  the  application 
of  the  mother,  to  permit  access  to  the 
children  and  to  give  instructions  as  to 
their  custody.  The  Court  was  to  have 
regard  to  the  welfare  of  the  infants,  to 
the  conduct  of  the  parents,  and  to  the 
wishes  of  the  mother  as  well  as  the 
father,  and  such  instructions  might  be 
varied  or  discharged  from  time  to  time 
as  the  Court  might  think  fit.  The  only 
new  provision  was  to  the  effect  that  in 
any  case  where  a  decree  of  judicial 
separation  or  divorce  had  been  pro- 
nounced the  Court  might  declare  the 
parent  whose  conduct  had  been  the  cause 
unfit  to  have  the  custody  of  the  children ; 
and  in  such  a  case  the  parent  so  deprived 
would  not  be  entitled  on  the  death  of 
the  other  to  the  care  or  custody  of  the 
children. 

Mov$d, '  *  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3"." 
— (7%#  Lord  Chancellor,) 

Lord  BEAMWELL  said,  that  no  pro- 
vision was  made  in  the  Bill  for  costs  of 
proceedings,  though,  as  they  all  knew, 
there  were  such  things  as  vexatious  ap- 
plications. As  the  law  now  stood,  if  the 
wife  sued  for  divorce  or  separation,  her 
husband  was  liable  for  the  oosts  of  her 
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just  laid  the  Papers  on  the  Table,  by 
command  of  Her  Majesty. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Copies  or  extracts  of  correspondence 
with  reference  to  the  Maltese  nobUity 
(in  continuation  of  [0.-3812.],  August 
1883) : 

Presented  (by  command),  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 

INCUMBENTS  OF  BENEFICES  LOANS 

EXTENSION  BILL.— (No.  89.) 

(The  Duke  of  Bucking  ham,) 

SEOOND   BEADINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

The  OHAERMAN  of  OOMMITTEES 
(The  Duke  of  Buokikoham),  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time,  ez- 

Slained  thafc  its  object  was  to  remove 
ilficulties  which  the  Governors  of 
Queen  Anne's  Bounty  found  themselves 
in  in  regard  to  the  repayment  to  them 
of  the  loans  which  had  been  made  to 
incumbents  of  benefices.  The  Bill  pro- 
posed to  enable  the  Governors  to  meet 
the  difficulty  by  extending  the  time  of 
the  mortgages,  and  to  reduce  the  pay- 
ment of  the  instalments  by  a  consider- 
able amount,  without  diminishing  the 
security.  The  reason  for  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  measure  was  the  great  fall 
that  had  taken  place  in  the  value  of  the 
glebe  lands  on  which  the  loans  were 
secured.  In  the  case  of  one  benefice, 
the  income  of  which  was  nominally 
£325  per  annum,  it  was  now  reduced  to 
£250.  In  another  case  an  income  of 
£672  was  represented  by  a  yield  last 
year  of  £265 ;  and  in  a  third  case,  where 
the  income  was  stated  at  £361,  only 
£181  had  been  realized. 

3foved,  "Thatthe  Bill  be  now  read  2»." 
—{The  Buhe  of  Buehingham,) 

The  Eabl  of  POWIS  said,  he  con- 
sidered that  the  only  question  was  how 
far  the  term  should  be  extended.  He 
was  a&aid  that  the  extension  given  by 
this  Bill  might  create  a  hardship  in  some 
cases  where  the  incumbent  would  have  to 
pay  instalments  on  a  mortgage  created 
years  before  he  had  come  into  the 
livine.  There  were  very  few  cases  in 
which  the  works  in  respect  of  which  the 
loans  were  granted  would  last  50  years. 

The  Akohbishop  of  OANTERBUEY 
(Dr.  Benson)  said,  he  hoped  that 
their  Lordships  would  read  the  Bill  a 


solicitor.  He  did  not  know  whether 
that  would  be  so  in  a  case  under  this 
Bill.  He  thought  it  would  be  desirable 
that  such  provision  should  be  made  as 
to  costs.  It  might  prevent  vexatious 
applications  against  the  husband. 

toRD  ASHBOURNE  said,  he  was 
glad  to  be  able  to  support  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  as  he  thought 
that  in  its  present  shape  it  was  very  much 
improved.  He  thought,  however,  that 
it  would  require  to  be  closely  and  care- 
fully examined  in  the  Oommittee  stage. 
He  referred  chiefly  to  Clause  2,  which 
was  almost  the  principal  clause  in  the 
Bill,  and  which  seemed  to  be  an  abso- 
lute statement  that  no  matter  what  her 
condition  or  her  conduct  the  wife  was  to 
be  the  guardian  of  the  children. 

Lord  HALSBURY  said,  he  would 
urge  that  there  should  be  proper  safe- 
guards in  the  Bill  to  insure  the  fit- 
ness of  the  guardian  appointed  by  the 
mother. 

Eabl  BEAUCHAMP  was  glad  that 
Clause  7,  refused  last  year,  had  been 
introduced  into  the  present  Bill ;  but  he 
thought  that  the  powerful  reasons  which 
induced  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  to 
restrict  the  sole  guardianship  of  the 
mother  in  that  clause  were  also  ap- 
plicable in  restraint  of  the  power  of 
appointment  given  in  the  first  paragraph 
of  Gause  3. 

Thb  lord  chancellor  said,  he 
thought  the  point  raised  by  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  near  him  (Lord  Ash* 
bourne)  was  really  met  by  the  provision 
in  Clause  6,  by  which  the  Court  might 
not  only  remove  a  testamentary  guar- 
dian, but  any  guardian  under  this  Bill, 
wherever  it  would  be  deemed  to  be  to 
the  welfare  of  the  infant.  As  to  the  sug- 
gestion of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
on  his  right,  he  could  only  say  that  he 
would  carefully  consider  the  matter. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly. 

MALTA.— RESOLUTION. 

Viscount  SIDMOUTH  moved  for— 

"  Copies  of  all  correspondence  having  refer- 
ence to  the  Maltese  nobility  which  has  been  ad- 
dressed to  or  has  emanated  from  the  Colonial 
Office  since  Angost  1883,  up  to  the  present 
date." 

The  SEOEETAET  of  STATE  foe 
THB  COLONIES  (Earl  Gkakvillb),  in 
aaaenting  to  the  Motion,  said,  he  had 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1151 


The  Wbrki  of 


(L0ED8} 


Mr.  Wdtti,  R.A. 


■eoond  time.  The  eztenaion  whicli  was 
prayed  for  in  it  was  very  necessary, 
and  inTolved  no  alteration  in  principle. 
Thirty  years  had  formerly  been  calcu- 
lated as  the  time  within  which  loans 
were  to  be  repaid  ;  but  owing  to  the  late 
depression  in  agriculture  it  had  been 
found  that  30  years  was  not  a  sufficiently 
long  period,  and  one  extension  had  been 
already  granted.  Owing  to  the  continued 
depression  the  extension  then  granted 
was  not  sufficient,  and  there  was  a  neces- 
sity for  the  extension  for  which  the  Bill 
asked. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  To-morrow. 

LITERATURE,    SCIENCE,    AND    ART — 

THE  WORKS  OF  MR.  WATTS,  R.A. 

QUESTION.      OBSERYATIOirS. 

Thb  Eael  op  WEMYSS,  in  rising  to 
ask  the  Lord  President  of  the  Council, 
Whether  any  arrangements  had  been  or 
were  about  to  be  made  for  the  satisfac- 
tory exhibition  and  safe  custody  of  the 
yaluable  works  of  Mr.  Watts,  R.A.., 
which  he  had  so  generously  given  to 
the  nation?  said,  that  in  putting  his 
Question  on  the  Paper  he  had  had  two 
objects  in  view.  In  the  first  place,  to 
find  out  whether  accommodation  of  a 
satisfactory  character  could  be  given  for 
these  pictures ;  and,  in  the  second  place, 
he  had  been  anxious  to  call  attention  to 
this  noble  gift  on  the  part  of  Mr. 
Watts,  E.A.,  and  to  obtain  from  Her 
Majesty's  Government  some  public  re- 
cognition of  it.  As  regarded  the  custody 
of  these  pictures,  he  hoped  that  his  noble 
Friend  the  Lord  President  of  the  Coun- 
cil (Earl  Spencer)  had  found  some  means 
of  accommodating  them  at  South  Ken- 
sington ;  but  with  regard  to  their  safe 
custody,  though  he  had  no  doubt  that 
his  noble  Friend  would  tell  them  that 
there  were  hydrants  and  fire  engines, 
&c.,  he  feared  that  he  would  not  be  able 
to  say  that  they  were  in  a  fire-proof 
building  any  more  than  our  National 
Collection  in  Trafalgar  Square.  His 
main  object,  however,  was  to  call  atten- 
tion to  this  very  noble  gift  on  the  part 
of  Mr.  Watts.  He  thought  that  whoever 
was  conversant  with  Mr.  Watts's  works 
could  not  fail  to  have  understood  and  ap- 
preciated the  high  ideal  he  had  always  set 
before  himself,  his  lofty  sentiments,  his 
poetic  conceptions,  and  the  noble  purposes 
to  which  he  had  devoted  lus  art.    Of  his 
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art  it  miffht  truly  be  said  that  it  was  im- 
bued with  the  truest,  purest  spirit  of  the 
Greeks,  and  that  his  poetical  concep- 
tions are  embodied  in  the  noblest  forms, 
remarkable  no  less  for  their  beauty  of 
outline  and  anatomical  correctness  Uian 
for  the  purity  and  chastity  of  his  treat- 
ment of  the  nude.  And  if  he  (the  Earl 
of  Wemyss)  were  to  point  to  one  of  Mr. 
Watts's  great  works  which  more  than 
another  successfully  embodied  on  the 
canvas  his  mind  and  genius,  and  was 
typical  of  his  art,  he  would  point  to  that 
grand  allegory  of  **Love  and  Death," 
whiBre  the  helplessness  of  love  was 
shown,  when,  struggling  at  the  portal 
with  outstretched  arm  and  battered 
wings,  it  vainly  strove  to  stay  the  onward 
march  of  the  dread  messenger  and  his 
entrance  into  the  loved  one's  home.  The 
character  of  Mr.  Watts's  art,  and  his 
power  of  successfully  embodying  his 
poetical  conceptions  and  high  ideal,  were 
due,  first,  to  the  innate  genius  of  the  man ; 
but  he  (the  Earl  of  Wemyss)  thought  he 
would  himself  tell  them  that  his  success 
was  not  less  owing  to  his  having  been  a 
constant  and  devoted  worshipper  at  the 
shrine  of  Phidias,  before  the  noblest  re- 
presentations of  human  form  of  which 
the  world  was  cognizant,  and  which  were 
to  be  found  in  the  Elgin  room  of  the 
British  Museum.  That  gift  was  one 
of  great  generosity,  especially  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  Mr.  Watts  was 
far  from  being  a  wealthy  man ;  and  he 
hoped  that  the  Government,  speaking 
on  behalf  of  the  nation,  would  express 
their  sense  of  his  signal  liberality  and 
public  spirit. 

The  LOED  PEESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Earl  Spencer)  said,  he  had 
great  pleasure  in  answering  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  noble  Earl  (Uie  Earl  of 
Wemyss),  because  he  shared  with  his 
noble  Friend  the  warm  admiration 
which  he  had  expressed  for  the  works 
of  this  distinguished  artist.  It  was, 
however,  necessary  that  he  should  ex- 
plain what  had  occurred  in  the  matter. 
Some  time  ago  he  received  a  letter  from 
Mr.  Watts,  stating  that  he  was  consider- 
ing whether  he  should  offer  to  the  nation 
some  of  his  works,  and  he  asked  him 
(Earl  Spencer)  whether  he  could  hold 
out  any  encouragement  to  the  idea  ?  As 
President  of  the  Coimcil,  he  replied  that, 
he  felt  sure  the  nation  would  regard 
with  gratitude  so  mimificent  an  offer  m 
this  coming  from  an  artist  whos^  iama 
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was  80  great,  and  he  added  that  the 
Privy  Council,  and  he  himself  (Earl 
Spencer),  would  do  all  in  their  power  to 
promote  the  object  he  had  in  view.  Sub- 
sequently he  had  an  interview  with 
Mr.  Watts,  and  an  experienced  official 
of  the  Museum  consulted  Mr.  Watts  as 
to  how  his  wishes  could  best  be  carried 
out.  There  was  another  characteristic, 
in  addition  to  that  mentioned  by  the 
noble  Lord,  belonging  to  Mr.  Watts 
which  he  wished  to  mention.  Besides 
his  high  artistic  characteristics,  he  was 
a  man  of  great  modesty  and  diffidence, 
and  he  said  he  should  like  these  pic- 
tures to  be  placed  in  some  position 
where  the  public  might  see  them  and 
then  form  an  opinion  whether  they  were 
worthy  of  acceptance  by  the  nation. 
There  were  two  classes  of  his  pictures — 
those  of  an  ideal  character,  which  were 
of  great  eminence  and  beauty,  and  could 
only  be  produced  by  the  highest  genius 
in  Art ;  and  those  which  were  portraits, 
possessing  not  only  great  artistic  merit, 
but  great  historic  value  to  the  country, 
as  representing  distinguished  men  of 
the  present  age.  It  would  be  of  the 
utmost  importance  to  the  nation  to 
possess  these.  Though  he  could  not 
speak  officially  on  behalf  of  the  Trustees 
of  the  National  Gallery,  he  could  say 
that,  however  anxious  they  might  have 
been  to  find  a  place  for  these  pictures, 
they  were  absolutely  precluded  by  the 
fact  that  they  had  no  room.  But  at  the 
South  Kensington  Museum  he  believed 
they  could  ofiPer  an  excellent  position  for 
showing  these  pictures;  and  if  Mr. 
Watts  was  satisfied  with  it,  then  it  was 
to  be  hoped  that  he  would  carry  out  his 
mimificent  intention.  A  debt  of  deep 
gratitude  would  be  due  to  him  fpr  his 
valuable  gift  and  for  the  spirit  in  which 
it  was  made.  The  offer  had  not  been 
absolutely  made;  but  the  noble  Earl 
might  rest  assured  that  the  authorities 
of  South  Kensington  would  do  all  in 
their  power  to  further  Mr.  Watts's  views 
and  to  secure  these  valuable  treasures 
for  the  nation. 


RIVEBS  POLLUTION  PEEVBNTION  BILL  [h.L.] 
A  Bill  to  amend  the  Rivers  Pollution  Pre- 
vention Act,  1876 — W9M pre9ented\)Y  The  Lord 
Balfour;  read  IV    (No.  114.) 

WEST  INDIAN  INOUMBEBSD   ESTATES 

BILL  [h.L.]    (no.  115.) 
A  Bill  to  provide  for  the  determination  of  the 
Acts  respecting  the  sale  and  transfer  of  incum- 
bered enates  in  the  West  Indies :  And 

TOL.  CCOV.      [thikd  series.] 


BRITISH     NOBTH    AMEBIC^    BILL 

[H.L.]    (no.  116.) 

A  Bill  respecting  the  representation  in  the 

Parliament  of  Gani^  of  Territories  which  for 

the  time  being  form  part  of  the  Dominion  of 

Canada  but  are  not  included  in  any  province : 

Wereprfsentedhy  The  Earl  Granville ;  read  1*. 

OHTJBCH  PATBONAGE  BILL  [h.L.] 
Select  Committee  on :  The  Lords  following 

were  named  of  the  Committee : — 

L.  Abp.  Canterbury.        L.  Bp.  Durham. 

L.  Abp.  York.  L.  Bp.  Peterborough. 

M.  Sahsbury.  L.  Harris. 

E.  Selbome.  L.  Leigh. 

E.  Iddesleigh.  L.  Ab^are. 

y.  Cranbrook.  L.  Monk  Bretton. 

L.  Bp.  London. 
The  Committee  to  meet  on  Tuesday  next,  and 

to  appoint  their  own  Chairman. 

House  adjourned  at  Six  o'clock, 

till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o  dock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  17 th  May,  1886. 


MINUTES.]  —  Select  Committee  —  Forestry, 

Colonel  Eing-Harman  and  Mr.  Sellar  added. 
Public  I&iua— Second  /?tf«<?i«^— Government  of 

Ireland  [181]   [Third  Night],  debate  further 

adjourned. 
Committee — Medical  Acts  Amendment  [163] — 

II.P. 
Provisional    Order    Bill  —  Ordered  —  Firet 

Reading —TrwnvTKyB  (No.  3)  •  [213]. 

QUESTIONS. 


THE  ROYAL  COMMISSION  ON  TECHNI- 

CAL  INSTRUCTION-THE  SECOND 

REPORT. 

Mb.  lewis  fey  (Bristol,  N.)  asked 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council,  Whether  the  Department  has  had 
under  its  consideration  the  recommenda- 
tion contained  in  the  2nd  Eeport  of  the 
Boyal  Commission  on  Technical  Instruc- 
tion (pp.  522  and  538),  that  the  limit  of 
amount  of,  and  the  conditions  attached 
to,  grants  in  aid  of  buildings  for  local 
Science  Schools  and  Art  Schools  should 
be  revised ;  and,  whether  the  Depart- 
ment propose  to  take  steps  for  carrying 
into  effect  the  recommendations  of  the 
Commissioners  on  this  subject? 

The  vice  PEESIDENT  (Sir  Lyon 
Playfaib)  (Leeds,  S.) :  The  recommen- 
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dation  of  tbe  Boyal  Oommission  on 
Technical  Instruction,  in  regard  to 
building  grants  for  local  Science  and 
Art  Schools,  has  received  my  attention, 
and  I  propose  to  direct  the  attention 
of  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  to  the 
recommendation.  It  rests  with  the  Trea- 
sury whether  eflfect  will  be  given  to  it. 

SCOTLAND-SHERIFF  IVORY. 

Mr.  FEASEE-MACKINTOSH  (In- 
verness-shire)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate, 
From  what  source  and  under  what  au- 
thority Sheriff  Ivory  obtained  a  copy 
of  a  telegram  from  "  Macmillan,  Port- 
ree," to  *•  Mr.  Cameron,  Reporter,  Uig," 
dated  7th  November,  1884,  and  pub- 
lished on  page  21  of  Sheriff  Ivory's  Ee- 
port  to  the  Commissioners  of  Supply  of 
Inverness-shire ;  and.  on  what  authority 
Mr.  Ivory  describes  the  Mr.  Cameron  in 
question  (a  Glasgow  newspaper  reporter 
temporarily  in  Uig  on  professional  busi- 
ness) as  one  of  the  leading  agitators  in 
Skye,  and  a  person  engac^ed  with  the 
crofters  in  deforcing  the  police  ? 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  (Clackmannan,  &c.)  :  The 
copy  of  this  telegram  was  obtained 
from  the  Post  Office  officials  in  Edin- 
burgli,  upon  a  written  authority  signed 
by  Mr.  Macmillan,  the  sender.  I  assume 
that  any  observations  regarding  per- 
sons made  in  the  Eeport  are  founded 
upon  information  obtained  in  the  Island, 
and  particularly  in  the  inquiry  referred 
to. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— THE  EDU- 
CATION CODE— EXAMINATIONS. 
Me.  MILDMAY  (Devon,  Totnes) 
asked  the  Vice  President  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council,  Whether  the  Articles 
of  the  Education  Code  require  that  chil- 
dren failing  on  examination  in  one  ele- 
mentary subject  of  the  standard  must, 
at  the  next  examination,  be  presented 
in  a  higher  standard,  though  such 
children  have  not  passed  in  the  lower 
standard;  and,  whether,  as  such  provi- 
sion has  the  effect  of  preventing  such 
child  from  working  half  time  or  whole 
time,  some  modification  can  be  made 
in  the  Articles  of  the  Code,  allowing 
such  children  to  be  presented  again 
in  the  standard  in  which  they  have,  by 
failing  in  one  subject,  failed  to  obtain 
the  necessary  certificate,  allowing  them  j 
to  work  half  or  whole  time  as  the  case  i 
may  be  ? 

Sir  Lyon  Play  fair 


The  vice  PEESIDENT  (Sir  Ltow 
Platpaie)  (Leeds,  S.) :  According  to  the 
Code  a  child  should  be  presented  in  a 
higher  Standard  each  year,  unless  there 
is  some  reasonable*  excuse  for  excep- 
tional treatment.  Failure  to  pass  m 
one  out  of  three  subjects  is  not  gene- 
rally considered  a  reasonable  excuse. 
But  this  rule  as  to  representation  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  children  work- 
ing half-time  or  whole  time.  A  child 
can  work  half-time  or  whole  time  as 
soon  as  he  passes  the  Standard  pre- 
scribed by  the  bye-laws  of  the  district. 
I  am  not  prepared  to  make  any  such 
change  in  the  Code  as  that  proposed. 

ARMY  (INDIA)-ROYAL  ENGINEER 
OFFICERS. 

Mr.  HOWAED  SPENSLEY  (Fins- 
bury,  Central)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  any  action  is  to 
be  taken  with  regard  to  the  disadvan- 
tages as  to  pension  and  compulsory  re- 
tirement under  which  Officers  of  the 
Eoyal  Engineers  serving  in  India,  but 
on  the  Imperial  List,  labour,  as  com- 
pared with  Officers  of  the  same  corps 
borne  on  the  Indian  List,  and  Officers 
of  the  Indian  Staff  Corps  ? 

The  SECEETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
CAMPBELL-BAimEBi£AN)  (Stirling,  &c.) : 
The  Indian  List  of  Engineer  officers  is 
an  expiring  list,  and  its  members  have 
exceptional  privileges  under  the  Parlia- 
mentary guarantee,  which  will  not  be 
continued  to  their  successors  on  the  Im- 
perial list.  Under  a  recent  Warrant 
Engineer  officers  can  in  certain  circum- 
stances elect  permanent  Indian  service, 
in  which  case  they  obtain  special  privi- 
leges as  to  retirement  and  pension. 

INDIA  (FINANCE,  &c.)— DEPRECIATION 
OF  SILVER. 

Colonel  HUGHES  -  H  ALLETT 
(Kochester)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  Whether  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  for  the 
information  of  honourable  Members, 
Copies  of  the  Communications  that 
have  been  recently  addressed  by  the 
Financial  Secretary  in  India  to  the  Trea- 
sury in  regard  to  the  depreciation  in 
silver  in  that  Countrv  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  William  Harcourt)  (Derby) 
said,  the  despatch  from  the  Government 
of  India  reached  the  Treasury  on  March 
17.      The   hon.  and   gallant    Member 
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would  undentand  that  there  had  been 
a  good  deal  of  work  lately  at  the  Trea- 
sury with  reference  to  the  Budget ;  but 
the  auswer  to  that  letter,  which  dealt 
with  a  difficult  and  complicated  subject, 
was  in  preparation.  It  would  soon,  he 
hoped,  be  settled.  When  it  was  settled, 
if  the  Gh>Yemment  of  India  consented, 
they  should  be  ready  to  lay  the  Corre- 
spondence on  the  Table  of  the  House. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  (METROPOLIS)— THE 
ISLE  OF  DOGS. 

Mb.  henry  green  (Tower  Ham- 
lets, Poplar)  asked  the  Chairman  of  the 
Metroplitan  Board  of  "Works,  Whether 
it  is  a  fact  that,  duriug  the  past  fifteen 
years,  there  have  been  frequent  over- 
flows of  sewage  matter  into  many  of  the 
houses  on  the  Isle  of  Dogs ;  and,  whe- 
ther, notwithstanding  the  oft-repeated 
complaints  made  by  the  sufferers  through 
the  local  Poplar  Board  of  Works,  as 
well  as  to  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  nothing  has  yet  been  done  to 
effectually  abate  this  dangerous  nui- 
sance? 

Sib  JAMES  M'GARELHOGG  (Mid- 
dlesex, Hornsey) :  I  am  sorry  to  say,  in 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  that  for  seve- 
ral years  past  the  basements  in  the  Isle 
of  Dogs  have  been  subject  to  occasional 
flooding  during  excessive  rainstorms 
upon  a  flood  tide :  but  the  Metropolitan 
Board  are  now  taking  measures  for  the 
erection  of  a  pumping  station  in  the 
Island,  and  have  accepted  a  tender  for 
the  engines  required.  The  station  would 
have  been  commenced  before  this  but 
for  the  difficulty  experienced  in  acquir- 
ing land  for  the  purpose,  to  do  which  it 
was  necessary,  after  the  failure  of  nego- 
tiations, to  obtain  the  Home  Secretary's 
consent  to  compulsory  purchase,  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  powers  given  by  Par- 
liament to  the  Board. 

BOARD  OP  WORKS  (IRELAND)— PAY- 
MENT OF  FINAL  INSTALMENT  OF  A 
LOAN. 

Me.  TUITE  (Westmeath,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tencuit  of  Ireland,  Whether  the  Irish 
Board  of  Works  have  neglected  to  pay 
the  final  instalment  of  a  loan  granted 
26th  October  1883,  under  '^The  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881,"  section  31, 
to  William  Dunne,  of  Kildollan,  county 
Westmeath,  notwithstanding  several  ap- 
plications on  the  part  of  the  tenant^ 


whether,  on  the  22nd  May  1885,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Board  of  Works  wrote 
to  Mrs.  Dunne  (William  Dunne  having 
died  in  the  meantime)  stating  that,  ^^  as 
soon  as  she  obtained  probate  of  her 
husband's  will,  the  final  instalment 
would  be  advanced;"  and,  whether, 
although  probate  has  since  been  for- 
warded, the  amount  still  remains  un- 
paid ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henry  H.  ^owLEE^  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  (who  replied)  said :  I 
beg  to  inform  the  hon.  Member  tiiat  the 
facts  are  as  stated  in  his  Question  ;  but 
that  between  the  date  of  the  Board  of 
Works  letter --22nd  May,  1885 — and  the 
completion  of  the  deed,  the  necessity, 
by  Treasury  Rules  under  the  Land  Law 
Act,  for  producing  the  rent  receipt  had 
arisen,  and  that  Mrs.  Dunne,  although 
informed  of  this,  and  reminded  that  this 
was  one  of  the  covenants  of  the  deed, 
has  not  seen  fit  to  comply  with  the  Rule. 
The  moment  she  produces  the  rent  re- 
ceipt to  May,  1885,  the  fourth  instal- 
ment will,  as  she  has  been  informed,  be 
advanced. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— THE  ARMING  OF 
ULSTER. 
Mr.  WILLIAM  O'BRIEN  (Tyrone, 
S.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  follow- 
ing advertisements  in  The  Belfast  News 
Letter : — 

"  Rifles.  Tenders  required  for  20,000  Sniders 
in  ^ood  urder,  with  Bayonets  or  Swords,  to  be 
delivered,  carriRge  paid,  on  or  before  June  1,  in 
Lots,  at  certain  stations  on  Northern  Counties 
Railway,  as  may  be  required  by  Purchaser. 
Address  Vigilance  Committee,  8335,  Office  of 
this  Paper ; 

"  Wanted  a  few  Men  thoroughly  competent 
to  instruct  in  Military  Drill.  The  Drill  In- 
structors must  not  be  in  receipt  of  Pensions 
from  the  Government ;  ** 

and,  whether  any  notice  will  be  taken  of 
the  matter  ? 

The  chief  SEOEETAEY  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  (Newcastle  -  on  -  Tyne) :  The 
Irish  Government  have  no  information 
that  would  lead  them  to  suppose  that  there 
is  any  serious  meaning  to  be  attached  to 
the  advertisements  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  calls  attention.  A  person  in 
earnest  on  such  a  subject  would  hardly 
have  recourse  to  an  advertisement  in  a 
paper  in  Belfast,  where,  I  believe,  there 
are  no  arms  factories.  I  may  point  out 
that  the  unlicensed  carrying  of  arms  in  ^ 
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proclaimed  district,  and  also  the  assem- 
blage of  parties  for  the  purpose  of 
drilling,  are  offences  known  to  the  law. 
The  Oonstabijary  are  well  aware  of 
their  duty  regarding  these  offences,  and 
do  not  at  present  apprehend  any  diffi- 
culty  in  carrying  it  out  should  the  neces- 
sity arise. 

CrrRRENCY,  &C.-GOLD  COINAGE. 

Mb.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth)  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
ther he  has  had  under  consideration  any 
plans  for  the  re-instatement  of  the  gold 
coinage  of  the  Country  at  its  proper 
value,  and  for  meeting  its  deterioration, 
estimated  by  his  penultimate  predeces- 
sor in  1884  at  £500,000,  and  continually 
increasing ;  and,  whether  he  has  arrived 
at  any  conclusions  on  the  subject  ? 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
(lUER(Sir  William  Harcourt)  (Derby) 
said,  he  had  had  this  question  under  his 
consideration,  but  he  was  not  able  at 
the  present  time  to  announce  any  defi- 
nite conclusion  on  the  subject. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)-JOHN  TAYLOR, 
RATE  COLLECTOR  FOR  A  DISTRICT 
OP  THE  LURGAN  POOR  LAW  UNION. 
Mb.  O'HANLON  (Cavan,  E.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  complaint  was 
made  on  the  6th  instant,  to  the  Clerk  of 
the  Board,  that  John  Taylor,  who  is  a 
rate  collector  for  a  district  of  the  Lurgan 
Poor  Law  Union,  served  **  wrongfully 
filled  notices  upon  ratepayers  for  the 
purpose  of  depriving  them  of  having 
votes; "  and,  whether  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  will  hold  an  inquiry  into 
this  matter  ? 

The  chief  SECEET AEY  (Mr.  John 
Moeley)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne),  in  reply, 
said,  he  could  not  answer  the  last  Ques- 
tion. The  notices  to  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  referred  in  his  printed  Ques- 
tion were  made  out  in  the  clerks'  office 
from  the  rate-books.  The  sole  duty  of 
the  collector  as  distinguished  from  the 
clerk  was  to  deliver  the  notices  at  the 
addresses  they  bore.  In  one  case  it  was 
represented  to  the  clerk  by  the  person 
concerned  that  the  form  was  made  out 
in  the  wrong  name.  The  clerk  altered 
the  form  arid  the  rate-book  accordingly, 
and  the  collector  had  nothing^  to  do  with 
this  matter.  He  (Mr.  John  Morley') 
considered  it  was  not  necessary  to  hold 
an  inquify. 

Mr,  John  MorUy 


I  Colonel  WAEING  (Down,  N.)  said, 
as  his  name  had  been  mentioned  in  this 
matter,  he  might  state  that  the  person 
referred  to  was  not  in  his  employment, 
and  had  no  connection  with  his  estate. 

VENEZUELA-THE  TERRITORY  OF  THE 
YITRIJARY. 

Mr.  WATT  (Glasgow,  Camlachie) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  If  the  British  Vice  Con- 
sul at  Ciudad  Bolivar  (Venezuela)  has 
jurisdiction  over  the  Federal  Territory 
of  the  Yuruary ;  and,  if  not,  if  the  Fo- 
reign Office  will  extend  the  jurisdiction 
of  Mr.  Eeddan  (the  present  Vice  Consul), 
as  large  and  increasing  interests  are  in- 
volved in  that  Territory  ? 

The  UNDEE  SECRETAEY  op 
STATE  (Mr.  Bbyoe)  (Aberdeen,  S.) : 
The  British  Vice  Consul  at  Ciudad 
Bolivar  has  no  jurisdiction  at  present 
over  the  territory  named.  The  question 
has,  however,  been  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Secretary  of  State,  who  is 
now  in  communication  with  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Representative  at  Venezuela  as 
to  the  best  mode  of  extending  the  Vice 
Consul's  jurisdiction. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— PUNISH- 
MENT OF  SCHOOL  CHILDREN. 

Mb.  HERBERT  GARDNER  (Essex, 
Saffron  Walden)  asked  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Committee  of  Council.  Whe- 
ther the  Teachers  of  Board  Schools  have 
the  power  to  inflict  punishment  for  ab- 
sence from  school  on  children  whose 
parents  have  explained  and  excused 
suuh  absence  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  Lyon  Playeaik)  (Leeds. 
S.) :  This  is  a  Question  as  to  a  possible 
case  which  has  never  been  brought  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Department  and 
with  which  I  have  not  been  called  upon 
to  deal.  When  it  occurs  I  shall  give  it 
my  attention,  and  inform  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber in  regard  to  it. 

NAVY  —  H.M.S.  "  COLLING  WOOD  •'  — 
BURSTING  OF  THE  43-TON  GUN. 
Sir  HENRY  TYLER  (Great  Yar- 
mouth)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  any  inquiry  has  yet  been 
instituted  into  the  recont  failure  of  the 
43-ton  gun ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
could  state  the  names  of  the  gentlemen 
appointed  to  act  on  such  inquiry  ;  and, 
whether  any  Report  has  yet  been  made 
to  the  War  Department  on  the  siibject ; 
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or,  if  not,  when  such  a  Heport  may  be 
expected,  and  whether  it  will  be  made 
public  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Oampbbll-Bannerman)  (Stirling,  &c.): 
The  subject  has  been  referred  to  the 
Ordnance  Committee,  under  the  Pre- 
sidency of  Lieutenant  General  Sir  M. 
Biddulph,  E.A.,  with  Eear  Admiral 
Ward  as  Vice  President.  The  other 
members  are— for  the  Navy,  Captains 
Hammill  and  Jenkyns,  E.N. ;  Military 
members,  Major  General  Fraser,  Colo- 
nels Baylay  and  Davies,  and  Major  Col- 
quhoun;  Civilians,  Professor  Barlow 
and  Sir  Frederick  Bramwell.  For  the 
purposes  of  this  inquiry  there  will  be 
associated  with  the  Committee  Sir  Wil- 
liam Armstrong,  Sir  Frederick  Abel, 
Colonel  Maitland,  Captain  Noble,  and  a 
representative  of  Sir  Joseph  Whit  worth's 
firm.  The  Committee  will  be  requested 
to  expedite  their  inquiry  as  much  as 
they  conveniently  can,  and  when  their 
Eeport  is  received  it  will  be  for  further 
determination  what  subsequent  steps 
may  be  requisite.  With  regard  to  the 
publication  of  the  Eeport,  I  would  prefer 
to  reserve  my  opinion  until  I  have  re- 
ceived and  considered  it. 

GOVERN^ilENT  OF  INDIA— THE 
JOINT  COMMITTEE. 

Mb.  JAMES  MACLEAN  (Oldham) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
proceed  this  Session  with  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
administration  of  British  India  ? 

The  FIEST  LOED  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone) (Edinburgh,  Mid  Lothian) :  The 
hon.  Member  is  aware  that  the  Motion 
is  blocked,  and  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  noble  Lord  will  be  good  enough  to 
remove  the  block. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
(Paddington,  S.)  :  Certainly  not. 

Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  am  very 
sorry  to  hear  that.  Then,  Sir,  there 
is  only  one  course  I  can  take.  I  do  not 
think  it  is  quite  respectful  that  the  mat- 
ter should  be  handed  on  from  week  to 
week ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  it  would 
be  very  difficult  to  stop  the  debate  on 
the  second  reading  of  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment Bill;  so  that  I  think  the  best 
course  we  can  take  is,  that  on  Thursday 
I  will  put  down  the  Order  for  the  In- 
dian Committee  as  the  second  Govern- 
ment Order,  in  the  hope  that  we  may 
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very  probably,  as  often  happens,  close 
the  debate  before  half-past  12  o'clock. 

LoED  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL: 
Has  the  attention  of  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  been  drawn  to  the  fact 
that  all  the  Conservative  Members  of 
the  Committee,  with  the  exception  of 
one,  have  withdrawn  their  names  from 
the  proposal  to  serve  on  the  Committee, 
which  raises  the  question  whether  the 
Order  remains  in  the  same  form  ? 

Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  That  I 
think  is  very  unfortunate  indeed  ;  but  I 
hope  if  those  Members  have  withdrawn 
others  may  be  found  to  fill  their  places. 

Afterwards, 

Mr.  W.  E,  GLADSTONE  said:  I 
find  the  Order  cannot  be  put  down  be- 
fore Monday,  as  it  stands  for  that  day ; 
but  on  that  day  I  propose  to  place  it  in 
such  a  position  that  we  may  have  a 
good  prospect,  I  hope,  of  getting  to  it. 
And  with  respect  to  the  composition  of 
the  Committee,  I  think  the  time  for  con- 
sidering that  will  be  when  the  House 
has  considered  and  determined  what  the 
number  of  the  Committee  shall  be. 

SPAIN  —  THE    COMMERCIAL      . 
CONVENTION. 

Mr:  FOEWOOD  (Lancashire,  Orms- 
kirk)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether,  under  the 
new  Spanish  Convention,  Spain  grants 
to  Great  Britain  the  most  complete 
favoured  nation  treatment  in  all  that 
relates  to  trade  and  navigation,  or  whe- 
ther the  grant  is  not  for  the  most  com- 
plete favoured  nation  treatment,  but  is 
limited  to  be  co-extensive  in  amount  of 
benefit  with  that  accorded  to  France  and 
Germany ;  whether,  if  the  grant  is  thus 
limited,  merchandise  carried  from  the 
United  States  to  Porto  Eico  in  United 
States  vessels  will  be  liable  to  less  duty 
than  if  conveyed  by  British  ships ;  what 
nations,  if  any,  have  more  favourable 
treaties  with  Spain  than  those  to  be 
accorded  under  the  Convention  to  Eng- 
land ;  and,  what  are  the  additional 
benefits  enjoyed  by  them? 

The  UNDEE  SECEETAEY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Bryoe)  (Aberdeen,  S.) :  As 
the  new  Convention,  when  brought  into 
force,  will  give  to  British  subjects  the 
same  benefits  as  are  now  enjoyed  by 
French  and  German  subjects  under  the 
Treaties  of  those  countries  with  Spain, 
and  as  French  and  German  subjects 
enjoy,  in  matters  of  trade  and  naviga- 
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tion,  the  same  treatment  as  nationals,  it 
is  clear  that  British  subjects  will  enjoy 
the  same  advantages  as  Spaniards  them- 
selves. In  some  of  the  Spanish  Colo- 
nies, however,  there  exists  special  local 
regulations  affecting  commerce  to  which 
the  Treaties  with  France  and  Germany 
are  made  subject.  Should  it  appear 
that,  under  any  such  regulations,  Great 
Britain,  although  enjoying  the  same 
privileges  as  France  and  Germany,  will 
be  less  favoured  in  Porto  Rico  than  the 
United  States,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  endeavour  to  have  any  such 
inequality  removed.  Under  the  Conven- 
tion, as  it  stands,  British  merchandize 
will  be  largely  benefited  by  paying 
duty  in  the  Spanish  Antilles  under  the 
3rd  instead  of,  as  at  present,  under  the 
4th  column  of  the  Spanish  Tariff.  No 
nations  have  any  more  favourable  Com- 
mercial Treaties  with  Spain  than  these 
whose  benefits  England  will  enjoy. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— SCHOOL 
BOARDS  AND  VOLUNTARY  SCHOOLS. 
Mr.  CONWAY  (Leitrim,  N.)  asked 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council,  Whether  honourable  Members 
are  to  understand  from  the  Correspond- 
ence laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House 
in  connection  with  the  Dan-y-graig 
(Swansea)  School,  that  Article  18  of  the 
JSducation  Act  of  1870  gives  to  School 
Boards  the  exclusive  right  to  provide  all 
future  Elementary  School  accommoda- 
tion, so  that  it  is  only  by  concession  on 
their  part  that  new  Voluntary  Schools 
can  be  opened ;  whether  what  is  believed 
to  be  the  present  practice  of  the  Depart- 
ment (as  illustrated  by  Letter  38  in  the 
C/Orresponden  ce  alluded  to),  namely,  to 
defer  to  the  opinion  of  the  School  Boards, 
even  when  it  differs  from  their  own,  is 
in  conformity  with  the  Act ;  whether  the 
Education  Department  can  shift  on  to  a 
School  Board  the  responsibility  of  declar- 
ing a  school  to  be  unnecessary ;  whether 
the  conditions  of  Article  8  apply  at  all 
times  when  the  erection  of  a  new  school 
is  contemplated ;  and,  whether  the  con- 
verse of  Article  98  of  the  Act  of  1870  is 
so  that  unless  they  themselves  consider 
a  school  to  be  unnecessary,  they  are 
bound  to  give  it  grants  ? 

The  vice  PEESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  Lyon  Playfair)  (Leeds, 
S.):  By  Section  18  of  the  Act  of  1870 
a  school  board  is  bound  to  provide  a 
sufficient  amount  of  school  accommoda- 

Mr.  Bryce 


tion  in  their  district.  If  the  rates  be- 
come burdened  for  this  purpose,  the 
Department  only  admit  other  schools  to 
participation  in  the  annual  grants  on 
the  acquiescence  of  the  school  board 
which  has  provided  the  deficiency.  The 
Education  Department  have  no  power  to 
shift,  and  do  not  shift,  any  responsibility 
on  to  a  school  board.  The  conditions  re- 
ferred to  in  Section  8  do  not  relate  to  the 
question  whether  a  school  shall  have 
annual  grants.  I  am  not  sure  that  I 
understand  the  Question  as  to  the  con- 
verse of  Section  98  ;  but  if  it  means  that 
the  Department  is  bound  to  give  annual 
grants  to  every  school  which  they  con- 
sider necessary,  the  answer  is  in  the 
affirmative. 

PALACE  OF  WESTMINSTER  —  VENTI- 
LATION OP  THE  HOUSE. 

Sib  HENEY  ROSCOE  (Manchester, 
S.)  asked  the  Chairman  of  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  "Works,  Whether  it  is 
a  fact  that  the  Metropolitan  Low  Level 
Sewer  running  down  the  Embankment 
possesses  no  ventilating  shaft  from  the 
point  at  which  the  drainage  of  the  Palace 
of  Westminster  passes  into  the  low  level 
sewer  to  a  second  point  nearly  800  yards 
distant  at  York  Gates ;  whether  all  com- 
petent authorities  have  laid  down  that 
every  main  sewer  should  have  one  ven- 
tilating shaft  at  least  for  every  lOQ  yards 
of  its  length ;  and,  whether,  in  this  case, 
he  will  take  steps  to  have  the  said  sewer 
properly  ventilated,  and  thus  to  remove 
much  of  the  danger  to  the  air  of  the 
House  of  Commons  by  reason  of  the 
passage  of  sewer  gas  from  the  low  level 
sewer  of  the  Metropolitan  system  into 
the  main  drain  of  the  Palace  ? 

SiK  JAMES  M'GAREL-HOGK}  (Mid- 
dlesex,  Homsey) :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member,  I  beg  to  say  that  there  is  no 
ventilating  shaft  on  the  low  level  sewer 
between  the  Houses  of  Parliament ;  but 
the  Engineer  of  the  Board,  Sir  Joseph 
Bazalgette,  does  not  concur  in  the  opi- 
nion ^at  every  main  sewer  should  have 
a  ventilating  shaft  for  every  100  yards. 
This  must  be  governed  by  the  circum- 
stances in  each  case ;  the  main  sewers, 
for  instance,  which  have  large  quantities 
of  water  running  through  them  want 
ventilation  the  least,  and  this  was  ex- 
emplified by  actual  experience  on  the 
16th  of  April,  when  an  examination  of 
the  low  level  sewer  in  the  vicinity  of  the 
Houses  of  Parliament  and  of  part  of 
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that  draining  the  Houses  showed  that 
the  low  level  sewer  was  almost  free  from 
smell,  and  had  no  air  current  or  pressure 
of  air  in  it,  ^hile,  on  the  other  hand, 
there  was  found  to  be  a  current  of  air 
upon  opening  a  side  entrance  into  the 
sewer,  and  foul  smell  was  found  to  pro- 
ceed from  the  sewer  draining  the  Houses 
of  Parliament  which  had  no  air  current 
in  it  either  way.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, I  am  not  prepared  to  admit  the 
necessity  of  additional  ventilation  in  the 
low  level  sewer,  the  danger  referred  to 
arising,  to  all  appearance,  from  the  state 
of  the  sewer  draining  the  Houses  of  Par- 
liament; but  at  the  same  time  I  can 
assure  the  hon.  Member  that  the  Board 
will  give  careful  consideration  to  any 
representation  made  to  them  on  the  sub- 
ject. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY, 


GOVERNMENT    OF    IRELAND 

BILL.— [Bill  18L] 

(  Mr,  Oladitonej  Mr,  Secretary  ChilderSf  Mr.  John 

Morley,  Mr.  Attorney  General.) 
SECOND  BEADING.     [aDJODRNED   DEBATE.] 

[third  night.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to  Ques- 
tion [1 0th  May],  **That  the  Bill  be  now 
read  a  second  time." 

And  which  Amendment  was,  to  leave 
out  the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  **upon 
this  day  six  months."  —  {The  Miarquess 
of  Rartington.) 

Question  again  proposed,  ''That  the 
word  *  now '  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion." 

Debate  reeumed. 

Sir  E.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  (Lan- 
cashire, S.W.,  Newton)  said,  notwith- 
standing all  that  has  i'allen  from  the 
Prime  Minister  on  the  subject,  I 
thoroughly  agree  with  words  that  fell 
from  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  to  the  effect 
that  this  Bill  for  establishing  for  the  first 
time  a  Legislative  and  Administrative 
Body  in  Ireland  is  the  gravest  and  most 
startling  fact  of  political  life,  and  that  it 
is  a  totally  new  departure.  I  am  here 
to  contend  that  it  is  a  departure  on  the 
wrong  road,  and  that  though  it  may  be 
for  the  government  of  Ireland,  it  will 


not  produce  good  government  in  Ire- 
land. I  think  I  can  show  from  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  greatly  distrust  the  Body 
which  they  propose  to  create.  There 
are  several  clauses  which  the  Prime 
Minister  stated  on  introducing  the  Bill 
were  intended  for  the  protection  of  the 
minority;  and  he  gave  as  his  reason 
for  inserting  them  that  the  political 
history  of  Ireland  had  been  peculiar  for 
a  long  time.  He  said  there  had  been 
one  long  train  of  internal  controversies, 
and  therefore  he  was  bound  in  that  state 
of  things  not  to  leave  the  minority  to 
stand  up  for  themselves,  as  would 
ordinarily  be  the  case  in  other  places. 
These  provisions  were,  therefore,  intro- 
duced for  the  purpose  of  their  protection. 
I  take  it  that  two  essential  features  of 
good  government  may  be  taken  to  be 
these— first  of  all  the  security  of  pro- 
perty, and  next  the  impartial  adminis- 
tration of  justice ;  and  to  these  I  may 
add  a  third,  mentioned  the  other  night 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Huddersfield 
(Mr.  Leatham)— namely,  the  greatest 
freedom  of  action  compatible  with  the 
safety  of  the  State  to  every  individual  in 
the  Kingdom.  It  is  with  regard  to  these 
three  essential  points  of  good  govern- 
ment that  the  Prime  Minister  has 
attempted  to  introduce  clauses  to  provide 
for  the  safety  of  the  minority.  When 
the  provisions  are  examined  with  care 
they  will  show  that  very  great  dis- 
trust existed  in  the  minds  of  the  Prime 
Minister  and  of  his  Colleagues  as  to  the 
way  the  new  Parliament  would  act  if  it 
were  left  alone  on  certain  subjects.  The 
first  of  these  provisions,  for  which  pro- 
tection for  the  minority  is  introduced,  is 
the  question  of  the  land.  The  second 
provision  relates  to  those  who  have  been 
concerned  in  the  administration  of  justice 
—Judges  and  the  Civil  servants  of  the 
Crown.  The  third  refers  to  the  position 
of  the  Protestant  minority  and  questions 
affecting  education  and  religion.  I 
will  confine  myself  to  two  of  those  sub- 
jects, which  are  sufficient  to  illustrate 
what  I  have  to  say.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Sheffield  who  closed  the  debate  on 
Thursday  (Mr.  Bernard  Coleridge)  stated 
that,  in  his  opinion,  the  question  of  the 
land  required  an  independent  Legisla- 
ture to  be  established  in  Ireland.  The 
question  of  the  land  requires  very  serious 
consideration.  I  do  not  propose  to  enter 
upon  an  examination  of  the  provisions 


1167 


frCV$T1Mn€ftt  of 


{COMMONS} 


Irelmi  BilL 


1168 


of  that  Bill,  because  I  should  be  out  of 
Order  in  doing  so.  It  is  sufficient  for 
me  to  say  that  that  Bill  is  lying  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  at  the  present 
moment,  and  that  it  proposes  to  take  the 
land  from  the  Irish  landlords  and  to 
compel  this  country  to  make  an  advance 
of  £60,000,000  to  the  State.  That  fact 
is  sufficient  to  show  that  the  Prime 
Minister  and  his  Colleagues  are  not 
willing,  in  the  interests  of  ttie  landowners 
of  Ireland,  to  leave  them  to  the  tender 
mercies  of  the  new  Legislative  Body 
which  they  are  about  to  create.  The 
Prime  Minister  himsdf  has  said  that  it 
would  be  an  ill-intended  kindness  or  ^an 
ill-shaped  kindness  that  would  allow  the 
new  Legislative  Body  to  deal  with  the 
land  at  first.  The  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  this  matter,  therefore,  is  the 
strongest  argument  that  the  creation  of 
this  new  Legislative  Body  will  be  not  for 
the  good  government  of  Ireland.  Then 
I  come  to  the  second  provision  referring 
to  those  who  are  connected  with  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice  in  Ireland  and  to 
Civil  servants.  What  is  it  you  propose 
to  do  with  the  Judges  in  Ireland  ?  You 
propose  to  protect  them  by  stating  that, 
if  they  choose,  they  may  retire  on  pen- 
sions at  once  on  their  full  salaries,  or 
they  might  accept  the  retiring  salary 
which  they  would  receive  if  they  had 
served  their  full  term  of  Office.  And 
why  is  that  done?  It  is  done  be- 
cause the  Government  are  apprehensive 
that  in  consequence  of  something  they 
may  have  done  they  may  suffer  at  the 
hands  of  the  new  Body  which  they  are 
going  to  create.  But  you  have  done 
more.  You  have  stated  that  the  Judges 
in  Ireland,  although  you  are  going  to 
create  this  new  Legislative  and  Adminis- 
trative Body,  are  still  to  retain  that 
which  they  have  at  present — namely, 
the  security  which  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment gives  them  that  they  cannot  be 
dismissed  from  their  Office  without  the 
consent  of  the  Houses  of  Lords  and 
Commons.  Why  is  this?  What  have 
the  Irish  Judges  done  that  they  need 
this  protection  ?  They  have  done  that 
which  the  English  Judges  have  done. 
No  one  will  accuse  them  of  having  ad- 
ministered anything  but  the  most  im- 
partial justice.  We  do  not  know  whether 
the  administration  of  the  law  is  to  be 
carried  on  in  the  future  as  in  the  past ; 
but  it  id  quite  clear  from  this  division  of 
the  Bill  that  you  dare  not  trust  the  Irish 
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Judges  to  the  tender  mercies  of  the  new 
Irish  Legislative  Body,  and  thus  you 
surround  them  with  the  protection  you 
propose.  What  is  the  reason  which  the 
Prime  Minister  himself  alleges  for  taking 
this  course  ?  He  told  the  House,  in  in- 
troducing this  Bill,  that  the  Irish  Judges 
had  come  into  uneasy  relations  with  the 
popular  influences  in  the  country,  which 
are  about  to  become  the  predominant 
influences  of  the  country.  The  Judges, 
therefore,  for  the  righteous  judgments 
they  have  given,  and  because  they  acted 
in  what  the  Prime  Minister's  own  words 
he  termed  **the  service  of  the  State," 
must,  in  the  opinion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  be  protected  from  the  ven- 
geance which  may  be  poured  upon  them 
by  the  predominant  popular  influences 
which  they  may  have  offended.  How 
are  the  new  Judges  to  administer  the 
law  ?  In  the  first  place,  it  will  be  neces- 
sary for  them  so  to  administer  the  law 
that  they  will  not  come  into  conflict  with 
popular  influences,  otherwise  they  will 
come  into  uneasy  relations  with  the  pre- 
dominant power  in  the  land.  There  is, 
however,  no  test  like  the  money  test, 
after  all,  to  see  whether  you  can  trust 
these  people.  Some  of  the  new  Irish 
Judges  are  to  be  in  a  different  position 
from  the  others.  The  moment  you  come 
to  touch  the  British  taxpayers  you  are 
obliged  to  surround  them  with  safe- 
guards. The  flscal  relations  between 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  are  so  enor- 
mous that  it  becomes  absolutely  neces- 
sary that  the  Imperial  Parliament  ^ould 
retain  some  hold  over  the  Irish  Exche- 
quer. Why  do  you  suppose  we  are  to 
maintain  some  hold  upon  these  Judges  ? 
Do  you  suppose  they  will  not  give  the 
best  judgment  in  their  power?  xou  are 
bound  to  trust  them,  but,  according  to 
your  own  statement,  you  will  not  do 
that,  because  it  is  supposed  that  the 
Irish  Judges  will  not  give  just  decisions 
in  matters  relating  to  the  fiscal  arrange- 
ments between  the  two  countries,  be- 
cause they  will  be  too  much  under  the 
control  of  the  predominant  influences ; 
and,  therefore,  it  is  proposed  that  the 
new  Irish  Exchequer  Judges  shall  be 
appointed  in  the  future,  not  like  the 
other  Irish  Judges,  but  by  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  in  conjunction  with  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  not  of  Ireland,  but  of  Great 
Britain,  and  that  they  shall  be  dismissed 
from  their  Office,  not  like  their  brother 
Judges,  by    an    Address  of  the  Irish 
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XiegislatiTe  Assembly,  but  by  an  Address 
of  the  Houses  of  Lords  and  Commons  of 
the  Imperial  Government.  Therefore, 
in  the  future  there  will  be  two  sets  of 
Irish  Judges,  sitting  side  by  side  in  the 
Civil  and  Criminal  Courts,  one  of  which 
will  be  protected  by  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament, and  the  other  left  to  the  tender 
mercies  of  the  newly-created  Legislative 
Assembly.  It  is  quite  certain  that  the 
Judges  who  are  not  protected  by  the 
Imperi£Ll  Parliament  will  have  uneasy 
relations  with  the  Irish  Parliament. 
These  safeguards  framed  on  behalf  of 
one  set  of  the  Judges  show  an  absolute 
distrust  by  the  Government  of  the  action 
of  their  new  Legislative  Body.  Besides 
the  landlords  and  the  Judges  there  are 
many  other  persons  who  have  been  en- 
gaged in  the  administration  of  justice  in 
Ireland,  who  will  be  left  without  any 
protection  whatever.  There  are  those, 
for  instance,  who  have  done  their  duty 
like  men — the  jurors,  who  are  much 
more  likely  to  suffer  for  their  actions 
than  even  the  Judges  themselves.  If  the 
Government  have  this  distrust  in  their 
newly -created  Legislative  Assembly, 
why  do  they  propose  to  hand  over  to 
their  tender  mercies  the  1,400,000  loyal 
citizens  of  the  North  of  Ireland,  without 
affording  those  citizens  any  such  pro- 
tection whatever  ?  I  maintain  that  those 
loyal  citizens  are  entitled  to  the  protec- 
tion of  the  Imperial  Parliament.  Do 
you  fancy  that  because  you  pass  this 
Act  national  controversy  will  cease  in 
Ireland,  and  that  Ireland  will  no  longer 
consist,  as  it  does  now,  of  two  nations, 
two  religions,  and  two  races,  with  whom 
you  will  have  to  deal  ?  In  these  circum- 
stances, I  maintain  that  the  Imperial 
Parliament  has  no  right  to  forsake  its 
duties,  and  to  hand  over  the  protection 
of  these  persons  to  any  Body  that  may 
be  created  in  Dublin.  I  should  like, 
while  I  am  upon  this  question  of  hand- 
ing over  our  Imperial  duties  to  a  Par- 
liament in  Dublin,  to  make  a  quota- 
tion from  a  speech  made  no  later  than 
last  November  by  a  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  knows  thoroughly  all  about 
Ireland,  and  who  has  himself  been  Chief 
Secretarv  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  (Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman).  The  right  hon. 
(JenUeman  said — 

**  We  desire  to  extend  to  Irishmen  the  full 
benefit  of  any  system  of  local  goyemment  which 
we  enjoy  onnelyes,  and  to  give  them  the  control 
of  their  own  afiairs  the  same  as  we  have  our- 


selves. But  when  we  come  to  the  question  of 
giWng  them  a  separate  Parliament  and  a  sepa. 
rate  Government,  then  I  confess  I  see  great 
difficulty,  and  I  do  not  think  that  this  is  likely 
to  be  conceded  to  them  by  any  Government, 
either  Whig  or  Tory,  because  it  would  not  be 
consistent  with  the  maintenance  of  the  Empire 
or  our  duty  to  the  Crown." 

The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  for 
WAE  (Mr.  Campbell  -  Bannerman) 
(Stirling,  &c.) :  I  am  afraid  I  must  re- 
peat what  I  said  the  other  night  when 
the  same  sentence  was  quoted  by  one  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Colleagues, 
and,  lest  it  should  be  quoted  by  others, 
I  may  repeat  it  now.  It  is  this — I  have 
read  the  whole  of  the  speech,  which  I 
presume  they  have  never  seen,  and  al- 
though I  quite  admit  that  the  words 
quoted  are  stronger  than  I  should  like 
now  to  endorse,  and  I  quite  admit  that 
this  individual  sentence  was  an  indis- 
creet expression,  yet,  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  read  the  whole  of  my 
speech,  he  will  find  that  it  is  not  incon- 
sistent in  its  gist  and  tone  with  the 
attitude  that  I  have  now  adopted. 

Sir  E.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  :  I  may 
tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  I 
have  read  his  speech,  and  it  appears  to 
me  that  the  words  which  I  have  read 
gather  up  the  whole  of  its  meaning.  As 
to  this  being  an  indiscreet  expression,  I 
take  it  it  was  the  individual  expression 
of  the  opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man at  that  time,  before  his  opinions 
became  somewhat  corrupted  by  his  pre- 
sent associations.  Now,  Sir,  I  pass  to 
another  point.  I  maintain  that  this  is 
a  bad  Bill,  because  there  is  no  element 
of  finality  about  it.  The  Prime  Minister 
stated  the  other  day  that  if  any  Bill  was  to 
be  good  it  must  be  one  which  promised 
a  real  settlement  of  the  Irish  Question. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  also  said  that 
the  necessity  for  the  Bill  arose  from  the 
fact  that  there  was  a  Eadical  sentiment 
in  Ireland  not  in  sympathy  with  the  law. 
My  belief  is  that  quite  independently  of 
the  landlords  there  are  a  large  number 
of  Eoman  Catholics  in  Ireland  who 
would  be  glad  to  see  the  law  enforced. 
I  entirely  deny  the  truth  of  the  asser- 
tion that  there  is  a  Eadical  sentiment  in 
the  people  against  the  law.  Of  course, 
if  you  go  for  Irish  opinions  to  the  agi- 
tators and  the  Irish- Americans,  and  to 
the  opinions  expressed,  I  am  sorry  to 
say,  by  some  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway,  I  agree  with  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, such  a  statement  of  Irish  senti- 
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ment  would  be  fair  enough.  If  these 
are  the  persons  from  whom  you  are  to 
take  Irish  opinions,  then  the  people  of 
Ireland  are  not  only  not  in  sympathy 
with  the  law,  but  there  is  a  Hadical 
sentiment  in  Ireland  which  is  not  in 
sympathy  with  Oreat  Britain.  The  aspi- 
rations of  those  persons  are  practically 
for  separation,  and  it  is  not  likely  that 
those  persons  will  be  satisfied  by  any  of 
the  limitations  laid  down  in  the  Bill  or 
by  the  restrictions  with  which  the  Bill  is 
hemmed  in.  These  restrictions  and  safe- 
guards will  be  only  fresh  points  for  agi- 
tation, and  no  finality  can  be  expected 
from  the  Bill.  If  the  House  will  allow 
me,  I  will  quote  a  few  words  from  a 
speech  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  at  Castlebar  re- 
cently. What  were  they  but  words 
of  intimidation — ^that  Ireland  was  not 
to  be  under  foreign  or  any  other  con- 
trol? ICriet  of  '*No,  no"!"]  I  am 
quoting  the  words  of  the  hon.  Qentle- 
man.  The  last  words  will  explain  what 
I  mean ;  they  are  his  words,  not  mine 
— namely, 

**  That  the  Irish  had  a  right  to  guide  their 
course  throughout  the  nations  of  the  earth  not 
subject  to  any  control." 

And  I  say  their  aspirations  are  not 
satisfied  by  this  Bill,  and  that  those 
aspirations  cannot  be  satisfied  by  this 
Bill.  Leaving  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork,  I  will  come  to  the  more  accurate 
but  equally  significant  language  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Longford  (Mr.  Justin 
M*Carthy),  who  has  written  The  EUtory 
of  our  own  Times,  and  who  has  used 
words  quite  as  strong  if  not  spoken  in 
such  strong  language.  A  discussion 
was  taking  place  as  to  what  question 
in  Irish  politics  required  to  be  settled 
first  and  what  questions  afterwards. 
The  hon.  Member  then  observed  that 
the  first  question  was  the  national  go- 
vernment of  Ireland,  not  local  self- 
government— that  was  the  way  he  put 
it  —  that  was  the  question  above  all 
others  which  should  be  first;  and  he 
said  that  if  you  settled  that  by  the  Act 
then  every  other  question  would  soon 
settle  itself.  With  those  warnings  be- 
fore us,  can  anyone  for  a  moment  sup- 
pose that  this  Bill  will  be  a  final  settle- 
ment? The  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
(Mr.  Dillon)  said  that  the  Irish  people 
would  accept  this  Bill  if  certain  modi- 
fications were  introduced  into  it,  those 
being  the  same  which  were  shadowed 
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forth  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.  One 
of  the  points  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  had  stated  in  his  opinion  required 
modification  was  the  fisccd  question — the 
taking  of  Customs  and  Excise  out  of  the 
hands  of  Irish  Authorities ;  and  yet  that 
was  one  of  the  matters  which  the  Prime 
Minister  had  declared  to  be  a  vital  prin- 
ciple of   the    BQl.      [Mr.  Gladstoits: 
Not  a  vital  principle.]     All  I  can  say  is, 
that  the  Prime  Minister  put  that  as  a 
vital  principle  of  the  Bill,  for  I  took  the 
words  down   at    the    time    they  were 
spoken.     It  is  very  hard  indeed  to  find 
out  what  the  vital  principles  of  the  Bill 
are.     The  Prime  Minister,  at  all  events, 
is  reported  as  having  put  that  as  a  vital 
principle  of   the  Bill,  and  whether  he 
has  changed  his  mind  or  not  since  I 
cannot  say,  because  it    is  difficult    to 
follow  the  mind  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman.    It  was  put  forward    by  the 
Prime  Minister  that  there  should    be 
fiscal  union  between  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland,    and  the  Customs  and  Excise 
were  to  be  retained  in  the  hands  of  this 
Parliament  and  not  handed  over  to  Ire- 
land.    But  one  of  the  first  modifications 
pointed  out  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  as  being  necessary  was  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Customs  and  Excise,  and, 
following  that,   the    contribution    that 
they  were  to  pay  to  the  National  Exche- 
quer.    Even  if  the  Irish  Members  were 
able  to  give  assurances  now  as  to  the 
acceptance  of   this  Bill  by  the    Irish 
people,  I  doubt  very  much  their  power 
to  secure  its  acceptance  by  the  Irish 
people.     They  are  only  here  as  instru- 
ments in  order  to  get  what  they  can, 
and  when  they  go  back  to  Ireland  they 
will  be  pressed  on  and  on  as  the  leaders 
of    other  revolutions    have    invariably 
been,  and  we   shall  find  a  short  time 
after  that  the  moment  this  Bill  passes — 
though,  in  all  truth  and  honesty,  I  hope 
it  never  will  pass— we  shall  find  it  used 
as  a  vantage  ground  from  which  fur- 
ther demands  will  be  made,  and  if  the 
Prime  Minister  is  in  Office  as  a  means 
of  extorting  further  concessions.     Can 
anything  be  more  calculated  than  the 
Prime  Minister's  speech  the  other  night 
to  stir  up  fresh  agitation  against  the 
Union?     He  made   some   very   strong 
observations  denouncing    the    way    in 
which  the.  Union  was  brought  about.    I 
am  not  going  to  defend  the  way  in  which 
the  Union  was  brought  about.     It  is  no 
duty  of  mine  to  defend  the  means  by 
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which  that  Udioii  was  effected  and 
brought  about.  [Mr.  Gladstone  :  Hear, 
hear!]  The  Prime  Minister  cheers  that ; 
but  let  me  tell  him  that  if  the  Union 
was  brought  about  by  bribery,  he 
himself  has  now  offered  a  consider- 
ably larger  bribe— that  of  £50,000,000 
— to  get  this  Bill  through;  and  it  is 
not  the  first  time  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  offered  a  bribe  to  this 
country,  and  it  will  not  be  the  first  time 
that  the  bribe  has  been  refused.  Some 
time  ago  he  offered  to  bribe  the  country 
by  taking  off  the  Income  Tax  ;  but  the 
country  rejected  the  bribe,  or  I  do  not 
know  what  position  we  should  have  been 
in  now  if  it  had  been  accepted.  In  his 
speech  the  Prime  Minister  not  only  de- 
nounced the  way  in  which  the  Union 
was  brought  about,  but  he  used  words 
which  certainly  offer  a  justification  and 
an  encouragement  to  further  agitation. 
He  used  these  very  remarkable  words. 
He  said — **It  is  not  my  duty  at  pre- 
sent to  advocate  the  disturbance  of  the 
Union."  [Mr.  Gladstone  :  I  never  said 
any  such  thing.]  I  can  assure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  he  used  those  words, 
and  I  have  the  report  in  my  hands.  I 
will  show  them  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman.    He  said — 

**  Ton  call  this  repeal  of  the  Union ;  you 
must  allow  us  at  least  to  have  an  opinion  on 
that  subject.  For  my  part  I  am  not  prepared 
at  this  moment  to  say  that  subject  should  be  re- 
opened." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  therefore, 
very  clearly  used  those  words,  and  he 
cannot  say  that  in  stating  he  was  not 
prepared  at  the  present  moment  to  re- 
open the  question  of  the  repeal  of  the 
Union  he  was  only  referring  to  modifi- 
cations, because  he  afterwards  spoke  of 
modifications  in  his  address.  I  say, 
Sir,  that  those  words  throw  out  hopes  to 
the  Irish  people  that  if  they  press 
strongly  enough  they  can  obtain  repeal 
of  the  Union.  But  the  question  of 
separation  is  one  which  we  can  never 
allow  to  be  entertained  in  this  country. 
The  interests  of  the  two  countries  are 
so  interwoven,  and  the  national  exigen- 
cies are  so  great,  that  we  cannot  allow 
them  to  be  separated,  and  must  always 
resist  the  demand  to  repeal  the  Union. 
That  is  the  whole  point  of  the  Bill.  The 
geographical  situation  of  Ireland  and 
the  manner  in  which  the  two  countries 
are  joined  in  community  of  interest  are 
stronger  arguments  for  maintaining  the 


Union  than  the  86  Irish  Members,  the 
Legislative  Body  it  is  proposed  to  create, 
or  even  the  weakness  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  are  arguments  for  repealing 
it.  What  we  contend  for  is  the  supre- 
macy and  the  Sovereignty  of  the  Im- 
perial Parliament.  Why  we  want  to 
retain  the  Irish  Members  within  the 
walls  of  this  House  is  that  because  with- 
out them  we  shall  cease  to  be  an  Im- 
perial Parliament.  It  would  be  the 
Imperial  Parliament  of  Great  Britain, 
but  it  would  not  be  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment of  the  three  United  Kingdoms. 
Some  confusion  has  arisen  from  talking 
about  the  unity  of  the  Empire ;  what 
we  want  is  to  maintain  the  unity  of  the 
Three  Kingdoms,  and  thus  secure  the 
freedom  of  the  Empire,  and  if  we  once 
let  Ireland  go  these  objects  are  de- 
stroyed. You  may  devise  any  scheme 
you  like  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  the 
Irish  Members  here,  but  it  will  make 
no  difference.  The  Prime  Minister  him- 
self has  stated  that  it  passed  the  wit  of 
man  to  devise  a  scheme  for  keeping 
Members  from  Ireland  in  this  House 
for  Imperial  and  not  for  local  pur- 
poses. The  Prime  Minister  made  several 
propositions  for  bringing  the  Irish 
Members  here  for  the  purpose  of  dis- 
cussing Imperial  affairs;  but  does  he 
see  the  difficulties  that  must  necessarily 
arise  ?  The  Government,  having  thought 
the  matter  over  a  long  time,  has  put  for- 
ward the  four  propositions  made  by  the 
Prime  Minister,  which  only  make  the 
matter  worse.  The  truth  is  that  the 
Bill  makes  the  Legislature  in  Dublin 
into  a  Parliament  co-ordinate  with  our 
own.  The  103  Members  are  to  come 
over  from  Ireland  when  summoned  here 
for  certain  purposes;  but  their  mode 
of  election,  the  franchise  and  everything 
else,  is  left  to  the  Irish  Parliament ;  and, 
therefore,  instead  of  representing  the 
opinions  of  the  Irish  people,  they  will 
really  be  delegates  of  the  Irish  Legis- 
lative Body.  They  would  not  be  here 
to  express  their  free  opinions  as  we  do, 
but  they  would  come  here  for  one  par- 
ticular purpose.  Are  our  proceedings 
to  be  delayed  till  they  come,  and  when 
they  come  who  is  to  decide  whether  the 
question  to  be  discussed  is  an  Imperial 
question  or  not  ?  If  we  should  have  a 
Prime  Minister  and  a  Government  carry- 
ing on  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  people 
of  England  and  Scotland  all  these  do- 
mestic and  foreign  affairs  the  Irish  Mem- 
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bers  might  come  over  at  any  moment, 
and  by  some  vote  might  put  that  Minis- 
try in  a  very  large  minority.  What  is 
to  happen  in  such  an  event  ?  Are  the 
Ministry  of  this  country,  possessing  the 
confidence  of  the  English  and  Scotch 
peoples,  to  be  turned  out  because  the 
Irish  Members  have  come  over  and  de- 
feated them  on  some  particular  ques- 
tion ?  So  in  questions  of  taxation.  The 
Irish  Members  might  carry  some  Besolu- 
tion  that  they  would  not  contribute  to  our 
extra  Customs  and  Excise.  Yet  this 
vital  question  of  the  unity  of  the  Empire 
would  be  in  danger.  But  it  is  idle  to 
discuss  all  these  proposition s»  because 
if  any  plan  could  be  devised  by  which 
the  Irish  Members  might  come  over 
for  an  express  purpose  that  is  not  what 
they  desire.  What  we  say  is  that  the 
power  of  this  Parliament  should  be 
supreme,  and  if  the  Irish  Members  are 
taken  away  from  it  this  Parliament  can- 
not be  supreme.  The  Irish  Members 
here  justly  boast  that  Ireland  is  an 
ancient  and  a  proud  nation,  and  thought 
that  their  wishes  may  be  fairly  met  by 
this  House.  The  Scottish  people  have 
presented  to-day  a  Petition  signed  by 
100,000  inhabitants  to  show  what  they 
think  of  this  matter.  The  Scotch  are 
as  ancient  and  as  proud  a  nation  as  the 
Irish,  and  they  have  had  their  differ- 
ences with  this  country ;  but  the  Scottish 
nation  and  our  own  are  so  closely  woven 
together,  and  their  interests  are  so  much 
the  same,  that  the  Scottish  people  are 
determined  to  maintain  the  Union.  But 
the  Scottish  people  have  not  lost  their 
individuality  of  temperament  or  their 
individuality  of  character,  nor  have  they 
in  many  cases  departed  entirely  from 
their  customs  and  their  laws.  But  the 
Irish,  although  an  ancient  and  a  proud 
nation,  are  a  warm-hearted  and  a  gene- 
rous people;  and  I  believe  that  by  a 
fair  but  generous  administration  of  the 
law,  and  by  showing  to  them  that  we  are 
willing  to  consider  any  just  grievance 
which  they  have — [^  ^o^-  Membee: 
Just  now] — yes;  and  for  years  and 
years,  the  time  will  come  when  they 
will,  like  the  Scotch,  see  it  to  be  their 
interest  to  be  united  with  us  as  they  are 
at  the  present  moment,  and  that  the 
Parliament  should  be  the  free  and 
supreme  arbiter  and  the  supreme  pro- 
tector of  the  liberties  of  every  subject  of 
the  Queen  within  the  Three  Kingdoms. 
We  have  had  quoted  by  the  Prime  Mi- 

8ir  B,  Aieheton  Cross 


nister  Besolutions  passed  in  foreign 
parts,  which  may,  perhaps,  tickle  the 
vanity  of  the  Prime  Minister  himself; 
but  we  are  not  accustomed  to  consult 
those  Powers  when  we  regulate  our  own 
affairs.  There  are,  I  do  not  doubt,  a 
vast  number  of  Irish  in  America  who 
are  willing  to  tell  us  that  it  is  our  duty 
to  do  this,  that,  and  the  other,  and  that 
if  we  do  not  we  must  take  the  conse- 
quences. But  we  will  not  alter  our  laws 
at  their  dictation.  I  am  sorry  we  have 
been  told,  in  the  course  of  these  debates, 
that  if  this  measure  does  not  pass  we 
shall  have  fresh  outrage,  fresh  disaster 
in  that  House,  and  great  difficulties  to 
deal  with ;  but  we  are  not  accustomed 
to  alter  our  laws  either  because  there  has 
been  an  explosion  at  Clerkenwell,  or  be- 
cause we  are  afraid  that  outrages  may 
follow.  This  is  the  supreme  Parlia- 
ment. It  is  strong,  and  because  it  is 
strong  it  will  never  abuse  that  strength. 
This  supreme  Parliament  knows  how  to 
be  just  and  how  to  be  generous ;  but 
strong  and  powerful  as  tms  Parliament 
is,  there  is  one  thing  which  it  cannot 
afford  to  do,  and  that  is  to  be  afraid. 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Staijs- 
feld)  (Halifax) :  The  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  divides  itself  into  two 
parts.  In  the  first  place,  he  dealt  with 
certain  portions  of  the  subject  which  will 
be  more  properly  dealt  with  after  we 
have  passed  the  second  reading  and  got 
into  Committee  on  the  Bill.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  spoke  first  of  the  pro- 
visions with  regard  to  the  question  of 
the  land.  It  was,  he  said,  a  matter  of 
observation  that  the  provisions  of  the 
Government  in  this  respect  were  evi- 
dences of  mistrust.  But  I  would  say 
that,  as  far  as  we  are  concerned,  they 
are  not  evidences  of  anything  more  than 
the  reasonable  mistrust  which  Irishmen 
themselves  might  also  entertain.  They 
are  no  evidences  whatever  of  an  amount 
of  distrust  which  would  render  it  im- 
proper or  hopeless  to  introduce  the  prin- 
ciple of  self-government  into  the  Irish 
nation.  We  all  know  that  not  only 
within  our  time,  but  far  beyond  and 
behind  our  time,  the  land  has  been  the 
critical  question  in  Ireland.  We  know 
the  feuds  which  have  obtained  between 
the  land-owning  and  the  land-occupying 
classes  in  Ireland,  and  it  is  no  unfair 
reflection  upon  the  Irish  people,  and 
upon  a  Legislative  Body  representing 
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that  Irisli  people,  to  eay  that  it  would  be 
better  and  fairer  for  them  as  well  as  for 
the  land-owning  class  that  we  in  this 
Imperial  Parliament,  together  with  the 
Irish  Bepresentatives,  should  first  settle 
that  question  and  get  it  out  of  the  way. 
Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke 
about  our  distrust  because  of  the  pre- 
cautions taken  with  regard  to  the  Irish 
Judges  who  had  made  themselves  un- 
popular in  the  country.  "Well,  we  do 
not,  any  more  than  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, ignore  the  recent  facts  of  his- 
tory. We  know  that  many  of  these 
men  made  themselves  unpopular;  we 
know  that  some  of  these  men  were  sup- 
posed to  be  in  danger  of  their  lives. 
We  do  not  class  every  Irishman,  or 
every  Irishman  of  the  same  Party, 
within  the  same  category— as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  almost  seemed  dis- 
posed to  do — as  persons  guilty  of  of- 
fences of  violence  or  intimidation.  But 
we  think  it  is  only  fair  to  all  parties 
concerned  that  we  should  take  these 
precautions,  even  though  they  may  be 
considered  excessive  precautions,  and  it 
is  not  a  fair  argument,  and  it  is  not  an 
argument  of  weight,  that  the  House  of 
Commons  ought  to  reject  this  great 
measure  on  the  second  reading  because 
of  these  supposed  evidences  of  distrust. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opened  his 
speech  in  that  way,  and  he  went  on  to 
what  I  may  call  a  large  and  general 
principle,  and  I  am  prepared  to  say  that 
in  that  part  of  his  speech  he  made  many 
statements  which  have  my  agreement, 
and  some  which  have  my  sympathy. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was,  to  my 
mind,  a  favourable  exception  to  some  of 
those  who  have  made  speeches  of  late, 
in  the  tribute  which  he  paid  to  the  per- 
sonal character  of  the  Irish  people  and 
of  the  Representatives  of  Ireland.  And 
I  agree  with  him  in  perhaps  the  strongest 
proposition  which  is  the  basis  of  all  his 
policy  and  his  obj  ection  to  the  Government 
measure.  I  agree  with  him  that,  if  this 
Bill  cannot  be  treated  and  believed  in  as 
a  final  measure,  it  is  a  Bill  not  to  be 
approved  by  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  Irish  Representatives  who  sit  below 
the  Gangway  tell  us  they  will  accept  it 
in  that  spirit,  and  I  have  the  weakness 
to  believe  in  those  Irish  Representa- 
tives. But  I  believe  in  something  else 
and  something  more.  I  believe  in  those 
general  conditions  which  will  of  them- 
selves make  this  a  final  settlement;  and 


I  believe  in  the  national  aspirations  of 
the  Irish  people.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  said  that  the  Leaders  of  the 
Irish  Nationalists,  like  the  leaders  of 
other  revolutions,  will  be  compelled  to 
go  further.  We  had  this  argument 
from  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Middlesex  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  the 
other  night,  and  he  brought  to  bear  the 
old  saying  that  the  revolution  devours 
her  children.  The  nol)le  Lord  forgot 
that  the  revolutions  of  which  that  used 
to  be  said  were  violent  and  bloody  revo- 
lutions— revolutions  suddenly  bursting 
forth  in  some  moment  of  popular  frenzy 
consequent  upon  a  long  and  cruel  re- 
pression, and  in  which  the  people's  will 
and  the  people's  vengeance  found  no 
limit.  But  in  this  case  we  are  not  deal- 
ing with  the  question  of  a  revolution, 
even  of  a  peaceful  revolution.  We  are 
propounding  and  we  hope  to  succeed  in" 
passing  a  measure  of  peaceful  reform, 
xou  may  say,  and  you  may  logically 
argue,  as  the  right  hon.  GenUeman  has 
done,  that  this  measure  will  not  be  final, 
and  will  not  satisfy  the  Irish  people; 
but  you  cannot  logically  argue  that  this 
measure  of  peaceful  reform,  whether 
wise  or  unwise,  is  to  be  classed  in  the 
category  of  sanguine  revolutions,  and 
that  it  must  bring  calamities  in  its  train. 
I  confess  it  is  not  easy  at  this  moment 
to  regard  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  with  its  moderate  tone,  as 
representing  or  indicating  the  new  point 
of  departure  taken  by  the  Leader  of 
his  Party.  I  read  to-day  with  nothing 
short  of  amazement  a  speech  delivered 
by  the  Leader  of  the  Tory  Party,  rivalling 
and  excelling  in  calculated  recklessness 
any  speech  ever  uttered  by  either  Na- 
tionalist or  Orangeman.  [^Cries  of 
**  Oh !  "]  I  hope  to  prove  this  before  I 
have  done,  for  I  have  taken  notes  on 
that  subject  which  I  will  read  to  the 
House.  The  noble  Lord  insulted  the 
Irish  people  by  saying  that  they  were 
not  a  nation.  I  know  no  deeper  insult 
to  a  people  inhabiting  a  country  than 
by  words,  or  sneers,  or  jeers  to  deny 
their  nationality.  Well,  the  noble  Lord 
said — **  They  are  not  a  nation ;  they  are 
two  nations."  Is  it  possible  that  a  man 
of  common  sense  can  utter  such  words  ? 
Two  nations !  There  is  only  one  nation, 
forming  the  great  mass  and  majority  of 
the  Irish  people.  There  is  a  small  mi- 
nority of  anothef  faith,  towards  whom 
we  ha^e  obligations,  because  we  placed 
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them  there,  and  who  have  rights  which 
we  are  bound  to  protect  and  to  defend. 
But  this  minority  practically  exists  only 
in  a  part  of  the  Province  of  Ulster, 
and  whatever  may  be  their  merits,  their 
character,  and  their  vigour,  they  are 
undoubtedly  too  few  to  be  called  in  any 
sensible  meaning  of  the  expression  a 
nation  of  themselves.  Then  the  noble 
Lord  went  a  little  further.  He  said  he 
could  not  confide  in  the  Irish  people. 
He  did  not  state  which  of  the  two  Irish 
peoples  he  could  not  confide  in.  I  do 
not  suppose  that  he  confides  in  either, 
because  they  are  a  good  deal  mixed,  and 
there  are  a  good  many  Celts  in  Ulster. 
The  noble  Lord  thinks  that  the  Teutonic 
race  can  alone  be  trusted  ;  and  the  Irish 
people,  in  his  view,  ought  to  be  put 
into  the  same  category,  though  not 
necessarily  at  the  bottom  of  the  scale, 
with  Hottentots  and  Orientals.  The 
noble  Lord  then  used  an  expression 
rather  too  conversational  for  so  serious 
an  accusation.  He  said — **  That  Irish 
Members  of  Parliament  will  swear  any- 
thing you  like."  I  heard  it  said  the 
other  night,  on  a  Bench  below  the  Gang- 
way, that  the  Irish  promises  must  be 
met  with  disbelief,  and  I  regretted  that 
statement ;  but  the  Leader  of  the  Tory 
Party  goes  further,  and  says  that  he  will 
not  believe  them  on  their  oath.  [  Cr%e%  of 
•*  Question!"]  That  is,  and  will  be, 
the  Question.  The  Leader  of  the  Tory 
Party  sounded  his  battle  cry  on  Satur- 
day. He  has  made  his  appeal  to  the 
country — nn  appeal  which  it  is  his  policy 
to  precipitate.  I  thank  him  from  a 
Party  point  of  view  for  the  nature  of  that 
appeal,  for  whatever  may  be  thought 
and  felt  on  that  side  of  the  House,  what- 
ever may  have  been  thought  or  felt 
among  some  hon.  Members  on  this  side, 
I  am  convinced  that  when  this  appeal 
is  carried  by  the  Press  throughout  the 
length  and  breadth  of  the  land  it  will 
rouse  a  spirit  of  indignation,  a  spirit  of 
determination  and  of  union  among  the 
Liberal  ranks  which  will  leave  us  little 
to  fear  for  the  future.  Hon.  Members 
opposite  believe  that  the  cleavage  of  the 
Liberal  Party  is  an  accomplished  fact,  and 
the  Leader  of  the  Tory  Party  thinks  that 
the  time  has  come  when  he  may  safely 
snap  his  fingers  at  the  LiberalParty.  He 
seeksto  rouse  the  fighting  spirit  of  his  own 
Party,  saying — **  We  will  accept  their  as- 
sistance, but  not  trust  in  it ;  we  will  trust 
in  our  own  right  arm  alone."  [  Opposition 
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eheirs,"]  I  am  glad  that  that  sentiment  is 
cheered,  because  the  way  in  which  it 
is  received  may  a  little  open  the  eyes  of 
some  of  our  own  Friends.  Then  the 
Leader  of  the  Tory  Party  did  us  another 
service,  greater  still ;  he  propounded  a 
policy,  one  for  which  we  have  sought,  and 
begged,  and  prayed  for  months  past  on 
the  part  of  our  critics  and  opponents. 
And  what  is  that  policy  ?  It  is  this — 
that  Parliament  should  enable  the  Go- 
vernment to  govern  Ireland  resolutely — 
and  we  know  and  you  know  what  "  re- 
solutely" means — for  a  period  of  20 
years— 20  years  of  continuous  Conser- 
vative Government  and  coercion  and 
oppression.  Then,  when  that  shall 
have  been  accomplished,  what  will  be 
the  grand  prize  coming  within  our 
vision  ?  Why  this — **  that  the  Irish 
will  then  be  fit  "—for  what  ?  For  self- 
government,  for  autonomy?  Nothing 
of  the  kind — **  for  such  measure  of  loccd 
government  as  we  may  choose  to  give 
them."  But  the  benefits  which  the  noble 
Lord  showered  upon  us  are  not  yet  ex- 
hausted. There  is  one  more  to  come. 
He  has  a  practical  policy  in  substitution 
for  the  Land  Purchase  Bill.  He  does 
not  want  to  buy  out  the  landlords ;  he 
does  not  want  to  save  their  property 
for  them ;  he  wants  to  spend  the  money 
on  the  emigration  of  1,000,000  of  the 
depleted  Irish  population.  {^Opposition 
cheers,']  Whatever  the  noble  Lord's 
Party  may  think  of  that  policy — and  in 
spite  of  their  cheers  I  do  not  think  they 
are  at  all  delighted  with  it — we,  at  least, 
have  no  occasion  to  find  fault  with  it.  I 
say  that  the  noble  Lord  has  by  his 
speech  rendered  the  greatest  service  to 
the  Liberal  cause,  that  he  has  done 
more  for  the  unity  and  success  of  that 
Party  than  even  my  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Gladstone).  Now,  Sir,  if  I  do  not 
weary  the  patience  of  the  House,  I  will 
proceed  to  deal,  in  plain  and  simple 
language,  with  the  principle,  the  policy, 
and  the  tendency  of  this  Bill.  I  want  to 
address  myself  specially  to  the  noble 
Lord  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have 
gone  from  us ;  and  I  hope,  now  that 
they  know  that  20  years  of  coercion  is 
the  alternative  to  our  policy,  that  they 
will  extend  to  my  argument  a  favour- 
able consideration.  I  agree  with  the 
nght  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain) 
that  we  have  two  things  to  deal  with  at 
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tlie  stage  of  second  reading — first,  the 
principle  of  the  Bill;  and  then  its  method 
and  tendency.  The  principle,  Sir,  is 
autonomy,  and  I  am  delighted  that  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  is  an  enthusiastic 
supporter  of  the  principle  of  autonomy. 
His  objection  is  simply  to  the  method 
of  the  Bill  and  to  the  tendency 
consequent  upon  the  method.  I  will 
endeavour  to  answer  my  right  hon. 
Friend  later  on.  I  wish  first  to  say  a  few 
words  with  reference  to  the  able  and 
dignified  speech  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  •  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bury  (Sir  Henry  James).  I  propose  to 
tell  him  my  interpretation  of  tne  Bill, 
and  to  ask  him  whether  he  will  not  re- 
consider some  of  his  apprehensions.  My 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  seems  to 
have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  Bill 
as  it  stands  would  destroy  the  unity  of 
the  Kingdom  and  the  supremacy  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament.  I  venture  to  deny 
the  accuracy  of  that  conclusion  entirely. 
What  does  the  Bill  do  ?  It  delegates 
from  the  Imperial  Sovereign  Parliament 
a  certain  limited  portion  of  its  legislative 
powers  to  the  Irish  Legislative  Body  to 
be  created.  But  it  preserves  the  right 
and  power  and  points  out  the  method 
of  reconsidering  at  any  moment  that 
delegation.  Now,  it  is  impossible 
to  argue  that  this  is  a  loss  of  the 
Sovereignty  of  this  Parliament.  In 
case  of  any  measure  being  passed  by 
the  Irish  Legislative  Body  which  might 
go  beyond  the  limits  imposed  by  this 
Bill  the  measure  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  following  the  well-known  ex- 
ample of  the  United  States  in  their 
Supreme  Court,  sets  up  the  Judicial 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  to  in- 
terpret and  decide  upon  the  Constitu- 
tionality of  those  Acts,  and  whether  they 
are  or  are  not  within  the  powers  con- 
ferred by  this  Bill.  Well,  is  it  not 
evident  that  you  do  not  abrogate  or  cast 
away  beyond  recall  the  supremacy  of 
the  Imperial  Parliament,  but  simply 
suspend  the  exercise  of  its  Sovereignty 
— of  a  portion  of  its  Sovereignty.  I  am 
making  a  statement  of  the  legal  and 
Constitutional  operation  of  this  Bill,  and 
if  anyone  is  to  answer  me,  I  hope  it  may 
be  someone  who  has  some  knowledge  of 
the  law.  I  do  not  expect  that  any  Mem- 
ber of  the  Legal  Profession  will  say  that 
I  have  made  an  inaccurate  statement. 
The  Imperial  Parliament  will  remain 


supreme  and  sovereign,  even  after  the 
Irish  Members  have  left,  and  they  know 
it  will.  In  case  it  desires  to  reconsider 
that  delegation  of  powers,  or  even  to 
recall  it,  it  has  ample  power  to  do 
so,  and  to  reconstitute  tne  delegated 
authority  by  resummoning  the  Irish 
Members,  and  you  will  find  your  own 
Imperial  Parliament  which  meets 
here  to-night  reconstituted  to  consider 
without  prejudice  and  without  being 
hampered  in  its  decision  the  whole  ques- 
tion de  novo.  [  Opposition  laughterJ]  We 
are  accustomed  to  hear  laughter  from 
the  Benches  opposite.  It  is  not  par- 
ticularly courteous.  But  even  that  is 
not  all.  It  is  not  so  easy  to  destroy  the 
supremacy  of  the  Imperial  Parliament. 
If  this  Bill  passes  you  will  not  even 
destroy  the  supremacy  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament  with  respect  to  the  Act  itself. 
You  can  repeal  it  the  next  day,  and  that 
is  known  to  the  Irish  Members.  My 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Sir 
Henry  James)  shakes  his  head.  He  will 
not  deny  that  this  Imperial  Parliament  is 
now  sovereign  and  supreme,  and  that  the 
only  power  we  take  from  it  is  the  power 
while  this  Bill  lasts  as  an  Act,  if  it 
passes  into  an  Act,  which  it  delegates  to 
the  Irish  Assembly.     If  the  Act  is  re- 

fealed  the  delegation  ceases.  Of  course, 
admit  that  no  such  step  would  ever  be 
taken  by  the  Imperial  Parliament,  be- 
cause by  the  39th  clause  we  enter  into 
what  is  called  a  Parliamentary  compact, 
an  arrangementof  honour,  not  to  exercise 
our  sovereign  power  except  by  a  certain 
method  which  is  pointed  out  in  the 
clause.  It  only  comes  to  this — that  you 
suspend  the  exercise  of  a  limited  por- 
tion of  the  Sovereignty  for  reasons  of 
policy  which  you  will  have  approved  if 
you  pass  this  measure,  and  that  having 
done  that  you  cannot  immediately  legis- 
late day  by  day  upon  questions  of  Irish 
concern.  But  what  you  can  do,  if  you 
think  it  woi-th  while  and  necessary,  is  to 
reconstitute  the  Imperial  Parliament  in 
order  to  reconsider  the  delegation  which 
you  conferred.  I  have  stated  what  un- 
doubtedly is  the  belief  of  the  Q-ovem- 
ment  as  to  the  interpretation  of  the  Bill ; 
and  I  can  only  say  that  if  my  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  in  Committee  shall 
be  able  to  show  us  that  there  is  any 
legal  flaw  in  the  drafting  of  the  measure, 
and  that  it  does  not  carry  out  precisely 
that  which  I  have  said,  the  Government 
will  be  perfectly  ready  to  amend  the 
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clause.  I  am  glad  now  to  see  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  Chamberlain),  and  I  shall 
be  surprised  if  I  fail  to  make  some  im- 
pression upon  him  with  regard  to  one  of 
his  views  upon  this  question.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  has  said  that  his  objection 
to  the  method  and  tendency  of  the  Bill 
is  that  it  proceeds  upon  the  lines  of 
Colonial  independence,  instead  of  pro- 
ceeding, as  it  ought  in  his  opinion  to 
have  done,  upon  the  lines  of  federation. 
Well,  Sir,  I  entirely  deny  the  accuracy 
of  that  view.  I  say  that  this  Bill  does 
not  go  upon  the  lines  of  Colonial  in- 
dependence or  upon  the  lines  of  federa- 
tion. It  proceeds  precisely  to  the  point  of 
the  parting  of  the  ways ;  and  when  it 
comes  to  the  parting  of  the  ways  it  abso- 
lutely bars  the  way  to  Colonial  indepen- 
dence and  leaves  open  the  way  to  federa- 
tion. They  cannot  go  beyond  this  dele- 
gation, which  is  nothing  like  Colonial  in- 
dependence or  independence  of  any  kind, 
but  is  a  very  limited  delegation  of  powers 
to  the  soil  of  Ireland  alone;  and  the  way 
is  barred  to  any  further  modification  of 
the  Bill,  or  to  any  enlargement  of  its 
powers,  unless  you  resummon  the  Im- 
perial Parliament  in  the  full  possession 
and  plentitude  of  its  powers  and  of  its 
numbers.  I  want  to  know,  therefore, 
how  this  measure  can  be  said  to  be  on 
the  lines  of  Colonial  independence  ?  The 
Bill,  however,  does  not  bar  the  way  to 
federation,  which  is  a  favourite  scheme 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend.  It  actually 
leaves  the  door  open  to  federation. 
We  have  heard  from  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway  opposite  that, 
though  what  they  desire  is  to  get  home 
and  set  to  work  upon  the  arrears  of 
legislation  and  of  government,  still  they 
are  open  to  accept  that,  and  not  unwill- 
ing at  some  time  to  resume  their  place 
in  this  Imperial  Assembly.  Well,  how 
does  it  open  the  way  ?  Suppose  this  Bill 
passes,  can  anything  prevent  the  British 
Parliament,  which  will  be  left,  from 
applying  the  federal  principle  to  legisla- 
tion upon  the  affairs  of  England,  Scot- 
land, and  Wales  ?  My  right  hon.  Friend 
cannot  argue  that  the  Irish  Legislative 
Body  could  impede  our  action  in  that 
respect.  If  it  should  occur  to  him  to 
put  his  scheme  into  form,  and  if  he 
should  succeed  in  carrying  Parliament 
and  the  country  with  him,  there  would 
be  no  possible  difficulty  from  a  legisla- 
tive point  of  view.     On  the  contrary,  he 
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would  simply  find  part  of  his  work  was 
done  already,  and  that  there  was  a 
Legislative  Body  established  in  Dublin 
very  similar  to  the  Bodies  which  he 
would  seek  to  establish  in  the  other 
countries  under  different  names.  But 
my  right  hon.  Friend  has  said  that  he 
finds  it  difficult  to  be  satisfied  unless 
that  principle  of  federation  is  incor- 
porated into  the  measure  itself,  and  is 
carried  out  at  the  present  time.  Well, 
then,  I  do  not  agree  with  him,  for  more 
reasons  than  one.  First  of  all,  I  am  of 
opinion  that  it  is  better  that  the  Irish 
Members  should  be  absent  from'  the  Im- 
perial Parliament  for  a  period.  I  think 
they  will  find  quite  enough  to  do  at 
home;  I  think  we  should  find  enough 
to  do  at  home ;  and  if  they  and  we 
are  to  come  together  again  it  will  be 
done  more  hopefully,  and  my  right  hon. 
Friend  himself  will  have  a  better  chance 
of  carrying  his  federation  scheme,  if  it 
is  postponed  until  after  the  construction 
of  a  Legislative  Body  for  Ireland.  We 
have  heard  that  this  measure  has  been 
sprung  and  come  as  a  surprise  upon  the 
country.  There  is  no  doubt  that  a  great 
many  minds  have  been  taken  by  sur- 
prise, and  a  great  many  more  have  not 
been  able  to  travel  quite  at  the  pace  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter. There  is  nothing  we  dislike  more 
than  being  driven  beyond  our  pace.  But 
if  that  has  been  a  surprise,  and  has 
made  a  difficulty  to  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham,  how 
much  greater  would  have  been  the  diffi- 
culty and  surprise  if  we  had  added  to 
this  Bill  a  scheme  of  federation  ?  I  agree 
with  him  that  there  is  no  fear  of  separa- 
tion ;  I  agree  with  him  that  there  is  no 
fear  because  of  the  geographical  position 
of  Ireland ;  but  it  is  precisely  because  I 
hold  separation  to  be  impossible,  to  be 
even  inconceivable,  to  be  the  dream  of 
dreamers  who  are  not  the  Irish  Na- 
tionalists, but  the  Tory  Party,  and,  un- 
fortunately, some  of  our  Friends  on  this 
side  of  the  House— it  is  for  this  reason 
that  I  say  you  may,  with  the  utmost 
confidence  and  safety,  extend  these 
rights  and  privileges  and  advantages 
of  self-government  to  the  Irish  people, 
and  hope  for  a  truer,  because  a  moral, 
Union  with  this  country.  Why,  the  fact 
that  Ireland  is  in  favour  of  autonomy  is 
hopeful.  If  you  look  to  the  facts  of  her 
insular  position  and  her  history — the 
long  history  o^  Conquest,  of  oppression, 
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of  misery,  and  neglect — if  you  look  to 
the  conflict  of  races,  and,  further,  if  you 
look  to  the  poverty  of  her  population, 
to  her  weakness  compared  with  our 
strength,  I  say  that  the  dream  of  sepa- 
ration is  a  fantastic  dream.  I  say  there 
is  only  one  condition  under  which  the 
Irish  Bepresentatives  could  indulge  in 
that  dream,  and  that  is  the  condition  of 
lunacy.  There  is  only  one  condition 
under  which  Ireland  could  accomplish 
separation,  and  that  would  be  if  Ireland 
were  loosed  from  her  moorings,  and 
drifted  1,000  miles  away  into  the  broad 
Atlantic.-  I  think  we  can  look  at  the 
question  without  fear  from  that  point  of 
view.  Perhaps  I  may  be  permitted  to 
say  a  few  words  as  to  my  personal  con- 
nection with  the  Government  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  I  am  only  a  recent 
addition  to  the  Government,  and  I  can 
almost  speak  as  if  I  still  eat  below  the 
Gangway.  I  looked  at  this  matter  from 
the  point  of  view  of  our  duties — a 
threefold  point  of  view.  First  of  all, 
I  regarded  it  as  a  duty  to  satisfy  the 
national  sentiments  and  aspirations  of 
the  Irish  people,  and  to  consolidate  the 
unity  of  the  Eealm  ;  and  I  set  my  posi- 
tion no  less  high  with  regard  to  the 
latter  than  to  the  former.  I  admit  also 
that  we  have  a  duty  to  the  landlords  of 
Ireland.  It  is  no  evidence  of  any  undue 
distrust  of  the  Irish  people  to  say  that 
it  is  better  that  the  first  question  on 
which  they  would  have  to  embark  should 
not  be  the  vexed  one  of  the  relations  of 
the  landlord  and  tenant.  And  then  we 
have  a  duty  to  the  Protestant  community 
of  Ireland  ;  I  cannot  call  it  a  nation.  I 
cannot  agree  with  Lord  Salisbury  in  the 
use  of  that  phrase ;  and  I  regard  it  as 
about  the  most  weighty  and  condemna- 
tory testimony  that  could  be  borne  against 
us,  that  our  former  rule  of  Ireland  has 
led  now  at  this  moment  to  the  existence 
of  a  portion  of  the  Irish  people  so  divided 
from  the  rest,  so  hostile,  so  unsympa- 
thetic, so  unbelieving,  that  no  spark  of 
Irish  patriotism,  as  it  would  appear,  is 
kindled  in  their  breasts  by  the  prospect 
of  being  enabled,  under  this  system 
of  autonomy,  to  contribute  directly  to 
the  prosperity  and  progress  of  their 
country.  Well,  Sir,  although  I  regret 
their  action  and  their  attitude  in  this 
way,  it  does  not  in  the  slightest  degree 
reduce  our  responsibility  or  duty  to  see 
that  justice  is  done  to  them.  When 
that,  as  I  hold  With  other  persons,  is 
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their  condition  of  mind — which  I  lament 
and  deplore — and  while  I  regard  it  as 
the  result  of  our  past  misgovemment,  I 
say  we  are  bound  to  consider  it.  But 
I  hope  that  they,  or  some  of  them, 
have  not  yet  said  their  last  word.  I 
hope  there  may  yet  be  some  evidence 
from  them  of  satisfaction  at  the  pros- 
pect of  the  people  of  Ireland  becoming 
a  united  people,  and  that  they  may  yet 
take  their  place  in  the  future  of  Ireland ; 
but  in  the  meantime  we  are  bound  to 
accept  the  responsibility  of  dealing  with 
their  objections  and  their  fears.  It  is 
impossible  for  us  beforehand  to  anti- 
cipate what  they  may  say,  or  suggest,  or 
propose.  We  do  not  share  their  fears. 
That  is  a  subject  on  which  men  may 
well  differ,  for  that  is  a  part  of  the  great 
conception  of  this  measure.  We  be- 
lieve that  the  time  ought  to  come  and 
be  near  at  hand  when  all  Irishmen, 
Catholic  and  Protestant,  in  every  Pro- 
vince, may  live  and  work  in  harmony 
together.  And  now  I  come  to  the  last 
question— the  last  subject  on  which  I 
shall  venture  to  trespass  on  the  time  of 
the  House.  Our  first  proposition  is  that 
all  contrary  policies  are  disastrous  and 
complete  failures.  I  admire  the  courage 
of  men  who,  alter  what  has  happened 
with  Coercion  Acts — I  am  amazed  at 
the  courage,  if  I  can  call  it  courage,  of 
any  body  of  men,  in  these  days,  who 
can  with  a  light  heart  embark  upon  a 
policy  of  another  20  years  of  consistent 
and  persistent  coercion  and  repression — 
I  am  amazed  at  them  when  they  look 
forward  in  the  fond,  but,  as  I  think, 
foolish  belief  that  at  the  end  of  that 
time,  during  which  they  have  continued 
that  policy,  they  would  have  reconciled 
the  Irish  people  to  the  acceptance  of  any 
measure,  not  of  autonomy,  but  of  local 
government,  that  they  may  choose  to 
confer  upon  them.  We  offer  this  Bill ; 
we  say  it  is  necessary  to  satisfy  Ireland, 
and  why?  The  conditions  of  Ireland 
and  of  her  history  have  produced  in  the 
minds  of  her  sons  an  intense  patriotism. 
It  may  be  a  narrow  and  an  antagonistic 
patriotism,  but  the  feeling  is  based  on 
her  geographical  position  and  her  past 
history.  The  result  of  her  sufferings  and 
our  misgovemment  in  the  past  has  been 
the  expatriation  of  millions  of  Irishmen. 
That  expatriation  has  created  another 
and  a  larger,  a  freer,  a  richer,  and  a  more 
powerful  Ireland  beyond  the  Atlantic  ; 
and  the  new  fact  that  you  hare  to  deal 
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with  now — and  it  would  be  foolish  if  yon 
were  to  igpiore  it — is  that  you  have  not 
merely  a  poor  Ireland  of  4,000,000  or 
5,000,000,  many  of  them  half -starving, 
with  no  chance  or  prospect  against  the 
enormously  preponderating  powers  of 
this  country,  to  deal  with,  but  an  Ire- 
land two  or  three  times  that  number  in 
the  United  States.  Well,  it  is  impos- 
sible that  that  fact  should  not  have  its 
effect.  It  has  produced  its  effect  on  the 
Irish  mind.  It  has  inspired  them  with 
new  hopes,  with  new  determination,  and 
with  a  consciousness  of  which  they  were 
never  capable  before,  that  their  demands 
cannot  be  for  ever  refused.  How,  then, 
are  we  to  meet  that  as  sensible  men? 
Why,  we  must  satisfy,  if  we  can,  that 
Nationalist  aspiration.  That  aspiration 
which  we  call  patriotism  is  implanted 
in  our  breasts  for  no  poor  purpose.  It 
is  providentially  there.  It  cannot  be 
destroyed  without  danger  to  the  State 
that  attempts  to  destroy  it.  Why,  there 
are  very  few  of  us  whose  youth  carries 
us  back  beyond  the  devolutions  of  1848 
who  do  not  recollect  the  lessons  then 
taught.  I  have  often  spoken  freely  on 
this  subject  of  nationality.  [  Opposition 
cheers,']  Yes ;  and  I  believe  in  nation- 
ality. I  say  that  nationality  is  in- 
dividuality, and  it  demands  to  be  re- 
spected. But  the  United  Kingdom  is  a 
group  of  these  Nationalities,  living  as 
individual  members  of  one  family.  Tou 
must  live  in  harmony  as  one  family ;  but 
you  must  give  and  take.  You  must  re- 
spect each  other.  You  must  not  have 
an  absolute  and  Draconian  Code;  and 
the  very  same  principle  founded  upon 
the  characteristics  of  human  nature  ap- 
plies as  well  to  the  government  of  na- 
tions as  to  the  government  of  families. 
We  are  told  that  if  this  Bill  passes  we 
shall  hand  over  the  government  of  Ire- 
land to  American-Irish.  Well,  let  them 
look  at  opinion  in  America.  I  do  not 
ask  you  to  look  at  the  opinion  of  the 
Irish- Americans.  Look  at  the  opinion 
of  native  Americans.  Why,  the  enor- 
mous mass  of  American  opinion  is  in 
favour  of  this  Bill ;  and  the  conviction 
is  that  it  will  satisfy  the  desires  for  na- 
tional existence  of  the  Irish  people.  We 
are  told  that  by  this  measure  you  will 
put  Irish  government  in  the  hands  of 
the  American-Irish.  I  hold,  on  the 
contrary,  that  the  effect  will  be  precisely 
the  reverse.  This  is  a  Home  Bule  mea- 
sure, and  the  first  effect  of  Home  Kule, 
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the  first  manifestation  of  it  upon  the 
enactment  of  this  Bill,  would  be  a  re- 
solve on  the  part  of  the  Irish  people 
that  the  affairs  of  their  country  should 
be  governed  by  Irishmen,  resident  in 
their  native  land,  and  not  by  those  living 
some  thousand  miles  away.  I  have 
spoken  of  the  impossibility  of  separa- 
tion, and  I  have  said  that  I  agree  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  am  almost 
bound  to  make  one  reservation.  If  it 
wore  possible  to  conceive  so  serious  a 
danger,  it  seems  to  me  that  if  a  policy 
of  refusal  of  all  concession  for  20  years, 
with  coercion  in  the  meantime,  were  to 
be  adopted  and  applied  to  this  unfortu- 
nate coimtry,  it  it  not  impossible  that 
before  the  end  of  20  years,  in  some  mo- 
ment of  England's  sudden  and  unex- 
pected danger  and  weakness,  an  enemy 
might  be  found  at  her  side.  [Home  RuU 
cheers  and  ironical  laughter.']  Yes,  I  re- 
peat it;  obstinate  injustice  and  oppres- 
sion will  make  an  enemy  in  time  of  any 
people.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Prime 
Minister  has  been  accused  of  basing  his 
policy  on  the  words  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell).  My  right  hon. 
Friend  is  too  experienced  a  man  to  base 
a  great  policy  like  this — [**0h!"] — 
whether  right  or  wrong,  it  is  a  great 
policy — upon  the  word  of  any  man  or  of 
any  party  or  section  of  men.  For  men 
and  Parties  may  be  transformed  and 
pass  away.  Such  a  policy  can  only  be 
rightly  or  safely  based  on  the  considera- 
tion of  permanent  conditions  which  seem 
to  justify  and  point  it  out  as  the  only 
sound  solution  of  the  problem.  It  is 
our  conviction  that  those  permanent 
conditions,  with  regard  to  the  Irish 
people  in  Ireland,  point  to  Home  Bule. 
They  point  to  it  as  necessary  to  satisfy 
the  Irish  mind,  to  benefit  the  Irish 
people,  and  they  point  to  it  as  safely 
grantable  consistently  with  the  unity  of 
this  Bealm.  But  though  my  right  hon. 
Friend  would  be  wrong  in  basing  his 
measure  on  the  word  of  any  nian  or  of 
any  number  of  men,  it  is  permissible,  I 
think,  to  note  the  change  of  tone  which 
has  come  over  so  many  Members  of 
the  Irish  Nationalist  Party.  \ Ironical 
laughtef'  from  the  Oppontion  benches.] 
The  Leader  of  the  Tory  Party  says  they 
will  swear  anything ;  and,  therefore,  I 
do  not  expect  his  followers  to  be  in  the 
slightest  degree  convinced  or  affected  by 
the  argument  I  am  now  advancing.  But 
I  ask  this — Is  there  a  man  in  this  House, 
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on  either  aide,  who  can  have  listened  to 
such  speeches  as  those  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
hers  for  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon).  South  Lon- 
donderry (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy),  Wexford 
(Mr.  J.  Eedmond),  and  South  Tyrone 
(Mr.  W.  O'Brien),  without  believing  in 
their  sincerity  ?  We  knew  before  of  the 
power  and  the  eloquence — and  they 
have  shown  remarkable  power  and  elo- 
quence— of  the  Members  of  the  Irish 
Nationalist  Party  in  this  House;  but 
we  all  recognize — even  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  West  Middlesex  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  recognized  the  other 
night  —  the  changed  tone  and  the 
changed  voice.  There  was  in  their 
epeeohes  the  evidence  of  moved  hearts, 
lliere  was  evidence  of  a  new  born  hope, 
of  a  new  promise,  and  a  greater  faith ; 
and  I  see  the  cause,  and  this  House  sees 
the  cause,  and  the  country  will  see  the 
cause.  The  cause  is  the  message  of 
peace  on  the  lips  and  the  olive  branch 
in  the  hand  of  my  right  hon.  Friend. 
Of  all  his  great  life,  of  all  the  work  of 
his  great  career,  I  believe  that  in  some 
future  day  this  will  be  his  highest  praise. 
I  believe  that,  whatever  happens,  he 
will  have  done  all  that  man  could  do 
towards  the  reconciliation  of  the  Irish 
and  the  English  races.  For  myself,  I 
believe  in  nationality,  and  I  believe  in 
Irish  nationality.  I  believe  that  its  re- 
cognition is  possible,  and  easy  within 
the  limits  of  the  union  of  this  Bealm. 
I  believe  when  we  have  recognized  and 
accepted  it,  we  shall  leave  of  it  nothing 
that  is  not  beneficent  and  safe.  I  be- 
lieve of  it  that  it  can  and  will,  and 
that  only  it  can  and  will,  bring  about  a 
lasting  and  a  moral  union  between  Great 
Britain  and  the  people  of  Ireland. 

Mb.  KING  (Hull,  Central)  said,  that 
if  he  objected  to  the  Bill  it  was  not  from 
any  rooted  hostility  to  a  local  auto- 
'  nomy  for  Ireland.  He  would  not  yield 
to  the  temptation  to  follow  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  into  the  mingled  menace  and 
cajolery  which  pervaded  his  speech; 
but  even  granting  that  Home  Eule 
in  some  form  were  desirable  it  would 
not  be  possible  to  invent  a  more  mis- 
chievous scheme  of  Home  Eule  than 
that  proposed  by  the  Bill.  He  preferred 
to  deal  with  the  problem  before  the 
House  in  the  cool  light  of  Constitutional 
reason.  In  addresses  to  his  constituents 
he  had  stated  that,  providing  the  integ- 
rity and  the  unity  of  the  ^^pire  were 
preserved^  he  was  in  favour  of  granting 
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a  large  measure  of  local  government  to 
Ireland  ;  but  he  contended  that  this  Bill 
did  not  fulfil  the  conditions  which  it  was 
vital  in  the  interests  of  England  and  Ire- 
land to  uphold.  It  weakened  the  supre- 
macy of  Parliament  and  impaired  the 
authority  and  prerogatives  of  the  Crown, 
without  which  the  supremacy  of  Parlia- 
ment and  the  Imperial  Unity  could  not 
be  maintained.     The   wording    of  the 
earlier  clauses  of    the  Bill    obviously 
granted  to  the  Irish  Parliament  all  the 
powers  which  were  not  specially  reserved 
to  the  Imperial  Parliament.     This  was 
a  matter  which  radically  affected  the  re- 
lations which  ought  to  exist  between  a 
supreme  Parliament  and  a  subordinate 
Legislature.     Ireland  was  treated  as  if 
she  were   a   separate   Sovereign    State 
which   conceded   to  Great  Britain   cer- 
tain of   her  Sovereign   powers  for  the 
sake  of   establishing    a  Union.     This 
was  as  anomalous  as  it  would  be  if  the 
Bank  of    England  in   establishing  an 
agency  in  Liverpool  began  by  investing 
the  agency  with  all  the  powers  of  the 
parent  institution    and   then    reserved 
certain  rights  to  itself.     The  Bill  ought 
to  have  started  by  asserting  the  supreme 
authority  of  the  superior  Parliament  in 
all   matters  determinate    and    indeter- 
minate, and  it  ought  to  have  excepted 
out  of  that  supreme  authority  whatever 
powers  it  might  be  deemed  advisable  to 
grant  to  the  lesser  Body.     The    Bill 
adopted  a  peculiar  and  suspicious  way 
of  beginning  to  establish  the  relations 
that  were  to  subsist  between  Great  Bri- 
tain and  Ireland.     This  was  not  a  ques- 
tion of  words,  but  it  was  one  of  funda- 
mental  principle.     The  Bill  created   a 
new  situation,  the  design  of  which  had 
been  elaborated  in  some  political  work- 
shop, and  had  been  kept  as  close  as  if 
the  inventor  feared  that  someone  would 
get  hold  of  his  idea  before  he  could  ob- 
tain a  provisional  specification.     It  was 
the  first  time  a  statesman  had  shut  him- 
self up  in  this  way  to  play  the  part  of  a 
political  Edison  constructing  in  a  work- 
shop, the  avenues  to  which  were  guarded, 
a  novel  system  of    Constitutional  ma- 
chinery.    The  result  would  not  be  one 
to  encourage  any  statesman  to  repeat 
the  experiment.     The  Bill  proposed  a 
written    Constitution,     and,    therefore, 
every  word  and  term  of  it  became  a 
matter  of  vital  importance.  If  a  dispute 
should  arise  as  to  the  relative  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  two  Parliaments,  the  Judicial 
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Committee  would  be  bound  to  decide 
upon  the  words  of  the  Statute.  It  would 
be  pointed  out  by  learned  counsel  that 
the  Act  began  by  conferring  unlimited 
power  and  Sovereignty  upon  the  Irish 
Legislature,  and  then  reserving  certain 
large  powers  to  the  Imperial  Govern- 
ment. The  result  would  be  to  give  the 
Irish  Parliament  an  immense  advantage 
in  any  opposition  to  the  authority  of 
the  Imperial  Parliament.  The  relations 
which  existed  between  Great  Britain 
and  Canada  in  Lord  Durham's  time  were 
not  similar  to  those  which  now  existed 
between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 
Canada  was  not  represented  in  or  taxed 
by  the  Imperial  Parliament ;  there  was 
no  Legislative  Union  ;  there  was  no  re- 
ciprocal interchange  of  political  opinions 
and  emotions.  But  there  was  a  Legis- 
lative Union  between  Upper  and  Lower 
Canada,  notwithstanding  the  differences 
of  race,  creed,  and  local  interests.  Then 
came  a  Parliamentary  deadlock,  and 
federation  was  proposed.  Nova  Scotia 
and  New  Brunswick  had  Legislatures  of 
their  oWn ;  and  there  were  also  Prince 
Ed  ward's  Island  and  Newfoundland.  The 
project  was  to  dissolve  the  Legislative 
Union  between  Upper  and  Lower 
Canada,  and,  preserving  to  each  a  cer- 
tain measure  of  autonomy,  to  federate 
them  under  a  supreme  Government  and 
to  allow  the  other  Colonies  to  come  in 
on  the  same  terms.  At  the  time  the 
Dominion  Act  was  under  discussion  Sir 
John  Maedonald  said  the  United  States 
had  commenced  at  the  wrong  end  by  de- 
claring State  Sovereignty  and  reserving 
federal  powers— the  mistake  which  this 
Bill  proposed  to  commit— and  the  Cana- 
dian statesmen  adopted  a  different  plan, 
strengthening  the  general  Parliament, 
giving  it  all  great  subjects  of  legislation, 
and  expressly  declaring  that  all  matters 
of  a  general  character  which  were  not 
reserved  should  be  conferred  on  the 
general  Government  and  Legislature. 
Thus  the  Dominion  avoided  the  weak- 
ness of  the  United  States  and  all  conflict 
as  to  jurisdiction  and  authority.  This 
showed  the  importance  of  reversing  the 
process  passed  by  the  present  Bill  and 
of  maintaining  the  supreme  authority  of 
the  Imperial  Parliament.  Indeed,  this 
was  once  the  view  of  the  Prime  Minister 
himself,  as  expressed  in  a  speech  he 
made  at  Dalkeith  in  1879.  The  fatal 
error  ran  through  the  whole  Bill.  It 
would  seem  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle - 
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man  began  by  acknowledging  the  inde- 
pendence of  Ireland.  Matters  which  in  the 
Dominion  were  reserved  for  the  Central 
Authority  in  virtue  of  its  supremacy  were 
granted  to  Ireland.  In  Canada  the  Cri- 
minal Law  was  reserved  to  the  Central 
Authority,  and  the  Dominion  thus  avoided 
one  of  the  defects  of  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States — a  defect  which  this 
Bill  proposed  to  repeat  in  the  case  of 
Ireland.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bury  (Sir 
Henry  James)  told  the  House  the  other 
night  that  the  only  attempt  in  the  Bill 
to  preserve  the  supremacy  of  Parliament 
was  to  be  found  in  the  37th  clause.  He 
submitted,  however,  that  no  one  could 
read  that  clause  with  care  without 
coming  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  a 
blind  and  that  it  expressed  nothing.  No 
one  who  sincerely  desired  the  welfare 
and  happiness  of  these  Eealms  could 
share  the  guilt  of  passing  an  Act  which 
directly  attacked  the  supremacy  of  Par- 
liament and  the  integrity  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  While  he  was  perfectly 
willing  to  take  part  in  granting  a  gene- 
rous measure  of  local  government  to 
Ireland,  he  had  no  hesitation  whatever 
in  voting  for  the  rejection  of  this  Bill. 

Mr.  THOEOLD  EOGERS  (South- 
wark,  Bermondsey)  said,  that  the  House 
had  naturally  heard  during  the  course 
of  this  debate  a  great  deal'of  biography, 
a  great  deal  of  apology,  and  a  great 
deal  of  prophecy  from  right  hon.  and 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  were  in  the  Govern- 
ment or  who  had  held  Office.  It  was 
true  that  statements  on  this  subject  had 
not  been  given  to  the  House  very  plenti- 
fully from  the  Front  Ministerial  Bench. 
They  were  like  the  dumb  parrot  of  the 
story,  they  thought  the  more.  For  him- 
self, after  studying  the  history  of  the 
question,  he  had  come  to  the  conclusion' 
that  the  greatest  blunder  that  Pitt  ever 
made  was  the  Union  between  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland.  He  had  no  hesi- 
tation in  saying  that  when  prophecies 
were  plentiful  and  right  he  very  much 
preferred  fulfilled  to  unfulfilled  prophe- 
cies. Anybody  could  predict;  but  when 
the  test  of  subsequent  experience  proved 
that  the  prediction  was  entirely  fortified 
by  facts,  he  was  bound  to  say  that  he 
attached  great  weight  to  the  judgments 
which  eminent  men  in  past  times  had 
made  upon  this  subject.  He  did  not 
think  that  the  eloquent  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mayo  made  out  as 
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fully  as  it  should  have  done  the  real 
services  which  the  so-called  Grattan 
Parliament  eflfected,  or  that  the  Prime 
Minister  had  given  it  complete  credit 
for  its  work.  In  the  year  1781  the 
Irish  Parliament  began  to  repeal  the 
atrocious  Criminal  Law  which  was 
enacted  against  the  consciences  of  our 
Catholic  fellow-country  men,  and  he  might 
fairly  say  that  in  matters  of  religious 
toleration  the  Irish  Parliament  was  60 
or  70  years  ahead  of  the  English  Par- 
liament. Then,  again,  at  the  time  of 
the  French  War  the  jlrish  Parliament 
strove  to  secure  for  the  Irish  people  all 
the  benefits  which  the  English  Parlia- 
ment endeavoured  to  secure  for  the 
English  people.  When  the  war  broke 
out  with  France  fresh  supplies  of  money 
were  granted  by  the  Irish  nation  in 
order  to  assist  this  country.  The  Irish 
Parliament  levied  indirect  taxation  ex- 
tensively on  the  people,  and  to  such  an 
extent  as  to  almost  justify  Lord  Clare's 
observation  that  Ireland  was  almost  in  a 
state  of  bankruptcy.  No  doubt,  a  very 
terrible  revolution  broke  out  in  1798; 
but  the  origin  of  it  was  known  to  every 
student  of  history.  Everyone  knew  how 
the  movement  of  the  United  Irishmen 
began,  how  it  developed,  and  how  the 
Irish  Parliament,  with  the  assistance  of 
the  English  Parliament,  put  down  this 
revolt  in  circumstances  which  shocked 
all  those  who  read  the  facts.  But  with 
regard  to  the  Irish  insurrection,  the 
British  Parliament  gave  its  formal 
thanks  to  the  Irish  Parliament  for  its 
loyalty  and  its  activity.  The  ostensible 
reason  why  the  Union  was  effected  was 
owing  to  the  Constitutional  mistake 
made  by  the  Irish  Parliament  on  the 
question  of  the  Regency.  It  should  be 
borne  in  mind,  however,  that  the  Irish 
Parliament  not  only  received  the  warm 
congratulation  of  Fox  and  the  Whigs, 
but  the  gratitude  and  the  thanks  of  the 
Prince  of  Wales.  On  this  question  he 
should  like  to  call  the  attention  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  to  the  words  of  a 
statesman  who  was  fast  becoming  a 
myth,  and  who  was  being  converted  by 
his  so-called  adherents  from  a  sensible 
statesman  into  a  sentimental  and  a  silly 
one — 

'*  Irish  policy  is  Irish  history ;  and  I  have  no 
faith  in  any  statesman  who  attempts  to  remedy 
the  evils  of  Ireland  who  is  either  ignorant  of 
the  past,  or  who  will  not  take  lessons  from  it." 

That  is  a  passage  from  a  speech  of  Mr. 


Disraeli  delivered  in  1868,  and  the  ob- 
servation was  as  wise  as  it  was  instruc- 
tive. The  hon.  Member  proceeded  to 
show  that  the  propositions  of  the  Go- 
vernment with  regard  to  the  Irish  Union 
were  rejected  in  1799 ;  that  the  number 
of  placemen,  nominees,  and  owners  of 
pocket  boroughs  in  the  Irish  Parliament 
numbered  168 — a  number  sufficient  to 
carry  the  second  reading  of  the  present 
measure ;  that  every  Irishman  of  note 
who  voted  in  favour  of  the  Union  was 
turned  out  of  Office,  among  them  being 
the  Grandfather  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork;  and  that  £1,400,000  was  placed  by 
the  En  glish  Exchequer  on  the  Irish  Public 
Debt  in  order  to  compensate  the  owners 
of  rotten  pocket  boroughs.  Assuredly  it 
was  a  time  for  people  who  called  them- 
selves statesmen  to  give  up  wrangling 
about  the  details  of  the  measure  of 
satisfaction  to  Ireland  and  to  affirm  its 
principle,  so  that  the  intolerable  re- 
proach of  the  English  people  might  be  • 
taken  away.  Sheridan  said  that  a  Union 
effected  by  fraud,  intrigue,  corruption, 
and  intimidation  would  ultimately  en- 
danger the  connection  between  the  two 
countries.  Mr.  Grey,  afterwards  Lord 
Grey,  whose  opinions,  unhappily,  were 
not  hereditary  in  his  family,  said  that 
the  tendency  of  the  measure  would  be  to 
disunite,  that  it  would  create  discontent, 
distrust,  jealousy,  and  suspicion  ;  if  they 
persisted  in  it  resentment  would  follow  ; 
and  though  they  might  be  able  to  obtain 
the  seeming  co'nsent  of  the  Parliament 
of  Ireland,  the  people  of  that  country 
would  wait  for  an  opportunity  of  re- 
covering the  rights  which  had  been 
taken  away.  Having  referred  to  Mr. 
Tierney,  Mr.  Hobhouse,  Mr.  Pulteney, 
and  others  as  opponents  of  the  measure, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  he  admired 
the  general  candour  and  disinterestedness 
of  the  noble  Marquess  the  Member  for 
Kossendale ;  and  there  was  nothing 
which  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Mar- 
quess on  this  subject  to  which  any  taint 
of  self- seeking  could  be  attached.  But 
he  might  mention  that  among  the  oppo- 
nents of  the  Union  he  found  the  name 
of  the  noble  Marquess's  Grandfather, 
and  there  was  no  name  among  the 
Whigs  of  the  time  which  stood  out  with 
greater  lustre  than  that  of  Lord  George 
Cavendish,  the  first  Lord  Burlington, 
and  the  Grandfather  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quees. He  admitted  the  candour  and 
intelligence  of  the  noble  Marquess  the 
uguizca  j^xhird  NigM.l 
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Member  for  Bossendale;  but  he  could 
not  admit  that  they  were  greater  than 
the  candour  and  foresight  of  the  noble 
Marquesses  Grandfather.  General  Fitz- 
patrick  said  that  he  knew  nothing  in 
the  conduct  of  the  French  more  atrocious 
as  a  breach  of  faith  than  would  be  the 
conduct  of  the  House  if  they  passed  that 
measure.  He  would  now  quote  a  word 
or  two  from  a  speech  of  a  not  very  wise 
man  —  Mr.  Speaker  Addington.  He 
spoke  in  favour  of  the  Union ;  and  the 
motive  which  he  gave  for  supporting  it 
was  that  the  large  majority  of  the  Irish 
people  were  Catholics,  and  that  four- 
fifths  of  the  property  of  the  country 
were  in  the  hands  of  Protestants.  But 
he  was  not  willing  to  admit  that  an  un- 
just and  usurped  right  became  sanctified 
by  the  lapse  of  150  or  170  years.  Mr. 
Hobhouse  said  that  the  Union  scheme 
would  be  the  destruction  of  the  rights  of 
the  Irish  people,  and  that  it  would  meet 
with  the  opposition  of  all  parties  except 
such  as  wished  for  a  separation  between 
the  two  countries.  He  thought  Mr. 
Hobhouse  had  spoken  in  the  spirit  of 
prophecy.  Those  who  read  Irish  history 
at  the  time  knew  what  were  the  opi- 
nions of  that  man  who  bore  the  honoured 
name  of  Flunkefc.  The  fact  was  that  all 
lawyers  of  eminence  in  Ireland  boldly 
denied  the  competence  of  the  Irish  Par- 
liament to  pass  the  Union.  The  hon. 
Member  also  quoted  the  opinions  ex- 
pressed by  Lord  Fitzwilliam,  Lord  Lans- 
downe,  and  other  Whig  Peers  on  the 
subject  of  the  Union  between  England 
and  Ireland  at  the  time  it  was  proposed, 
and  then  went  on  to  remark  that  it  was 
effected,  although  29  counties  petitioned 
against  it,  707,000  persons  signing  the 
Petitions  against  it,  while  only  3,000 
persons  petitioned  for  it.  The  language 
contained  in  the  protests  of  the  Irish 
Lords  against  the  Union,  he  observed, 
were  extremely  significant  of  the  popular 
opinion  on  the  question  at  the  time. 
The  present  Government,  however,  had 
now  determined  to  do  what  they  could 
to  satisfy  the  aspirations  of  the  vast 
majority  of  the  Irish  people,  and  to 
heal  the  divisions  which  had  weakened 
the  two  countries  for  so  many  years. 
The  criticism  of  this  Bill  had  been  ap- 
proached in  many  ways.  Sometimes 
they  were  told  it  was  a  disruption  of  the 
Union,  and  sometimes  that  it  was  a 
wonder  that  Irishnjen  would  accept 
anything  so  small  and  so  pitiful.     The 

Mr,  Tkorold  Rogeri 


two  statements  could  not  be  consistent. 
He  admitted  that  to  cut  the  now  Irish 
Parliament  off,  as  that  Bill  would  do, 
from  20  topics  of  discussion  which  were 
among  the  highest  questions  which  a 
Parliament  could  debate,  did  strike  him 
as  something  strange  and  he  might  say 
shocking.  Many  of  the  subjects  from 
which  the  Irish  were  to  be  excluded  were 
matters  that  were  discussed  in  thatHouse ; 
for,  although  some  of  them  might  be 
called  "  functions  of  the  Crown,"  they 
all  knew  that  that  was  but  a  decent 
euphemism  for  the  advice  and  perhaps 
the  control  of  Parliament.  He  could, 
however,  imagine  the  Irish  Members 
now  saying  that,  after  much  importunity 
and  after  long  years  of  ill-feeling,  they 
hoped  they  had  at  last  induced  an  Eng- 
lish Parliament  to  acquiesce  in  patting 
upon  them  the  duty  of  healing  the 
wounds  of  their  distracted  country. 
They  had  claimed  their  right  in  the  ear 
of  Europe  and  amid  the  sympathies  of 
the  civilized  world.  Every  foreign  na- 
tion had  fiung  its  taunt  at  the  English 
people  that  they  had  a  disaffected  Ire- 
land. The  problem  before  the  Irish 
Parliament  would,  no  doubt,  be  one  of 
no  common  difficulty,  and  its  solution 
would  require  infinite  skill  and  infinite 
tact  and  temper;  and  they  should  be 
glad,  therefore,  to  have  the  business  put 
before  them  narrowed  instead  of  en- 
larged, to  have  the  topics  of  disagree- 
ment few  instead  of  many,  and  to  be 
left,  at  least  for  a  long  time  to  come,  to 
deyote  their  entire  attention  to  setting 
in  order  the  domestic  affairs  of  their  own 
country;  but  they  might  say — ''If  we 
are  the  idiots  and  knaves  which  some 
people  calmly  call  us,  we  shall  bring 
down  on  ourselves  the  scorn  of  those 
who  have  proffered  us  their  sympathy. 
We  can  afford  to  disregard  alike  the 
sneers  of  the  uninformed  and  the  paltry 
malice  of  faction ;  we  are  bound  to  solve 
the  problem  put  before  us,  and  with 
God's  help  we  will  ;  but  do  not  put 
upon  unskilled  and  untrained  legislators 
more  than  our  strength  will  enable  us  to 
bear."  He  believed  that  a  more  scan* 
dalous  and  unfounded  calumny  could 
not  be  uttered  than  the  attempt  to  pre- 
dict the  action  of  the  future  Irish  l^ar- 
liament  from  the  speeches  of  Irish  poli- 
ticians. Men  said  things  when  they 
were  striving  to  gain  a  result  which  were 
very  far  from  their  hearts,  perhaps,  at 
all  times,  but  certainly  out  of  their  lieadt 
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when  responsibilities  were  put  upon 
them.  If  he  oould  judge  from  the 
action  of  the  last  Irish  Parliament  be- 
tween 1782  and  1800,  the  Irish  people 
wonld  rise  to  their  responsibilities, 
would  interpret  their  duty  honestly,  and 
would  refuse  to  be  misled,  because  hard 
words  were  used  against  them,  into 
doing  hard  deeds  against  any  of  their 
fellow-countrymen.  Objection  had  been 
taken  to  the  proposed  exclusion  of  the 
Irish  Members  ^om  the  English  Par- 
liament. For  his  own  part,  he  confessed 
he  would  like  to  see  them  there.  They 
had  contrived  by  their  importunity  to 
obtain  some  justice  for  Irish  tenants; 
and,  though  he  did  not  wish  to  see 
judicial  rents  established  in  England, 
he  would  like  to  have  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers to  help  with  their  importunity  in 
reyieing  rents  in  England.  He  had 
latterly  seen  that  an  eminent  statesman 
— he  did  not  use  the  word  in  a  compli- 
mentary sense,  for  a  statesman  was  a 
person  who  had  the  privilege  of  being 
converted  as  often  as  he  pleased,  while 
a  politician  was  bound  to  stand  by  his 
opinions — an  eminent  statesman  had 
said  that  this  Bill  would  leave  the 
Ulster  people  divided  from  Ireland. 
That  opinion  was  supremely  silly  and 
supremely  wicked.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Mayo  did  well  to  call  attention  to 
the  fact  that  the  Ulsterman  was  as  proud 
of  the  name  of  Irishman  as  one  who 
hailed  from  Connaught  or  Munster.  He 
had  also  seen — what  he  had  hoped  would 
never  be  the  utterance  of  a  man  calling 
himself  a  Liberal,  let  alone  a  Badical 
— he  had  seen  an  attempt  to  revive  re- 
ligious differences,  to  dig  up  anew  that 
hideous  and  hateful  corpse  which  all 
thought  was  dead  and  buried.  He  did 
not  expect  that  a  person  whom  he  might 
have  looked  up  to  as  a  leader  of  men 
would  have  condescended  in  this  struggle 
to  have  revived  what  he  thought  was  so 
long  scouted  by  all  men  of  liberal  opinion 
that  it  would  be  only  remembered  as  a 
hateful  memory.  He  knew  the  differ- 
ences between  Christianity  and  some 
forms  of  religions — how  the  first  had 
served  to  unite  people,  and  was  exercis- 
ing day  by  day  a  more  vigorous  control 
over  the  lives  and  consciences  of  men, 
and  how  the  latter  had  become  de- 
servedly obsolete.  He  did  not  know 
what  the  fate  of  this  measure  might  be. 
He  was  qnite  certain  that  the  principle 
contained  in  this  measure  was  not  only 


vital,  but  could  not  be  put  down.  He 
did  not  know  whether  it  might  fall  to 
the  Prime  Minister's  lot  to  bring  about 
this  healing  measure  between  two  his- 
torical nations.  He  did  not  know  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  in- 
curred the  censure  which  he  remembered 
to  have  read  in  a  mediaeval  writer —  Qui 
astitnat  ae  plus  aliis  nosse,  putat  ae  plus 
altis  posse.  Whether  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  had  measured  his  strength 
in  the  struggle,  he  did  not  know.  It 
might  be  that  Providence  might  deny 
to  him  the  function  of  completing  this 
great  and  healing  work;  but  this  he 
was  prepared  to  say — that  with  this 
message  of  justice,  of  wisdom,  of  peace, 
and  of  true  union,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's name  would  inevitably  be 
identified.  His  arguments  would  in- 
evitably be  repeated,  and  though  the 
conversion  of  the  hostility  to  the  mea- 
sure might  be  slow,  yet  it  would  be 
sure ;  and  he  was  convinced  that  before 
very  long  it  would  be  seen  as  clearly  by 
those  who  resisted  it  as  by  those  who 
adopted  and  endorsed  it  that  the  only 
solution  of  the  Irish  difficulty  was  to 
hand  over  to  the  Irish  people,  under 
proper  safeguards  —  and  he  was  con- 
vinced that  the  safeguards  in  the  mea- 
sure proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man were  entirely  sufficient — that  ma- 
nagement of  their  own  affairs  which,  if 
given  to  them  in  a  frank  and  trustful 
spirit,  would  do  more  to  revive  their 
affection  for  the  English  people  and 
secure  their  loyalty  to  the  British  Con- 
stitution than  any  Act  which  coldly 
repelled  their  aspirations  and  tended  to 
put  a  check  on  their  reasonable  de- 
mands. 

Sir  JAMES  CORKY  (Armagh,  Mid) 
said,  that,  being  so  intimately  connected 
as  he  was  with  the  North  of  Ireland,  he 
could  not  content  himself  with  giving  a 
silent  vote  on  this  question.  His  election 
in  Ireland  was  fought  after  the  appear- 
ance of  what  was  known  as  the  un- 
authorized version  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter's views.  Not  only  those  whose 
general  political  views  coincided  with 
his  own,  but  very  many  Liberals  in 
addition,  gave  him  their  support ;  and  as 
the  question  of  Home  Rule  was  the 
paramount  one  at  the  election  he 
thought  he  might  not  unjustly  claim  to 
be  heard  upon  the  subject.  He  must 
say  he  was  much  amazed  at  the  way  in 
which  the  question  was  regarded    bt^ 
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Bome  Englisli  and  Scotch  Members  and 
by  their  constituencies,  because  he  felt 
convinced,  and  he  had  never  disguised 
his  opinion  on  the  subject,  that  Home 
Bule  meant  nothing  more  nor  less  than 
Hepeal.  He  had  always  endeavoured  to 
bring  this  view  of  the  question  home  to 
the  minds  of  his  Liberal  friends  in  the 
North  of  Ireland;  but  they  refused  to 
believe  that  any  responsible  Govern- 
ment, much  less  a  Government  presided 
over  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
present  Prime  Minister,  in  whom  they 
reposed  such  great  confidence,  would 
ever  propose  a  measure  for  the  Eepeal 
of  the  Union.  They  had,  however,  been 
deceived,  and  his  (Sir  James  Corry's) 
co-religionists,  the  Presbyterians  of 
Ulster,  who  had  zealously  supported  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  times  past,  had 
recently  informed  him  that  they  were 
determined  to  oppose  in  every  possible 
way  such  a  measure  as  he  had  now 
brought  before  the  House  of  Commons, 
because  they  felt  that  there  would  be  no 
security  for  the  Loyal  minority  in  Ireland 
if  they  came  under  the  control  of  a 
Nationalist  Parliament  sitting  at  Dublin. 
They  were  now  told  by  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway,  on  his  side  of  the 
House,  that  all  this  was  a  mistake  and  a 
false  alarm,  and  that  they  had  no  desire 
to  deal  unfairly  to  the  Loyal  minority  in 
the  North  of  Ireland,  and  that  as  fellow- 
countrymen  the  minority  ought  to  trust 
them.  "Well,  he  preferred  to  base  his 
judgment  upon  experience  and  upon 
history  rather  than  upon  any  promises 
or  assurances  whatever.  Promises  had 
been  made  and  assurances  had  been 
given  in  former  times,  and  had  been 
broken.  He  was  as  satisfied  as  he 
possibly  could  be  that  whatever  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  might 
now  say,  they  would  not,  in  a  short  time, 
be  in  a  position  to  keep  their  promises, 
even  if  they  wished  to  do  so,  because 
they  would  be  driven  out  by  a  force 
which  they  could  not  resist.  The 
Government  had  introduced  into  this 
Bill  some  extraordinary  provisions,  which 
he  should  have  thought  it  would  have 
been  beyond  the  wit  of  man  to  devise. 
For  instance,  the  bringing  together  of 
two  Orders  in  the  same  House  was  an 
extraordinary  provision,  and  he  was 
certain  it  was  a  wholly  delusory  one  and 
incapable  of  satisfactory  realization,  so 
far  as  it  was  intended  to  afford  any  pro- 
tection to  the  Loyal  minority.     He  had 
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gone  into  the  matter  carefully,  and  he 
had  satisfied  himself  that  the  majority 
of  the  first  Order  who  would  be  returned 
to  the  House  would  be  of  exactly  the 
same  class  as  the  Members  of  the  second 
Order — at  least  it  was  perfectly  safe  to 
say  that  more  than  half  of  the  first 
Order  would  be  the  same  class  as  the 
second.  Therefore,  the  Northern  mino- 
rity had  not  much  reason  to  be  thank- 
ful  to  the  Government  for  this  sup- 
posed arrangement  for  their  protec- 
tion. His  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Londonderry  (Mr.  Lewis)  spoke 
the  other  night  of  the  material  pro- 
gress which  Ireland  had  made  since 
the  Union.  He  (Sir  James  Corry) 
would  not  repeat  what  the  hon.  Member 
had  so  well  said.  Knowing  a  great  deal 
of  the  commercial  relations  and  interests 
of  Ireland,  he  had  no  hesitation  in  say- 
ing that  if  this  measure  were  passed  it 
would  prove  a  great  blow  to  the  com- 
mercial prosperity  of  that  country.  Per- 
sonally, he  had  been  intimately  connected 
with  the  commerce  of  Belfast  and  of  the 
North  of  Ireland  for  the  last  40  years. 
He  had  been  always  proud  to  call 
himself  an  Irishman,  and  pleased  to 
have  the  ships  of  his  firm  registered  as 
sailing  from  the  port  of  Belfast,  so  that 
the  port  might  become  known  all  over  the 
world.  One  reason  for  his  pride  in 
doing  this  was  the  connection  with  Great 
Britain.  But  he  was  bound  to  say  if  this 
Home  Bule  Bill  should  pass  he  would 
as  soon  think  of  commencing  a  com- 
mercial enterprize  in  the  deserts  of  the 
Soudan  as  in  any  part  of  Ireland.  He 
had  been  told  that  85  Nationalist  Mem- 
bers had  been  returned  from  Ireland  to 
the  present  Parliament ;  but  he  should 
like  to  ask  what  any  single  one  of  them, 
or  what  all  of  them  put  together,  had 
ever  done  to  promote  the  commercial 
prosperity  of  Ireland?  They  had,  it 
was  true,  been  very  careful  to  protect 
their  own  interests  and  keep  up  the  dis- 
turbing elements  of  agitation  ;  but  if 
any  one  of  them  had  ever  done  anything 
to  promote  the  material  interests  of  the 
country,  he  (Sir  James  Corry)  had 
failed  to  find  it  out.  They  had  had  in 
Ireland,  as  in  England  and  other  coun- 
tries, commercial  and  agricultural  de- 
Eression  ;  but  if  they  had  been  left  alone 
e  believed  they  would  have  emerged 
from  the  crisis  as  well  as  their  neigh- 
bours. However,  he  feared  that  he 
could  now  no  longer  make  such  a  boast^ 
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for  now  every  industry  was  paralyzed 
by  the  proposals  in  this  Bill,  which  had 
filled  the  commercial  classes  with  alarm. 
Anyone  looking  at  the  Stock  Exchange 
qnotations— the  very  large  fall  that  had 
taken  place  in  Irish  Stock — and  com- 
paring the  quotations  now  with  what 
they  were  some  time  ago,  could  obtain 
for  himself  some  idea  of  the  injury  al- 
ready done  to  Ireland  by  the  mere  pro- 
posal of  this  measure  ;  and  he  would 
leaye  them  to  imagine  what  would  be 
the  result  of  its  being  passed.  They 
were  told  now  that  if  this  Bill  passed, 
and  when  an  Irish  Parliament  sat  in 
Dublin,  trade,  commerce,  and  industries 
would  spring  up  to  an  extraordinary 
extent,  because  before  the  Union  pros- 
perity existed  in  Ireland,  and  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway  pointed  to  the 
result  of  establishing  an  Irish  Parlia- 
ment in  1782.  He  had  looked  carefully 
into  the  matter,  and  he  had  failed  to 
find  any  indication  of  that  great  pros- 
perity. "Well,  it  was  true  that  for  a 
abort  time  after  the  establishment  of 
that  Parliament  there  was  great  pros- 
perity in  Ireland,  because  of  the  idea 
which  laid  hold  of  the  mind  of  men  that 
everything  must  of  necessity  be  pros- 
perous ;  but  that  state  of  things  soon 
came  to  an  end.  He  spoke  as  one  who 
knew  the  country  intimately,  and  who 
bad  taken  a  great  pride  in  promoting  in 
every  possible  way  its  commercial  pros- 
perity, and  he  said,  without  fear  of 
contradiction,  that  the  North  of  Ireland 
deserved  some  recompense  from  the 
English  Government  for  what  she  had 
done  in  developing  industry  and  com- 
merce in  that  portion  of  Ireland.  They 
bad  certainly  made  the  most  of  the  re- 
sources at  their  command ;  but  they  were 
now  told  that  they  must  not  consider 
the  prosperity  of  Belfast  as  any  indica- 
tion at  all  of  the  prosperity  of  the  coun- 
try. All  he  could  say  was  that  the 
only  part  of  Ireland  where  commercial 
enterprize  had  been  extended  as  it  had 
been  was  at  Belfast ;  and  he  was  satis- 
fied, if  they  had  been  let  alone,  and  the 
country  had  not  been  disturbed  by  agi- 
tation for  Home  Bule,  and  other  agita- 
tions of  that  kind  had  not  been  so  pre- 
valent for  the  last  86  years,  the  country 
altogether,  and  especially  the  North  of 
Ireland,  would  have  been  much  more 
TOOsperous  than  at  the  present  time. 
He  remembered  on  one  occasion  some 
years  ago,  after  a  division  in  the  House, 


saying  to  Mr.  Butt — **No  man  knows 
better  than  you  that  this  craze  of  yours 
is  all  moonshine."  And  Mr.  Butt  re- 
plied— *'  I  admit  that  if  all  Ireland  were 
as  prosperous  as  you  are  in  the  North  of 
Ireland,  the  demand  for  Home  Bule 
would  have  no  significance  whatever.*' 
That  was  the  ground  which  he  (Sir 
James  Corry)  took  up.  No  doubt  ex- 
isted in  his  mind  that,  if  this  measure 
were  carried  to  a  successful  issue,  as  he 
was  satisfied  it  would  not  be,  it  would 
be  ruinous  to  the  best  interests  of  Ire- 
land. He  was  by  no  means  an  expo- 
nent of  extreme  opinions,  nor  had  he 
ever  seen  his  way  to  join  the  Orange 
Society,  and  many  of  his  Friends  told 
him  he  was  weak-kneed  upon  such  sub- 
jects ;  but  he  felt  that  he  had  the  best 
interests  of  the  country  at  heart,  and  he 
was  surprised,  therefore,  to  hear  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Halifax  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  state  that  there 
was  no  patriotism  in  the  breasts  of  the 
Protestant  minority  in  the  North  of  Ire- 
land, or  they  would  not  oppose  such  a 
measure  as  this  for  the  benefit  of  their 
country.  All  he  could  say,  knowing  his 
fellow-countrymen  in  the  North,  was 
that  if  patriotism  was  eixtinct  in  their 
breasts  he  knew  not  where  to  find  it. 
The  hon.  Member  for  West  Clare  (Mr. 
Jordan)  had  presented  himself  to  the 
House  as  an  Ulster  Protestant  Na- 
tionalist; but  he  would  venture  to  say 
that  for  every  Ulster  Protestant  Na- 
tionalist that  could  be  found  there  were 
at  least  10  Koman  Catholics  adverse  to 
Home  Eule.  Over  and  over  again  in 
that  House  they  had  been  told  that  they 
were  aliens,  and  had  no  right  to  call 
themselves  Irishmen ;  and  he  was  afraid 
that  if  an  Irish  Government  were  set  up 
in  Dublin  the  people  of  the  North  would 
be  looked  upon  as  aliens,  and  would  be 
likely  to  have  a  rough  time  of  it.  Still, 
that,  ho  was  happy  to  think,  was  not 
likely  to  be  the  case,  for  the  men  of 
Ulster  were  pretty  strong-headed,  and, 
in  an^  case,  if  the  worst  came  to  the 
worst,  they  knew  pretty  well  in  Ulster 
how  to  take  care  of  themselves.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
East  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Goschen),  in  the 
course  of  a  speech  he  had  delivered  on 
this  question,  referred  to  the  remarks 
made  in  a  Nationalist  newspaper  pub- 
lished in  Belfast  in  reference  to  the 
linen  trade.  At  the  time  the  article 
was  published  he  (Sir  James  Oorry)  had 
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his  attentioii  called  to  it,  and  he  said 
then,  what  he  would  repeat  now,  that 
he  W818  perfectly  satisfied  that  that  was 
the  encouragement  they  might  expect 
for  their  manufactures  and  industries  in 
Ulster  if  a  Nationalist  Parliament  were 
established.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman)  said  he  did  not 
look  upon  the  religious  question  as  of 
any  importance  whatever.  Well,  he  (Sir 
James  Oorry)  looked  upon  the  religious 
question  with  a  great  deal  of  concern 
indeed ;  and  he  felt  satisfied  that  there 
would  be  a  very  serious  state  of  affairs, 
indeed,  if  such  a  measure  as  this  passed, 
and  if  the  Nationalist  Party  got  the 
upper  hand  in  Ireland.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  who  spoke 
the  other  night,  and  for  whose  honesty 
of  purpose  and  straightforwardness  he 
(Sir  James  Corry)  had  always  enter- 
tained the  highest  admiration,  had  told 
them  not  to  believe  that  the  Irish  Na- 
tionalists would  be  so  foolish  as  to  inter- 
fere with  Irish  industry.  But  he  (Sir 
James  Corry),  speaking  as  a  commercial 
man,  did  not  agree  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber; but,  anyhow,  he  preferred  to  be 
let  alone ;  they  had  a  good  position  now 
from  their  connection  with  England,  and 
he  could  say  with  perfect  confidence  that 
all  the  Members  of  the  Liberal  Party 
in  Ulster  were  just  as  much  opposed  to 
the  passage  of  the  Bill  as  those  call- 
ing themselves  Conservatives  or  Tories. 
Then,  there  was  the  financial  aspect  of 
the  question,  with  which  he  would  not 
detain  the  House.  But  he  had  seen 
enough  in  the  newspapers  with  regard 
to  it  which  entitled  him  to  say  that 
if  it  were  brought  into  practice  it 
would  not  hold  water.  He  would  leave 
the  financial  aspect  of  the  question  to 
some  more  competent  person  to  deal 
with.  A  great  deal  had  been  said  the 
other  night  about  the  extinction  of  the 
cotton  industry  in  Ireland.  In  explana- 
tion of  this,  he  might  say  that  about  the 
time  when  the  power  loom  superseded 
hand  spinning  it  was  found  more  profit- 
able to  spin  flax  than  cotton  in  the  North 
of  Ireland,  and  for  that  reason  it  had 
taken  root  there,  while  the  cotton  in- 
dustry had  died  out.  As  a  Member  of 
the  Commission  on  the  Depression  of 
Trade  he  had  heard  evidence  adduced 
which  showed  that  special  manufactures 
took  hold  of  a  place,  and  that  some- 
times,   owing    to    local    conditions,    a 
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change  occurred  and  one  industry  super- 
seded others.  He  might  instance  ship- 
building on  the  Thames,  which  had 
almost  disappeared  and  gone  to  other 
places,  and  he  was  glad  to  know  that 
Belfast  had  got  a  share  of  it.  He  re- 
membered very  well  the  time  shipbuild- 
ing began  at  Belfast— at  the  same  time 
the  industry  was  started  at  Dublin.  At 
Belfast  it  succeeded,  but  at  Dublin  it 
decayed.  He  would  not  now  state  what 
were  the  reasons  which  he  thought  ac- 
counted for  the  difference  of  success  in 
the  two  ports ;  but  if  he  were  a  witness 
and  under  cross-examination,  he  con- 
sidered that  he  could  give  very  good 
reasons  for  the  falling  off  in  the  ship- 
building trade  at  Dublin.  As  a  member 
of  the  Protestant  and  Loyal  minority  of 
Ulster— as  he  was  happy  to  say  they 
were  called — he  was  glad  to  state  he 
was  against  this  measure  of  Home  Bule. 
He  knew  that  all  Protestants  in  the 
North  of  Ireland,  without  exception, 
were  against  the  Bill.  So  far  as  local 
government  was  concerned,  he  was  per- 
fectly willing  to  grant  the  same  measure 
to  Ireland  as  he  would  to  England  and 
Scotland,  but  no  more  and  no  less,  be- 
cause he  believed  that  anything  else 
would  prove  disastrous  to  the  country. 
They  had  been  told  that  if  Home  Bule 
were  not  granted,  they  might  look  out 
for  something  very  bad  in  Ireland.  Well, 
the  Loyal  minority  were  prepared  for 
that,  and  he  had  no  fear  that  some  way 
would  be  found  to  meet  and  overwhelm 
those  who  indulged  in  those  threats. 
They  paid  as  much  attention  to  such 
threats  as  they  deserved  ;  and,  no  matter 
what  might  happen,  he  should  feel  it  his 
duty  to  do  all  that  in  him  lay  to  have 
the  measure  rejected. 

Mk.  HOBHOUSE  (Somerset,  E.) 
said,  he  rose  with  great  regret  to  say  a 
few  words,  because  he  felt  compelled  to 
record  his  vote  against  this  Bill.  He 
and  his  Friends  were  returned  at  the 
last  Election  on  what  they  believed  to 
be  the  authorized  Liberal  programme 
put  before  the  country  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  they  looked  forward  with 
much  pleasure  to  supporting  him  as 
loyally  in  that  House  as  they  did  during 
the  elections.  But,  unfortunately,  they 
had  been  forced  into  a  temporary  oppo- 
sition by  what  he  must  call  the  political 
coup  d^eiat  of  the  last  two  or  three 
months.  He  wished  to  point  out  that 
sympathy  with  the  extension  of  local 
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self-gOTemment  through  all  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom  was  perfectly  consistent 
with  determined  hostility  to  this  Bill, 
liooal  self -government  and  autonomy 
were  yague  and  misleading  terms  if 
they  were  not  defined  ;  and  he  could  not 
vote  for  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill 
merely  as  affirming  such  principles  in 
the  ahstract.  They  had  been  warned 
by  the  Prime  Minister  not  to  hesitate 
about  the  adoption  of  the  principle  of 
representative  institutions.  Liberals  like 
himself  had  fully  adopted  that  prin- 
ciple ;  but  they  could  not  agree  to  its 
application  to  Ireland  in  the  mode 
proposed  by  the  present  Bill.  They 
were  willing  to  govern  Ireland  to  some 
extent  according  to  Irish  ideas ;  but  they 
were  not  willing  to  give  up  the  whole 
government  of  Ireland  to  the  majority 
of  the  Irish  people.  He  believed  that 
this  Imperial  Parliament  had  full  power 
and  also  the  will  to  do  justice  to  the 
people  of  Ireland  if  Irishmen  would 
come  there  and  say  frankly  what  they 
desired;  but  he  would  not  give  to  the 
Nationalist  majority  control  over  the 
lives,  liberties,  and  property  of  all  the 
Queen's  subjects  in  Ireland.  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman),  speaking  at  Edinburgh, 
had  described  the  cardinal  principle  of 
the  Bill  as  being — 

"  The  creation  of  a  Central  Body  in  Dublin, 
which  should  have  legislative  as  well  as  ad- 
ministrative powers,  and  which  should  appoint 
the  Irish  Executive,  which  should  be  respon- 
sible to  it.'* 

There  was  the  greatest  difference  be- 
tween affirming  such  a  principle  as  that 
and  extending  to  Ireland  any  form  of 
what  had  hitherto  been  known  as  local 
government — as  developed,  for  instance, 
in  the  great  municipalities  of  England 
and  Scotland.  The  Bill,  to  bis  mind, 
was  more  akin  to  dismemberment  than 
to  local  self-government.  There  were 
two  Liberal  policies  before  the  coun- 
try now.  There  was  the  plan  of  the 
Qovemment,  which,  as  they  were  told, 
was  to  follow  **the  strictly  analogous 

Erecedent"  of  Canada,  and  to  transform 
reland  into  a  sort  of  self-governing 
Colony.  And  there  was,  on  the  other 
hand,  the  plan  laid  down  at  Belfast,  and 
reaffirmed  since  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  the  Bossendale  Division  of 
Lancashire  (the  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton),  for  the  gradual  extension  of  local 
government  to  Ireland,  so  as  to  lay  a 


firm  foundation  for  the  future  recon- 
struction of  the  Irish  Government.  The 
Prime  Minister  had  told  the  House  that 
social  order  in  Ireland  was  undermined, 
and  yet  he  was  proposing  to  erect  on 
this  quaking  bog  of  social  discontent 
the  elaborate  superstructure  of  a  brand* 
new  Constitution.  The  noble  Lord  pre- 
ferred, like  a  prudent  architect,  first  to 
make  sure  of  his  foundations,  and  then 
to  build  gradually  but  surely  up  to  the 
coping-stone.  Could  there  be  a  doubt 
that  those  Liberals  who  really  believed 
in  the  advantages  of  local  self-govern- 
ment, and  wished  to  secure  its  per- 
manence and  stability,  ought  to  prefer 
the  plan  of  the  noble  Lord — the  house 
founded  upon  the  rock,  rather  than  that 
founded  upon  the  sand?  They  were 
told,  however,  that  there  was  a  fatal  ob- 
jection to  the  gradual  reconstruction  of 
the  Irish  Qovemment — namely,  that  it 
would  fail  to  conciliate  the  national  sen- 
timent of  hon.  Members  from  Ireland. 
It  was  urged  that  we  ought  to  effect 
this  grand  reconciliation  between  the 
English  and  the  Irish  peoples  by  recog- 
nizing once  for  all  the  separate  na- 
tionality of  Ireland.  That  was  the  real 
principle  which  they  were  asked  to 
affirm  in  voting  for  the  second  reading 
of  this  Bill.  It  was  said  that  the  Irish 
people  were  a  separate  and  a  mis- 
governed nation,  and  must  have  a  Par- 
liament of  their  own  because  they  could 
not  get  justice  from  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament. That  principle,  if  admitted, 
would  carry  us  far  beyond  the  lines  of 
the  present  Bill.  If  Ireland  were  to  be 
recognized  once  for  all  as  a  separate 
nation,  we  could  not  limit  her  action 
by  the  restrictions  which  the  Bill  would 
impose.  In  that  case,  the  Irish  nation 
must  have  the  absolute  control  of  its 
national  affairs.  What  nation  was  there 
worthy  of  the  name  which  had  not 
power  to  give  State  aid  to  the  religion 
of  the  majority,  or  to  establish  a  system 
of  denominational  education,  or  which 
submitted  to  pay  a  tribute  of  more  than 
half  its  Bevenues  to  another  nation  ? 
If  Irish  national  sentiment  was  not  to 
prevail,  then  this  Bill  went  too  far ;  but 
if  it  was  to  prevail,  then  this  Bill  did 
not  go  far  enough,  and  could  not  be 
a  final  settlement.  There  was  no  diffi- 
culty in  meeting  this  demand  for  a 
separate  nationality  from  a  Liberal 
point  of  view.  Why  should  the  Liberals, 
who  had   striven  for  20  years  past  to 
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remoTe  the  just  grievances  of  Ireland, 
admit  that  the  Irish  were  an  oppressed 
and  a  misgoverned  nationality?  Why 
should  they  not  continue  to  act  as  they 
had  acted  before,  and  to  concede  all 
claims  for  justice,  while  refusing  to  go 
further,  and  to  concede  all  that  the  Be- 
presentatives  of  Ireland  chose  to  ask, 
whether  those  demands  were,  in  the 
opinion  of  English  Members,  just  or 
unjust?  He  would  remind  the  House 
of  what  the  Prime  Minister  said  at 
Aberdeen  in  1871,  when  speaking  of 
Ireland,  that  there  was  a  higher  law  to 
govern  the  actions  of  Parliaments  and 
politicians  than  the  law  of  conciliation, 
good  as  that  law  might  be.  The  higher 
and  paramount  law  was  the  law  of 
justice,  and  that  law  ought  to  guide 
them  now.  Let  them  do  full  justice  to 
Irish  demands ;  but  let  them  not,  yield- 
ing to  a  mistaken  sense  of  generosity, 
loose  the  bonds  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
and  take  a  first,  but,  as  he  feared,  an 
irrevocable  step  towards  the  separation 
of  Ireland  and  Great  Britain. 

Mr.  YEO  (Glamorgan,  Gower)  said,  he 
was  glad  to  say  that  no  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom  had  spoken  more  emphatically 
or  with  a  greater  degree  of  unanimity 
in  favour  of  the  measure  of  the  Prime 
Minister  than  the  constituencies  of  Wales. 
The  people  of  Wales  had  a  growing  con- 
viction that  if  they  were  to  cure  the  ill- 
feeling  which  had  so  long  existed  in 
Ireland  and  replace  it  by  real  unity  be- 
tween Ireland  and  this  country  it  could 
only  be  done  by  some  large  and  wise 
concession,  and  that  recourse  to  coercion 
was  utterly  hopeless.  Even  in  those 
Welsh  constituencies  where  the  Members 
themselves  were  opposed  to  the  Bill 
there  had  been  no  equivocal  voice,  but 
a  clear  and  an  unmistakable  expression 
of  utter  dissatisfaction  at  the  attitude 
which  those  Members  had  assumed. 
Without  hesitation  he  asserted  that 
Wales  was  in  sympathy  with  Ireland  on 
this  question,  and  that  the  confidence  of 
Wales  in  the  Prime  Minister  had  only 
been  intensified  by  the  desertions  of  his 
former  followers.  For  his  own  part,  he 
looked  favourably  upon  the  main  pro- 
visions of  this  Bill.  He  believed  Home 
Bule  to  be  a  good  thing  in  itself,  and 
he  regarded  the  Bill  not  only  as  an  act 
of  justice  to  Ireland,  but  as  a  promise 
of  Home  Rule  for  Wales,  for  Scotland, 
and  the  rest  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
The  House  of  Commons  was  now  ovcr- 
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weighted  by  its  duties,  and  some  great 
measure  of  decentralization  was  neces- 
sary to  allow  it  to  carry  out  those  duties. 
Another  reason  for  which  he  approved 
of  Home  Pule  was  that  it  was,  in  his 
opinion,  the  only  road  to  the  goal  which 
he  himself  and  many  other  Members  of 
that  House  desired  to  see  reached — 
namely.  Imperial  federation.  Each  coun- 
try was  better  able  to  manage  its  own 
affairs  than  was  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment to  manage  them  for  it.  They  were 
told  that  gratitude  did  not  exist  in  the 
Irish  character,  that  the  Irish  were  unfit 
for  self-government;  but  he  was  not 
willing  to  accept  the  statement  that  Ire- 
land was  the  only  one  country  in  Europe 
where  the  Catholic  and  the  Protestant 
populations  could  not  be  trusted  to  live 
peaceably  together.  But  looking  for- 
ward to  Home  Rule  for  Wales  and  Scot- 
land, he  desired  from  his  heart  that 
they  should  retain  the  Irish  Members  in 
the  Imperial  Parliament,  because  he 
knew  that  the  people  of  Wales  would 
never  accept  the  degradation  of  exclu- 
sion from  taking  their  part  in  the  Im- 
Eerial  Government ;  and  he  could  not 
elieve  that  the  Irish  Members,  what- 
ever their  present  ideas  might  be,  would 
long  be  content  to  occupy  what  he  could 
not  but  regard  as  a  somewhat  degraded 
position.  He  could  not,  and  would  not, 
believe  that  the  Irish  Members  would 
voluntarily  declare  that  they  desired  to 
be  excluded  from  the  consideration  of 
Imperial  affairs ;  if  it  were  so,  he  would 
look  upon  it  as  an  evil  sign  that  they 
had  a  conceakd  desire  for  separation. 
The  difficulty  had  been  mentioned  of  de- 
fining what  were  Imperial  affairs.  In 
his  opinion,  the  definition  of  the  sub- 

i'ects  excluded  from  the  cognizance  of  the 
'rish  Parliament  would  be  a  definition 
of  the  subjects  which  the  Irish  Members 
should  consider  in  that  House.  With 
regard  to  the  desire  which  might  exist 
of  excluding  the  Irish  Members  from 
taking  part  in  their  discussions  on  ac- 
count of  obstruction,  he  thought  that 
Rules  of  Procedure  might  easily  be 
framed  by  which  any  obstruction  might 
be  prevented.  The  difficulty  of  a  fluc- 
tuating majority  had  been  spoken  of  as 
a  serious  objection  to  the  scheme.  He 
admitted  the  reality  of  the  objection ; 
but  what  he  desired  to  see,  and  what  he 
believed  would  follow  from  the  measure 
now  under  discussion,  if  passed,  was 
that  a  British  statutory  subordinate  Par- 
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liament,  consisting  of  Eoglisb,  Scottish, 
and  Welsh  Members,  should  be  created 
to  consider  domestic  affairs,  and  from 
the  consideration  of  which  the  same 
affairs  should  be  withdrawn  as  were 
withdrawn  from  that  of  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment. It  would  not  necessarily  follow 
that  the  Prime  Minister  in  the  one  Par- 
liament would  be  Prime  Minister  in  the 
other,  although  in  all  probability  a 
powerful  statesman  would  become  Mi- 
nister in  both.  That  would  be  a  great 
step  in  the  direction  of  federation,  and 
might  lead  to  negotiations  with  the 
Colonies  and  a  further  development  of 
the  principle.  In  conclusion,  he  would 
say  that,  while  he  should  be  glad  to  re- 
tain the  Irish  Members  at  Westminster, 
he  had  no  sympathy  with  those  who 
were  attempting  to  extort  from  the 
Prime  Minister  any  further  declaration 
on  the  subject.  By  his  vote  he  desired 
only  to  assert  the  principle  of  Home 
Eule,  and  to  reserve  for  himself  abso- 
lute freedom  of  action  with  regard  to  the 
ulterior  question  of  the  retention  or  ex- 
clusion of  the  Irish  Members  from  that 
House. 

Colonel  E.  HUGHES  (Woolwich) ; 
As  one  of  the  new  Members,  I  desire  to 
make  a  few  observations  on  this  import- 
ant question  of  Home  Eule.  I  believe 
the  Irish  living  in  England  do  not  desire 
separation ;  but  many  of  the  Irish  living 
in  Ireland,  except  Ulster,  have  been 
taught  by  agitators  to  believe  in  sepa- 
ration. At  the  last  Election,  after  the 
Irish  voters  in  my  constituency  of  Wool- 
wich— some  220 — had  promised  me  their 
votes,  the  order  came  down  from  the 
Irish  Nationalists  that  I  was  to  be  sup- 
ported. A  notice  was  posted  outside 
the  Catholic  church  to  that  effect.  I  at 
once  held  a  meeting  of  the  Irish  voters, 
and  the  question  of  separation  was  pro- 
posed as  an  amendment  to  my  promise 
of  equal  laws ;  the  separation  was  only 
supported  by  two  votes.  I  am,  there- 
fore, as  the  Eepresentative  of  our  Irish 
fellow-countrymen  in  my  constituency, 
pledged  to  vote  for  the  Union  of  the 
two  countries.  But  what  has  happened 
lately?  Why,  the  hon.  Members  for 
North  Leitrim  and  North  Mayo,  on  the 
3 1st  of  March  last,  held  a  meeting  at 
Woolwich,  and  the  Chairman,  a  Mr. 
Bell,  opened  by  saying  that — 

**  The  Irish  meant  never  to  oease  agitating 
until  they  were  a  seperate  nation.'' 

The  hon.   Member  for  North  Leitrim 


(Mr.  Conway)  did  not  object  to  this 
opening  speech ;  but  proceeded  to  say 
that  one  Irish  Member  was  worth  two 
Tories,  and  the  "Irish  chaps"  could 
turn  the  balance  of  Parties  just  as  it 
might  answer  their  interests  best.  The 
hon.  Member  for  North  Mayo  (Mr. 
Crilly)  did  not  object  to  the  opening 
speech  either ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  is 
reported  to  have  said — 

'*  They  would  not  cease  to  agitate  till  Ireland 
was  a  free  nation." 

In  April  there  was  a  meeting  in  Green- 
wich, when  the  Eev.  Father  By  an 
said — 

'*  They  might  depend  that  the  time  of  Ire- 
land's freedom  had  come,  when  a  British  Prime 
Minister  brought  in  a  Bill  for  the  Repeal  of  the 
Union." 

This  is  the  opinion  of  one  of  the  con- 
stituents of  the  former  Member  for 
Greenwich— the  Prime  Minister.  The 
hon.  Members  for  Mid  Tipperary  (Mr. 
Mayne)  and  South  Donegal  (Mr.  Kelly) 
attended  this  meeting  at  Greenwich,  and 
did  not  object  to  this  statement  in  their 
presence.  These  four  Members  at  the 
two  meetings  I  have  referred  to  went 
as  delegates  from  the  Irish  National 
League  only  a  few  weeks  ago,  and  I  am 
bound  to  come  to  the  conclusion  that  they 
do  approve  and  desire  the  Bepeal  of  the 
Union.  This  policy  of  separation  has 
been  tried  elsewhere,  notably  in  the 
case  of  Italy  and  Sicily,  and  has  resulted 
in  the  two  being  one  country.  At  one 
time  it  was  proposed  that  Sicily  and 
Naples  should  be  incorporated  in  one 
common  Parliament.  Sicilians  would  not 
consent.  Lord  Palmerston  advocated 
the  incorporation  as  being  most  suitable 
to  the  actual  state  of  Europe.  He 
said — 

**  Sicily,  although  a  fine  Island,  fall  of 
natural  resources  and  inhabited  by  a  highly- 
gifted  people,  is  nevertheless  not  large  enough 
to  be,  in  the  present  state  of  the  world,  a  really 
independent  country  ;  and  were  it  entirely 
separated  from  Naples,  it  would  soon  run  the 
risk  of  becoming  an  object  of  contest  for  foreign 
influence,  and  of  sinking  at  last  into  the  con- 
dition of  satellite  to  some  of  the  more  powerful 
States  of  Europe." 

These  words  seem  to  be  singularly  ap- 
propriate to  the  present  case  ;  you  have 
only  to  substitute  Ireland  for  Sicily,  and 
you  have  an  opinion  to  which  we  would 
all  pay  great  deference.  The  great 
evil  I  notice  in  this  controversy  is  that 
plain  words  are  not  used.     The   pro- 
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posal  before  the  House  is  called  ''a 
modification  of  the  UnioD,"  and  not 
separation.  Might  I  ask  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  Qeneral  whether  he 
would  introduce  this  misuse  of  terms 
into  legal  procedure?  For  instance, 
after  a  decree  for  judicial  separation, 
the  fiscal  unity  is  preserved  by  the  pay- 
ment of  alimony,  nor  can  any  alliances 
be  formed  by  the  separated  parties ;  will 
he  in  future  call  this  a  petition  for  "the 
modification  of  the  Union,"  and  not,  as 
now,  for  judicial  separation  ?  The  plan 
before  us  is  said  to  be  without  a  rival ; 
well,  so  far  as  it  tends  to  a  repeal  of  the 
Union,  I  hope  it  may  always  remain  so. 
The  argument  in  its  favour  by  its  pro- 
poser seems  to  be  that  he  has  tried 
everything— cordials  and  astringents — 
and  still  the  patient  does  not  recover. 
I  say  the  obvious  inference  is,  change 
the  doctor  ;  and  in  support  of  this  view 
I  fearlessly  state  that  when  Conserva- 
tives have  been  in  Office  the  population 
of  Ireland  has  increased,  and  when  Libe- 
rals have  been  in  Office  the  population 
has  diminished.  A  diagnosis  of  the  dis- 
ease shows  first  poverty,  then  naturally 
discontent,  afterwards  foreign  paid  agi- 
tation, and,  finally,  revolution— the  cause 
is  poverty.  Industrial  employment  for 
the  people  is  the  first  element  of  na- 
tioniu  contentment.  I  would  sooner 
spend  £50,000,000  in  providing  employ- 
ment than  in  merely  changing  landlords; 
and  those  supporters  of  this  Bill  who 
have  started  factories  abroad,  to  get  the 
advantage  of  cheap  labour  and  compete 
with  their  own  countrymen,  would  have 
done  better  as  politicians  had  they  spent 
that  money  in  Ireland.  The  remedy 
proposed  will  have  the  effect  not  only  of 
preventing  capital  being  invested  in 
Ireland,  but  that  which  is  there  now  will 
be  withdrawn  on  the  first  opportunity, 
and  so  the  poverty  will  increase.  Shift- 
ing the  responsibility  for  the  future  on 
to  the  Irish  Parliament,  or,  in  other 
words,  on  to  the  Irish  National  League, 
will  not  lessen  poverty,  for  that  League 
cannot  support  itself  without  voluntary 
and  involuntary  contributions.  If  the 
members  of  the  League  had  proposed 
legislation  themselves,  if  they  had  asked 
for  equal  laws  and  been  refused  by  this 
Parliament,  then  they  would  have  some 
case  against  us.  I  am  ready,  as  I  have 
said,  to  vote  for  equal  laws ;  and  I  be- 
lieve those  can  be  better  framed  with 
the  assistance  of  the  experience  Mem- 
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bers  of  this  House  than  by  a  new  House 
composed  of  those  Members  only  who 
have  had  but  little  experience  in  con- 
structive legislation.  Why  should  not 
Irishmen  in  Ireland  be  as  happy  as 
Irishmen  in  England  ?  If  the  laws  were 
the  same  it  could  only  be  a  question  of 
'industrial  employment."  I  am  glad 
to  believe  that  the  solution  of  this  ques- 
tion rests  with  the  independent  Members 
of  this  House.  I  know  that  an  inde- 
pendent Member  is  described  as  one 
not  to  be  depended  upon ;  that  is  so  in 
the  sense  that  we  will  not  follow  blindly 
the  lead  of  anyone,  but  will  exercise 
our  own  judgment.  What  else  are  we 
sent  here  for?  I  understood  the  hon. 
and  junior  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Bradlaugh)  to  say,  the  other  day, 
that  he  would  follow  the  Prime  Minister 
as  far  as  he  could  see,  and  further,  if  he 
thought  the  Prime  Minister  could  see. 
That  is  to  say,  when  it  had  become  dark 
to  him  he  would  still  follow.  This  is 
not  independence ;  it  is  blind  adulation. 
The  Conservatives  might  have  been  in 
Office  now  if  they  had  not  offended  the 
Irish  Party  by  an  early  declaration  that 
they  meant  to  have  the  law  obeyed. 
We  did  not  ally  ourselves  with  the  Lrish 
Party.  The  prophecy  of  the  late  Attor- 
ney Oeneral,  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bury  (Sir  Henry  James), 
did  not  come  true.  This  is  what  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Member  said  at 
Leicester  during  the  Election — 

"The  Tories  were  allying  themselvee  with 
those  whose  open  and  avowed  object  was  the 
dismemberment  of  the  coontr}'.  The  Tory 
Party  were  now  brought  to  the  humiliation  ai 
retaining  their  position  by  an  alliiuice  with 
those  whom  a  few  months  ago  they  were  de- 
nouncing as  rebels  ;  they  had  a  temporary  tri- 
umph ;  but  a  day  of  reckoning  would  assuredly 
come.  The  judgment  that  ever  was  passed  upon 
political  crime  would  surely  be  recorded,  and 
the  sentence  that  followed  that  judgment  would 
have  to  be  borne  before  long.  If  they  saw  the 
Conservative  Party  in  power  they  could  only 
be  in  Office  by  hope  of  the  numerical  strengu 
of  the  Irish  Party.  Mr.  Pamell  would  demand 
his  price.  If  the  Leaders  of  the  Conservative 
l^arty  were  willing  to  pay  the  price  of  his  sup- 
port there  would  be  men  in  the  ranks  of  the 
Conservative  Party  who  would  rebel  against 
further  degradation  and  humiliation;  public 
opinion  would  express  itself  against  it." 

These  observations  intended  for  the 
Conservative  Party  now  exactly  fit  the 
Liberal  Party ;  and  I  am  yeiy  glad  to 
know  that  the  secessions  foretold  will  be 
found  as  much  on  one  side  of  the  House 
as  the  other,  when  any  proposal  is  m^o 
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that  is  dangerous  to  the  Empire.  Tliis 
most  unnatural  coalition  that  now  exists 
between  the  Prime  Minister  and  the 
Irish  Party  must  be  met  by  the  coalition 
of  Liberal  Constitutionalists  with  Con- 
servatives. If  they  had  come  over  earlier 
and  helped  us  the  present  difficulty 
might  have  been  avoided;  but  better 
late  than  never.  It  is  not  a  time  to  care 
which  noble  Marquess  is  Prime  Minister, 
so  that  we  get  the  Parliamentary  coach 
out  of  the  rut  and  put  the  driving  into 
firmer  hands.  A  great  deal  has  been 
said  about  the  eternal  principles  of  truth 
and  justice.  I  always  understood  that 
one  of  those  principles  was  to  do  unto 
others  as  he  would  wish  to  be  done 
unto.  Is  it  right,  therefore,  because  we 
do  not  want  to  sit  with  Irish  Members 
in  this  House,  to  ask  the  Ulster  Mem- 
bers to  do  so  in  a  separate  Parliament  ? 
Is  it  right,  when  we  dissolve  a  partner- 
ship to  get  rid  of  a  bad  partner,  that 
we  should  compel  one  of  our  good 
partners — Ulster — ^to  join  the  expelled 
one  in  the  new  business?  And  to  en- 
force this  new  interpretation  of  right  and 
justice  to  make  war  upon  Ulster  to 
compel  them  to  leave  us  and  join  the 
new  firm — would  such  a  war  be  coercion 
or  not  ?  Would  such  a  war  be  popular? 
I  ask  the  apostles  of  truth  and  justice 
on  what  principles  they  refuse  to  acknow- 
ledge the  rested  interest  of  Ulster  in 
the  partnership  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
and  deny  them  auy  future  part  in  the 
goodwill  of  a  business  which  they  have 
assisted  to  create  ?  I  speak  to  com- 
mercial men — was  ever  such  a  monstrous 
proposal  heard  of  in  the  name  of  jus- 
tice? When  the  Transvaal  was  declared 
British  territory,  our  traders  followed 
the  flag,  and  in  the  disgraceful  abandon- 
ment that  afterwards  ensued  they  lost 
thousands  of  pounds  by  trusting  to  the 
words  of  British  statesmen — the  vindi- 
cation of  the  Queen's  authority  was  in- 
terpreted to  mean  a  relinquishment  of 
that  authority.  iSo  in  Ulster,  capital 
has  been  invested  on  the  faith  of  the 
Union.  Who  is  to  assess  the  loss  that 
must  arise  if  this  Bill  passes  ?  Nay,  by 
the  mere  introduction  of  this  Bill  losses 
are  already  incurred  and  capital  is  shift- 
ing. When  this  nation  begins  to  forget 
its  commercial  responsibilities,  we  may 
expect  to  end  by  repudiating  the  Na- 
tional Debt.  The  Earl  of  Dalhousie,  at 
Liverpool,  in  supporting  a  separate 
Parliament,  said — 


<*  We  must  not  begin  by  cutting  off  the 
richest  and  most  orderly  Province  from  the  rest 
of  the  country.'* 

If  it  be  bad  for  the  poor  and  disorderly 
part  of  Ireland  to  lose  so  good  a  neigh- 
bour as  Ulster,  it  must  be  still  worse  to 
lose  so  good  a  neighbour  as  England. 
Noble  Lords  and  hon.  Members  do  not 
follow  their  own  arguments  to  their  in- 
evitable conclusions.  The  steadying  in- 
fluence of  Ulster  is  not  equal  to  the 
steadying  influence  of  Ulster  and  Great 
Britain  combined ;  and  yet  I  am  called 
upon  to  abandon  my  common  sense,  and 
believe  in  truth  and  justice  as  expounded 
by  the  present  Prime  Minister.  As  long 
ago  as  1797,  Edmund  Burke  wrote  these 
words,  which  are  as  true  now  as  when 
they  were  written.     He  said — 

^'  The  closest  connection  between  Great  Bri- 
tain and  Ireland  is  essential  to  the  well  being — 
I  had  almost  said  to  the  very  being — of  the  two 
Kingdoms.  I  think,  indeed,  that  &reat  Britain 
would  be  ruined  by  the  separation  of  Ireland ; 
but  as  there  are  degrees  of  ruin  it  would  fall 
most  heavily  upon  Ireland.  By  sueh  a  separa- 
tion Ireland  would  be  the  most  completely  un- 
done country  in  the  world ;  the  most  wretched, 
the  most  distracted,  and,  in  the  end,  the  most 
desolate  part  of  the  habitable  globe.  Little  do 
many  people  in  Ireland  consider  how  much  of 
its  prosperity  has  been  owing  to,  and  still  de- 
pends upon,  its  intimate  connection  with  this 
Kingdom." 

The  Prime  Minister,  in  introducing  the 
Bill,  spoke  of  foreign  garb,  and  that 
there  was  necessarily  some  antipathy  be- 
tween the  Irish  and  English  ;  but  in  the 
Manifesto  he  said — *'  Deal  with  the  mat- 
ter as  a  matter  between  brothers."  I  do 
not  understand  being  foreigners  and 
brothers ;  if  the  latter,  why  not  under 
the  same  laws  and  in  the  same  House  ?  I 
can  quite  understand  a  certain  class  in 
this  countrv,  on  financial  grounds,  ob- 
jecting to  these  Bills,  because  it  is  that 
class  which,  would  have  to  bear  any  loss 
that  might  arise,  and  they  are  justified  in 
their  opposition.  The  guarantees  for 
securing  the  due  payment  of  the  subsidy 
to  England  seem  to  me  to  imply  dis- 
trust— in  short,  we  cannot  trust  our 
money  to  the  new  Irish  Parliament ;  but 
it  is  proposed  to  trust  it  with  that  which 
is  far  more  precious — namely,  the  liber- 
ties, property,  and  even  lives  of  every 
man,  woman,  and  child  in  Ireland.  With 
regard  to  the  new  Land  Bill,  how  many 
have  we  had,  all  of  which  were  passed  on 
a  promise  of  finality  ?  First,  the  Land 
Act,  which  was  to  be  final ;  then,  in  two 
years,  the  Land  Purchase  Act,  which  was 
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to  be  more  final ;  and  now  another  Land 
Bill,  whioh  is  to  be  most  final.  Some 
of  the  present  landowners  are  resident 
and  others  non-resident,  the  latter  por- 
tion are  condemned  as  absentees,  and  jet 
it  is  proposed  to  buy  them  all  out,  and 
make  one  large  absentee  landlord,  who 
in  a  foreign  garb  will  collect  his  rent  or 
interest — the  step  from  a**  No  Kent" 
Manifesto  to  a  **No  Interest"  Mani- 
festo is  easy.  I  would  rather  expend 
the  £50,000,000  in  planting  manufac- 
turing industries  among  the  Irish ;  for 
variety  of  employments  has  the  advan- 
tage that  depression  iu  one  trade  may 
be  alleviated  by  prosperity  in  another ; 
but  the  great  point,  and  the  first  point, 
so  often  insisted  upon,  is  the  restoration 
of  law  and  order,  which  will  never  be 
effectually  done  until  the  Irish  Question 
ceases  to  be  the  battle  ground  of  poli- 
tical Parties,  and  the  best  men  on  both 
sides  combine  to  rule — this  is  now  the 
immediate  question  before  us.  I  care 
not  for  details  any  more  than  the  Prime 
Minister,  whether  the  future  measure 
shall  be  extension  of  local  government 
only,  or  a  larger  scheme  for  federation, 
which  appeals  to  our  imagination.  The 
sentiment  of  the  Kingdom,  which  is 
self-preservation,  will  not  permit  this 
retrograde  step  of  disintegration ;  and 
if  there  be  any  doubt  about  it  the  con- 
stituencies must  be  consulted,  and  the 
folly  be  first  sanctioned  by  those  who 
will  have  to  suffer  for  it.  The  people 
of  the  United  Kingdom  are  justly  proud 
of  our  Imperial  position  ;  we  can  govern 
scattered  all  over  the  world  305,000,000. 
Are  we  to  confess  **  except  in  Ireland  ?  " 
No  !  Let  us  all  face  the  difficulty  with 
resolution.  It  is  only  cowards  who  re- 
sort to  political  suicide.  I  have  viewed 
that  beautiful  statue  erected  to  Ger- 
mania  on  the  Niederwald.  I  reioice  in 
the  unity  of  Italy,  the  result  of  a 
patriotic  desire ;  and  I  cannot  and  will 
not  believe  that  this  British  House  of 
Commons  will  prove  false  to  its  tradi- 
tions, or  fail  to  uphold  the  dignity  and 
integrity  of  the  Empire. 

The  UNDEE  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Mr. 
Bbyce)  (Aberdeen,  S.) :  Sir,  there  is 
one  point,  at  any  rate,  in  which  I  can 
join  with  the  hon.  Member  who  has  just 
sat  down,  and  that  is  in  the  desire  he  has 
expressed  that  the  constituencies  should 
be  consulted  upon  this  subject.  I  can 
assure  him  there  will  be  no  unwilling- 
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ness  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Gk)- 
vemment  to  take  the  opinion  of  the 
constituencies.  Before  I  address  myself 
to  the  Constitutional  questions  which 
were  brought  before  the  House  on  Thurs- 
day night,  I  desire  to  say  one  word  upon 
the  speech  which  fell  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Gower  Division  of  Gla- 
morganshire ^Mr.  Yeo\  in  which  he 
avowed  his  intention  oi  voting  for  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  on  the  ground 
that  he  looked  upon  the  creation  of  a 
separate  Legislature  for  Ireland  as  the 
cardinal  principle  of  the  Bill,  and  in- 
timated also  that  he  would  not  consider 
himself  boimd  by  that  vote  as  to  the  ar- 
rangements he  might  support  in  Com- 
mittee with  regard  to  the  functions  to  be 
discharged  here  by  the  Irish  Members 
after  the  passing  of  the  Bill.  I  re- 
commend that  practical  and  sensible 
view  to  the  consideration  of  the  House. 
That  is  what  we  consider  to  be  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill.  It  is  a  Bill  for  estab- 
lishing a  Legislature  in  and  for  Ireland, 
and  the  question  as  to  the  amount  of  par- 
ticipation in  Imperial  concerns,  which 
the  Irish  Members  should  subsequently 
take,  is  a  question  of  detail.  It  is  very 
largely  a  question  of  what  I  may  call 
machinery,  which  the  House  cannot 
profitably  discuss  at  the  present  stage. 
And  now  I  will  venture  to  say  a  few 
words  upon  those  Constitutional  aspects 
of  this  matter  whioh  were  brought  before 
it  on  Thursday  by  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Bury 
(Sir  Henry  James)  in  a  speech  which,  I 
think,  was  marked  by  all  that  refinement 
of  sentiment  and  fairness  of  view  which 
so  eminently  characterize  the  words  of 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend.  He 
discussed  the  question  with  great  minute- 
ness, but  not  with  more  minuteness  than 
its  importance  demands.  I  hope  the 
House  will  pardon  me  if  I  am  obliged, 
in  following  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  to  enter  into  a  somewhat  tech- 
nical argument,  for  the  House  will  un- 
questionably feel  that  this  Constitutional 
question  is  a  very  important  one.  No- 
thing can  be  more  important  than  that 
in  passing  a  measure  like  this  we  should 
base  it  on  firm  legal  grounds,  and  that 
we  should  clearly  understand  what  rela- 
tion the  law  we  are  asked  to  pass  is  to 
bear  to  the  political  action  that  is  to  go 
on  under  it.  I  do  not  think  anything 
better  deserves  the  attention  of  the 
House,  and  I  hope  the  Hous^  will  suffer 
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me  to  deal  Bomewhat  minutely  with  it.  My 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  laid  down 
three  propositions.  The  first  was  that 
by  this  Bill  the  unity  of  the  Empire 
would  be  destroyed  ;  the  second,  that  the 
Imperial  Parliament  would  not  be  able, 
henoeforth,  to  legislate  for  Ireland  ;  and 
the  third,  that  the  Sovereignty  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament  would  disappear. 
My  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  said 
that  the  unity  of  the  Empire  was 
created  by  the  union  of  Parliament. 
"What,  was  there  no  unity  of  the  British 
Empire  before  1800  ?  Were  we  not  one 
Empire  during  that  century  of  glory 
which  ended  in  1800,  when  the  founda- 
tions of  our  Indian  and  Colonial  Domi- 
nion were  laid,  when  so  many  wars  were 
waged  by  British  soldiers  and  sailors  ? 
Or  how  can  it  be  said  that  there 
will  be  less  unity  of  the  Empire  under 
the  Bill  than  there  was  between  1782 
and  1800,  when  there  were  two  Crowns, 
two  Armies,  and  two  Mutiny  Acts? 
[Lord  Raitoolph  Chukchill  (Padding- 
ton,  8.):  Two  Crowns?]  Yes;  two 
Crowns,  I  say.  The  Parliament  of  Ire- 
land claimed  the  right  of  disposing  of 
the  Regency  in  a  way  different  from  the 
Parliament  of  England ;  and,  therefore, 
even  as  regards  that  vital  matter  of  the 
Crown,  there  was  not  the  same  unity 
between  1782  and  1800  as  will  exist 
under  this  Bill.  My  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  said  the  union  of  the 
Crown  in  the  same  person  did  not  make 
a  United  Kingdom,  and  he  cited  the 
case  of  Hanover ;  but  he  forgot  that 
when  our  Sovereigns  were  Electors  of 
Hanover  they  were  Members  of  the  Holy 
Roman  Empire,  and  after  that  Empire 
had  vanished,  became,  in  1815,  Members 
of  the  Germanic  Confederation.  When 
he  says  that  that  which  makes  unity  of 
laws  is  the  unity  of  the  law-making 
power,  does  he  remember  that  in  a 
country  which  has  long  been  united, 
and  which  in  every  decade  of  its  exist- 
ence tends  to  become  more  and  more 
united — I  mean  the  United  States  of 
North  America  —  there  are  38  sepa- 
rate Legislatures  which  enjoy  within 
their  proper  sphere  supreme  legislative 
power  ?  These  Legislatures  are  en- 
tirely uncontrolled  by  the  Federal  Con- 
gress on  certain  subjects  —  subjects  of 
wide  compass  and  great  consequence. 
Not  only  in  the  different  States  are 
the  laws  different,  but  the  spirit  in 
which   these  State  laws  ard   adminis- 
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tered  is  different.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess the  Member  for  Rossendale  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  said,  on  the 
first  night  of  the  debate,  that  he  looked 
upon  it  as  a  most  important  thing  that 
an  Englishman  should  find  himself  at 
home  if  he  travelled  to  Ireland;  but 
that  he  could  not  do  that  if  the  laws 
of  Ireland  were  to  be  not  only  different 
in  themselves,  but  also  administered  by 
a  different  Executive,  and  in  a  different 
spirit.  This  is  exactly  what  happens  in 
the  United  States.  If  a  citizen  travels 
from  Massachusetts  or  Pennsylvania  to 
Arkansas  or  Texas,  he  will  find  that  the 
laws  are  different;  that  the  Executive 
authority  is  different  and  independent ; 
and  that  the  laws  are  administered  in 
a  very  different  and  sometimes  unfortu- 
nate manner ;  but  that  does  not  prevent 
citizens  of  the  United  States  who  travel 
out  of  one  State  into  another  from 
feeling  themselves  everywhere  at  home. 
The  second  argument  of  my  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  was  that  under  the 
Bill  the  Imperial  Parliament  would  not 
be  able  to  legislate  for  Ireland.  He 
cannot  mean  that  it  will  not  be  able  to 
do  so  for  Imperial  purposes,  because  that 
power  is  expressly  reserved  by  the  Bill. 
But,  he  says,  can  it  legislate  for  other 
purposes  ?  He  says — **  Perhaps  it  can, 
as  a  matter  of  abstract  right."  But 
what  difference  is  there  between  an  ab- 
stract right  and  any  other  kind  of  right  ? 
None  whatever.  There,  indeed,  is  a 
difference  between  two  kinds  of  rights — 
rights  which  you  put  in  constant  exer- 
cise, and  rights  which  you  suffer  to  lie 
dormant.  We  have  the  right  in  this 
Parliament  to  legislate  for  Ireland,  and 
we  shall  continue  to  have  it  when  the 
Bill  becomes  an  Act.  We  shall  retain, 
as  a  matter  of  pure  right,  the  power  to 
legislate  for  Ireland  for  all  purposes 
whatever,  for  the  simple  reason  that  we 
cannot  divest  ourselves  of  it.  There  is 
no  principle  more  universally  admitted  by 
Constitutional  jurists  than  the  absolute 
omnipotence  of  Parliament.  This  omni- 
potence exists  because  there  is  nothing 
beyond  Parliament  or  behind  Parliament. 
We  are  sitting  here  as  the  nation,  the 
whole  nation ;  we  are  not  delegates  en- 
trusted, like  the  American  Congress,  with 
specified  and  limited  powers ;  we  repre- 
sent the  whole  British  nation,  which  has 
committed  to  us  the  plenitude  of  its 
authority,  and  has  provided  no  method 
of  national  action  e^pcept  through  our 


2  B 


zP^fr^iSfiy^e 


1219 


Oov&mfnent  of 


{COMMONS} 


Ireland  Bill. 


1220 


Totes.  And  we  haye,  therefore,  fall 
power  to  legislate  for  every  purpose. 
we  are  not  checked  or  restrained,  as  is 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  or 
any  other  Body  existing  under  a  written 
Constitution,  because  the  whole  force 
and  power  reside  in  us  to  be  exercised 
within  these  walls.  The  Irish  Members, 
I  am  sure,  know  perfectly  that  this  is  so. 
It  is  not  a  question  of  their  asking  us 
whether  we  will  agree  to  diyest  ourselyes 
of  this  power,  because  we  cannot  do  so. 
There  is  one  limitation,  and  one  only, 
upon  our  omnipotence,  and  that  is  that 
we  cannot  bind  our  successors.  If  we 
pass  a  Statute  purporting  to  extinguish 
our  right  to  legislate  on  any  given  sub- 
ject, or  over  any  given  district,  it  may  be 
repudiated  and  repealed  by  any  follow- 
ing Parliament— aye,  even  by  this  pre- 
sent  Parliament  on  any  later  day.  What 
then,  I  may  be  asked,  is  the  position  in 
which  we  are  to  be  placed  after  the 
concessions  proposed  in  this  Bill?  It 
will  be  this.  While  the  ultimate  right 
to  legislate  wiU  reside  in,  and  for  all 
English,  Scottish,  and  Imperial  pur- 
poses will  be  exercised  by,  the  Imperial 
Parliament,  we  shall  have  conceded  to 
the  Irish  Legislature  the  right  to  legis- 
late on  subjects  upon  which  we  do  not 
intend  to  exercise  the  right  of  legislating 
ourselves.  This  is  exacUy  what  we  have 
done  with  our  Colonies.  We  have 
yielded  to  them  self-governing  powers ; 
the  Colonies  exercise  those  powers ;  and 
we  rarely  interfere  wiUi  the  exercise  of 
those  powers  by  them.  But  it  has  been 
pointed  out  that  in  the  Colonial  Acts 
we  had  expressly  reserved  all  legislative 
power  to  the  Imperial  Parliament.  If 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  were 
here,  I  oould  show  him  that  the  reserva- 
tion he  seemed  to  refer  to  in  the  Act 
of  1865  had  a  purpose  and  meaning 
different  from  that  which  he  imagines. 
In  the  Act  of  1867,  which  created  the 
Dominion  Legislature  of  Canada,  there 
is  no  express  reservation  of  the  legis- 
lative power  of  the  Imperial  Parliament, 
yet  since  then  the  Imperial  Parliament 
nas  legislated  for  Canada  by  passing 
Merchant  Shipping  Acts,  a  Copyright 
Act,  and  other  measures  which  are  now 
in^  force  in  the  Dominion.  This,  I 
think,  disposes  of  the  second  objection 
of  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend. 
His  question  was — **  Does  the  Imperial 
Parliament  retain  its  power  of  legis- 
lating ?  "    I  say,  as  a  matter  of  strict 
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law,  it  does,  but  subject  to  the  moral 
obligation  of  not  exercising  its  right 
save  in  case  of  necessity.  My  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  did  me  the  honour 
to  refer  to  an  expression  I  had  once 
used  in  speaking  elsewhere  of  our  Con- 
stitution, when  I  said  it  was  flexible, 
and  not,  like  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States,  rigid;  and  he  asks — 
*'  Will  you  destroy  the  flexibility  of  our 
Constitution?"  I  answer,  **No;  it  will 
remain  flexible  as  before."  But  I  may 
be  asked — *  *  What  is  the  effect  of  Clause 
39  ?  That  clause  says  this  Act  shall  be 
altered  only  witii  the  presence  of  Irish 
Members ;  if  it  does  not  preclude  Par- 
liament from  dealing  in  their  absence 
with  certain  subjects,  what  is  the  use  of 
putting  it  in  the  Bill  ?  "  It  was  stated 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Halifax  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  that  this 
clause  is  in  the  nature  of  a  Parlia- 
mentary compact ;  and  I  venture  to  use 
that  term  in  order  to  explain  a  little 
more  fully  what  I  believe  was  in  the 
mind  of  my  right  hon.  Friend.  We 
mean  by  a  Paniamentary  contract  an 
engagement  made  by  a  Statute  which, 
although  it  cannot  legally  bind  a  suc- 
ceeding Parliament,  or  even  the  exist- 
ing Parliament,  nevertheless  has  the 
effect  of  imposing  a  moral  obligation 
upon  Parliament  not  to  act  contnu^  to 
this  Statute.  Such  engagements  are 
constantly  made  by  Parliament.  When 
powers  are  granted  to  Bailway  Com- 
panies and  Municipalities,  a  species  of 
Parliamentary  contract  is  entered  into 
with  them ;  and  those  who  lend  money 
to  the  Municipality,  or  take  shares  in 
the  Company,  do  so  on  the  faith  of  the 
engagement  made  by  the  Act  which 
oonstitutes  the  Body.  This  is  exactly 
what  will  be  done  under  Clause  39. 
Under  that  clause  we  shall  have  given 
an  undertaking  that  when  we  wish 
to  alter  this  Act,  or  in  any  way  to 
vary  the  position  which  the  Irish. Legis- 
lature and  Ireland  will  hold .  tow^s 
us  under  it,  we  will  summon  back  the 
Irish  Members  in  order  to  take  counsel 
together  upon  the  subject.  Even  if  that 
clause  dia  not  stand  in  the  Bill,  we 
should  be  bound  in  honour  and  good 
faith  to  do  something  of  the  kind  ;  and 
all  the  clause  does  is  to  put,  in  a  clear 
and  definite  form,  what  the  obligation 
will  be.  This  contract,  like  most  con- 
tracts, is  a  two-sided  engagement.  On 
our  side  it  binds  us  not  to  repeal  this 
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Statute,  or  to  alter  it,  or  to  do  anything 
inoonslstent  with  it,  so  as  to  prejudice 
the  position  of  Ireland   without  sum- 
moning the  Irish  Members ;  and,  on  the 
other  hand,  it  binds  the  Lrish  Parlia- 
ment,  on  its  part,  to  observe  in  good 
faith  the  Statute  in  spirit  as  well  as  in 
letter,  to  act  fairly  under  it,  not  to  abuse 
or  pervert  the  powers  which  it  gives. 
While    Ireland,    through   her    Parlia- 
ment, observes  this  contract,  we  shall 
be  bound  to  observe  our  part  of  it ;  and 
80  long  as  Ireland  is  faithful  to  the  in- 
tentions of  the  Act  in  that  way,  so  long 
will  it  be  our  duty,   if  we  desire   to 
modify  the  Act,  to  summon  the  Irish 
Members  here.     But  if  the  Irish  Par- 
liament should  violate   the   spirit  and 
meaning  of  the  Act,  we,  on  our  side, 
shall  be  released  from  our  obligation ; 
aud  then  that  which  is  in  any  case  a 
legal  right  on  our  side  would  become 
also  a  moral  right,  because  a  breach  of 
the  contract  on  their  side  would  entitle 
us  to  use  our  full  legal  rights.  Now,  the 
imposition  of  such  a  moral  obligation  as 
this  is  not  a  change  which  will  alter  the 
general  character  of  the  Constitution. 
It  will  leave  the  sovereignty  of  Parlia- 
ment and  the  consequent  flexibility  of 
the  Constitution  as  they  were  before, 
since  means  are  provided  whereby  we  can 
repeal  the  Act  and  regain  any  freedom 
which  it  may  be  supposed  we  are  now 
morally,   though    not    legally,    parting 
with.     Coming  now  to  what  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bury  (Sir  Henry  James)  has  said  about 
the  functions  of  the  Courts  under  this 
Bill,  I  desire  to  call  attention  to  the 
matter,  because  I  am  afraid  that  hon. 
Members  may  be  misled  by  the  refer- 
ence which  he  has  made  to  the  position 
of  the  Privy  Council  as  compared  with 
that  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States.      Now,   in    the  United    States 
Congress  cannot  deal  with  the  decisions 
of  the    Supreme  Court,  because  those 
decisions  are  delivered  as  interpretations 
of  the  written  Constitution,  the  instru- 
ment which  creates  Congress,  and  which 
is  the  supreme  law  of  the  land  every- 
where.    The  Supreme  Court  is  out  of 
the  reach  of  Congress,  not  because  it  is  a 
Law  Court,  but  because  it  is  the  autho- 
rized interpreter,  or,  as  one  may  say, 
the  living  voice  of  a  document  superior 
in  auAority  to   the  will  of  Congress. 
But  in  this  countiy  Parliament  is  above 
the  Privy  Qoundl,  because  we  have  no 
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written  Constitution,  and  all  the  Courts 
are  bound  to  obey  the  will  of  Parlia- 
ment. Therefore,  we  shall  not  tie  our 
hands,  as  the  hands  of  Congress  are 
tied.  Under  this  Act  Parliament  will 
still  be  above  the  House  of  Lords,  above 
the  Privy  Council,  above  all  the  Courts 
of  Law  anywhere  within  the  Queen's 
Dominions.  No  conflict  can  therefore 
arise  between  the  decisions  of  the  Eng- 
lish and  the  Irish  Judges.  There  can 
be  no  conflict,  because  the  Bill  provides 
that  in  every  case  there  shall  be  an 
appeal  to  a  final  Court  of  Appeal,  and 
the  decision  of  that  Court  will  govern 
the  action  of  every  subordinate  Court, 
whether  Irish  or  English.  In  cases 
where  the  construction  of  this  Act  is  in 
question  the  appeal  lies  to  the  Privy 
Coimcil ;  in  ordinary  cases  it  lies  to  the 
House  of  Lords ;  but  in  any  case  it  will 
be  final ;  therefore  there  can  by  no  pos- 
sibility be  two  sets  of  Courts  continuing 
to  give  contradictory  decisions.  I  admit 
that  the  system  under  this  Bill  is  com- 
plicated. It  cannot  be  otherwise,  for  the 
complication  is  in  the  facts  with  which 
we  have  to  deal ;  but  consider  how  com- 
plicated the  British  Constitution  itself  is. 
We  have  superadded  to  the  complica- 
tions of  our  Constitutional  Common  Law 
and  Constitution^  Statutes  a  number 
of  understandings  and  conventions  which 
are  so  various  and  so  vague  and  so  deli- 
cate that  an  intelligent  stranger  reading 
and  studying  them  in  our  law  books 
would  pronounce  the  whole  system  in- 
capable of  working.  Sir  W.  Anson,  in 
his  recently-published  excellent  treatise 
on  the  English  Constitution,  says — 

**  If  our  Constitution  were  stripped  bare  of 
convention  and  displayed  in  its  legal  nakedness, 
it  wonld  he  found  not  only  unrecognizable,  but 
unworkable." 

That  is  perfectly  true,  and  the  Consti- 
tution becomes  workable  only  by  those 
conventions  and  understandings  which 
are  superadded  to  its  letter.  We  are 
not  the  only  country  which  is  in  the 
position  of  having  to  conduct  its  go- 
ve^nment  by  intricate  devices.  In  one 
way  or  other  this  problem  of  reconciling 
unity  of  government  with  local  auto- 
nomy and  national  diversities  has  con- 
fronted nearly  all  the  States  of  modern 
Europe.  Some  countries  have  tried  and 
have  succeeded,  as  in  the  case  of  Austria- 
Hungary  and  the  new  Germanic  Empire. 
I  do  not  deny  that  difficulties  are  found 
in  working    the  dual    system    in   the 
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Aafltro-Hungarian  Monarchy.  But  bow 
infinitely  better  is  tbe  political  condition 
of  all  its  parts ;  bow  muob  more  stable 
its  fabric  tban  in  tbe  days  before  1867, 
when  tbe  rigbts  of  Hungary  were 
ignored  and  tbe  semblance  of  unity 
maintained  by  the  disciples  of  Metter- 
niob.  Tbe  relations  of  tbe  Imperial 
Germanic  Legislature  to  tbe  large  States 
wbicb  form  part  of  tbat  Empire,  and 
wbicb,  I  believe,  bas  not  been  referred 
to  in  tbese  debates,  well  deserve  study. 
Bavaria  is  a  State  witb  a  population 
about  equal  to  that  of  Ireland,  and  it  is 
a  State  in  many  respects,  not  only  as  re- 
gards religion,  but  in  tbe  character  and 
habits  of  its  people,  very  unlike  the  great 
North  German  State  whose  influence 
is  paramount  in  the  Germanic  Body. 
Yet  it  has  been  found  possible,  since 
1870,  for  Bavaria  to  work  harmoniously 
witb  Prussia.  I  will  give  another  in- 
stance, which  is  rather  a  curious  one. 
It  is  an  instance  on  a  small  scale,  be- 
cause the  population  of  the  Island  is 
small ;  but  it  relates  to  a  country  which 
ought  to  be  interesting  to  us,  not  only 
from  the  ties  of  blood  which  unite  us  to 
its  people,  but  from  tbe  splendour,  un- 
rivalled in  the  modem  world,  of  its  early 
literature — I  mean  the  case  of  Iceland. 
[Cries  of  "Ob!"  from  the  Opposition.'] 
Hon.  Members  opposite  seem  curiously 
anxious  to  have  no  information  upon  this 
subject.  I  suppose  they  would  rather  I 
should  tread  again  the  weary  round  of 
hackneyed  arguments  which  we  have 
listened  to  from  those  Benches,  than 
tbat  I  should  endeavour  to  throw  light 
upon  the  subject  by  means  of  some  new 
illustration.  For  30  years  the  people  of 
Iceland — a  poor  and  scattered,  though 
a  high-spirited  people  —  sustained  a 
struggle  against  the  power  of  the 
Danidk  Monarchy.  They  demanded 
legislative  independence  ;  they  pro- 
tested against  being  governed  by  and 
from  Denmark ;  and  when  Denmark 
offered  them  a  voice  and  a  seat  in  her 
Diet  they  refused  it,  because  thev  would 
be  in  a  minority  there,  and  because 
that  Body,  as  they  said,  cared  nothing 
and  knew  nothing  about  their  concerns. 
In  1874  tbe  Danish  Government  at  last 
yielded,  and  conceded  what  may  be 
called  legislative  independence  to  tbe 
Icelandic  Parliament.  Ever  since  then 
things  have  gone  on  with  comparative 
smoothness  and  harmony.  The  Ice- 
landers are  not  yet  contented,  because 
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they  desire  that  the  seat  of  administra- 
tion, which  tbe  Danes  keep  at  Copen- 
hagen, should  be  transferred  to  tbe 
capital  of  Iceland.  They  have,  there- 
fore, only  got  half  tbe  Home  Bule 
they  demanded,  and  one-half  of  tbe 
Home  Eule  we  propose  to  give  to  Ire- 
land by  this  Bill.  

Lord  EANDOLPH  OHUECHILL 
(Paddington,  S.) :  What  is  the  distance 
between  Iceland  and  Denmark  ? 

Mb.  BEYCE:  The  noble  Lord  will 
find  that  by  looking  at  the  map. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL: 
About  1,000  miles  I  think. 

Mr.  BEYCE:  About  1,100;  I  wiU 
make  the  noble  Lord  a  present  of 
another  100  miles.  The  distance  makes 
no  substantial  difference  to  my  argu- 
ment. It  was  just  as  easy  for  the  Danes 
to  say  that  they  knew  much  better  what 
was  good  for  the  Icelanders  tban  tbe 
Icelanders  did  themselves,  as  for  us  to 
say  that  to  Ireland ;  and  it  was  more 
obvious — it  was  even  more  natural — for 
them  to  insist  that  Home  Eule  meant 
separation,  than  for  them  to  say  tbat 
Iceland  was  a  poverty-stricken  country 
and  could  not  prosper  unless  under  the 
wing  of  Denmark.  I  wish  to  read  to 
the  House  a  few  lines  which  I  have  just 
received  from  an  eminent  Icelander,  to 
whom  I  had  written  for  tbe  latest  infor- 
mation on  this  subject.     He  says — 

**Th«  relations  between  the  two  oonntriei 
are  now  incomparably  more  peaceful  than  they 
were  before  1874,  owing  to  the  recognition  by 
the  Constitution  of  the  Icelanders  as  a  people 
capable  of  taking  care  of  themselves ;  owin^  to 
tbe  quieting  effect  that  reliance  on  recognized 
national  rights  engenders ;  owing  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  people  haying  been  direrted  from  an 
agitation  which  left  them  idle  to  cultivate  the 
arts  of  hatred  to  the  multifarious  element  that 
constitute  the  development  of  internal  resources 
and  national  progress.  A  return  to  the  bitter 
disaffection  prevailing  previous  to  1874  or  any- 
thing like  it  is  now  an  impossibility." 

But,  Sir,  there  is  another  class  of  in- 
stances furnished  us  by  modern  Europe 
where  nations  have  had  this  problem 
presented  to  them,  and  where  they  have 
shrunk  from  grappling  fairly  with  it. 
When  confronted  by  disaffection  due  to 
unsatisfied  national  sentiment,  they  have 
refused  to  recognize  and  give  legitimate 
scope  to  that  sentiment.  What  has  been 
the  consequence?  Do  hon.  Members 
recollect  that  for  some  years  before  1830 
there  was  a  constant  struggle  going  on 
between  Holland  and  Be^um?  The 
Bel^ans  dem^dod  some  recognition  of 
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their  nationality,  some  separate  institu- 
tions for  Belgium ;  the  Dutch,  in  their 
national  pride,   refused.    In  1830  the 
Parisian  Revolution  fanned  the  embers 
into  flame.  The  Belgians  rose ;  Holland 
remained  obstinate ;  and  at  last,  because 
she  had  refused  moderate  concessions, 
she  lost  Belgium  altogether.    The  same 
is  the  moral  of  the  relations  between 
Denmark  and  the  Duchies  of  Schleswig 
and  Holstein.     During  many  years  the 
German   population  of   these    Duchies 
continued  to  plead  for  a  due  recognition 
of  their  differences  from  the  rest  of  the 
Danish  Monarchy;  but  the  Danes  said 
— **  No ;  we  are  and  will  be  one  nation  ; 
we  will    make    no   exception   in   your 
favour.  You  are  Danish  subjects ;  Danes 
you  shall  be."     The   Danish  language 
was  taught  in  all  the  schools  of  Schles- 
wig,  and  every  spark  of  German  na- 
tionality was  to  be  trodden  out.    What 
was  the  consequence?    The  discontent 
of  Schleswig  and  Holstein  found  sym- 
pathy in  Germany,  and  the  Germanic 
J^owers  came  in.    You  will  say  that 
there  is  no  great  Power  to  interfere 
between  us  and  Ireland.    That  is  quite 
true.    It  is  not  always  in  the  same  way 
that  these  problems  are  solved.    But 
they  find    their  solution  nevertheless, 
and  it  is  one  which  punishes  the  pride 
and    obstinacy    of    a    dominant    race. 
Schleswig  and  Holstein  kept  up  their 
discontent  so  long,  that  at  last  the  hour 
arrived  for  which  they  had  been  wait- 
ing, and  Denmark  saw  herself  deprived 
of  those  Provinces  which  a  policy  of 
moderate  conciliation  would   have  en- 
abled her  to  retain.    We  have  also  the 
case  of  Bussia  and  Poland  and  Finland. 
Bussia  allowed  Finland  autonomy ;  and 
it  is  at  this  day  a  peaceable,  prosperous, 
and  contented  Province  of  the  Czar's 
Dominions,  inspiring  him  with  no  fear 
of  conspiracies  or  revolts,  although  the 
frontier  of  Finland  comes  almost  to  the 
gates  of  St.  Petersburg.    Bussia  refused 
to  deal  in  the  same  spirit  with  Poland, 
and  what  were  the  consequences  ?    She 
has,   indeed,   or   she    seems    to    have, 
crushed  Poland ;  but  I  ask  hon.  Mem- 
bers whether  they  desire  to  see  this 
country  imitate  the  methods  by  which 
Poland  has  been  crushed?    This  force 
of  nationality  is  a  great  force  in  human 
affairs.    The  hon.   and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Plymouth  (Mr.  Edward  Clarke) 
spoke  on    Thursday  night  with  some 
contempt  of  the  feeling  of  nationality. 


I  do  not  say  that  it  is  always  a  good 
thing.     It  is  one  of  those  sentiments 
which,   though  primarily  and  usually 
good,  because  it  binds  men  together  by 
a  common  devotion  to  a  fine  idea,  may 
also  become  a  destroying  power  and  the 
instrument  of  evil.     It  works  for  good 
or  ill,  just  as  you  choose  to  treat  it. 
But  it  is  a  force  which  Governments 
ignore  at  their  peril.     I  submit  that  the 
wise  and  prudent  course  for  statesmen 
to  take  is  by  giving  such  recognition  as 
they  can  to  the  principle  of  nationality 
to  make  it  what  it  ought  to  be,  a  fer- 
tilizing stream,  and  not  a  devastating 
torrent— a  means  of  fostering  and  en- 
nobling national  life,  and  not  a  source 
of  disaffection  and  hatred.     Sir,  I  am 
surprised   at  some  of  the  speeches  on 
this  side  as  regards  the    motives  for 
bringing  in  this  Bill.      There  was  a 
speech  made  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Somerset  (Mr.  Hobhouse), 
in  which  he  asked  why  we  could  not  do 
for  Ireland  in  this  House  everything 
we  thought  she  needed  ?    My  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  did  not  sit  in  the  last 
Parliament.    If  he  had  done  so,  I  think 
that,  with  his  fair  mind,  he  would  not 
have  asked  such  a  question.    What  did 
we  see  in  the  last  Parliament?    There 
was  much  Irish  legislation ;  there  was, 
indeed,  very  little  else  than  Irish  legis- 
lation ;  but  it  was  almost  always  opposed 
by  the  Irish  Nationalist  Members ;  and 
we  on  this  side  of  the  House,  who  pro- 
moted it,  never  had  the  satisfaction  of 
feeling .  that  it  was  the  kind  of  legisla- 
tion which  the  Irish  people  wanted.  We 
complained  of  the  behaviour  of  those 
Members;  but  we  came  at  last  to  feel 
that  they  were  justified    in  declaring 
that  this  House  is  not  a  fitplace  wherein 
to  legislate  for  Ireland.  We  are  accused 
of  putting  forward  this  Bill  as  a  counsel 
of  despair.    Sir,  I  do  not  support  it  as  a 
counsel  of  despair ;  I  do  not  support  it 
as  the  only  alternative  to  a  long  course 
of  coercion,   although    I  believe  such 
coercion  to  be  the  only  alternative  policy ; 
but  I  support  it  because  I  believe  it  to 
be  a  good  thing  in  itself.    I  believe  that 
Ireland  will  be  better  legislated  for  in  a 
Legislature  in  Dublin  by  its  own  Mem- 
bers, because  that  Legislature  will  be  in 
sympathy  with    the  feelings   and  will 
understand    the    needs   of    its    fellow- 
citizens.     We,   in    this    Parliament  — 
English    and    Scotch    Members  —  are 
ignorant    of   the    wants  of    the    Irish 
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people.  We  vote  at  the  sound  of  the 
division  bell,  as  the  Party  Whips  tell 
us.  [**0h!'']  That  has  certainly  been 
the  rule  of  hon.  Members  opposite,  even 
more  than  of  Members  on  this  side ; 
and  what  does  the  Government  do? 
The  Government  is  guided  by  its  Chief 
Secretary,  and  the  Chief  Secretary  is 
guided  by  the  permanent  officials  at 
Dublin  Castle,  so  that  to  talk  of  Ireland 
having  any  real  self-government  is  alto- 
gether idle,  because  Ireland  is  governed 
in  and  through  this  House,  in  which 
Irish  Members  are  in  a  small,  and 
usually,  also,  an  unpopular  minority. 
Now  that  so  many  of  us  are  being 
reproached  with  recent  conversions  on 
this  subject,  I  should  like  to  read  to  the 
House  a  few  sentences  of  an  article 
which  I  wrote  three  years  ago,  in  order 
to  show  that  I,  at  any  rate,  have  not 
changed  my  opinion  on  this  point.  This 
is  what  I  wrote— 

"  Acts  are  passed  for  Ireland,  administrative 
policies  are  adopted  in  Ireland,  and  defended 
by  the  Qovemment  on  the  floor  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  which  those  who  know  Ireland 
know  to  be  mistakes,  sure  to  end  in  failure.  If 
they  related  to  English  affairs,  English  Mem- 
bers would  be  interested;  one  could  talk  to 
them  in  private ;  one  could  appeal  to  them  in 
debate ;  the  newspapers  would  be  used :  public 
opinion  would  check  an  erring  Ministry.  But 
where  the  mistake  relates  to  Ireland  this  cannot 
be  done.  Since  they  do  not  understand  Ire- 
land the  English  and  Scotch  majority  deliver 
their  votes  into  the  hands  of  the  Gk>vemment, 
the  Government  delivers  itself  into  the  hands 
of  the  Chief  Secretary ;  and  even  if  an  English 
Member  here  and  there  is  found  who,  knowing 
something  of  Ireland,  can  protest  against  the 
blunders  he  sees  a  Chief  Secretary  committing, 
he  protests  in  vain,  for  he  finds  no  more  sup» 
port  in  English  public  opinion  or  in  the  Press 
than  he  does  from  his  uninformed  brother 
Members." 

It  is  idle  to  think  of  legislating  satis- 
factorily for  Ireland  in  a  House  in  which 
the  Irish  Members  constitute  a  small 
minority  out  of  sympathy  with  the  ma- 
jority— a  House  chiefly  composed  of 
Members  who  have  never  been  in  Ire- 
land, and  have  no  direct  personal  know- 
ledge of  Irish  conditions  and  Irish  senti^ 
ment — a  House  whose  acts  and  votes  are 
checked  and  nullified  by  another  and  an 
irresponsible  Heuse,  in  which  there  is 
not  a  single  Bepresentative  of  Irish 
national  feeling.  The  thing  most  ne- 
cessary to  us  in  this  matter  at  this 
juncture  is  to  look  facts  fairly  and 
fully  in  the  face.  I  have  felt  this 
strongly  in  reading  the  powerful  speeches 
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deb'vered  during  the  Easter  Becess  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
East  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Goschen),  whom  I 
am  sorry  not  to  see  in  his  place.  He 
seems  to  me  to  speak  like  a  man  who 
does  not  see — who,  at  any  rate,  does  not 
realize — the  dominant  facts  of  the  situa- 
tion. Those  who  desire  a  strong,  re- 
pressive Government  for  Ireland  talk  as 
if,  in  order  to  suoceed  in  ruling  and 
pacifying  Ireland,  England  and  Scotland 
need  only  to  put  their  foot  down ;  and  we 
have  had  this  very  day  in  the  newspapers 
a  vigorous  and  trenchant  expression  of 
that  view  from  the  Leader  of  the  Tory 
Party.  He  says  what  Ireland  wants  in 
a  Government  that  will  govern 

''  Consistently  and  resolutdy  for  20  years — a 
Government  that  does  not  flinch,  that  does  not 
vary — a  Qovemment  that  she  cannot  hope  to 
beat  down  by  agitations  at  Westminster — a 
Government  that  does  not  alter  in  its  resolu- 
tions or  its  temperature  by  the  Purty  changes 
which  take  place  at  Westminiter." 

That  is  a  very  happy  description  of  the 
kind  of  Government  we  need  from  the 
Head  of  the  late  Government,  which  did 
not  renew  the  Coercion  Act  just  before 
the  General  Election,  which  courted  the 
favour  of  the  Nationalist  Party  during 
the  Election,  and  which  proposed  to  sup- 
press the  National  League  after  the 
General  Election,  when  it  saw  itself  on 
the  point  of  inevitable  defeat.  Sir,  if  we 
look  for  a  Government  that  will  be  re- 
solute for  20  years  we  are  hardly  likely 
to  find  it  in  that  quarter.  Now,  I  admit 
that  England  and  Scotland  can  govern 
Ireland  in  that  way.  We  in  Great  Bri- 
tain are  30,000,000  of  people;  we  have 
got  the  men ;  we  have  got  the  ships  and 
the  arms ;  and  we  have  got  the  money 
too;  and  if  Great  Britain  chooses  to  put 
her  foot  down,  she  can  crush  Ireland 
under  an  iron  heel.  But  let  me  ask  this 
question — ^Is  this  what  the  British  people 
wish  or  mean  to  do?  If  our  Govern- 
ment were  a  despotism,  Sir,  or  such  an 
oligarchy  as  ruled  before  the  Beform 
Act  of  1 832, 1  could  understand  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  Goschen)  or  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury  making  this  proposition.  But 
what  are  we  ?  We  are  a  democracy, 
Sir—a  modem  democracy.  A  modem 
democracy  is  fitted  neither  by  its  methods 
of  government  nor  by  its  sentiments  for 
a  policy  of  that  sort.  A  democracy  would 
not  consent  to,  and,  if  it  had  oonsented, 
would  never  persist  in  such  a  policy.  A 
democracy  has  a  short  memory;  and 
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although  it  might,  in  a  moment  of  ex- 
asperation, pass  seyere  laws,  it  would 
soon  forget  the  occasion  of  those  laws 
and  repeal  them.  A  democraoj  loves 
equality,  and  it  could  not  bear  to  think, 
as  it  would  be  apt  to  think,  that  in 
ruling  by  stem  laws  it  was  oppressing 
the  masses  of  the  people  in  the  interest 
of  a  landlord  class.  A  democretoy  has  a 
tender  conscience,  and  a  dislike— perhaps 
too  strong  a  dislike — of  severe  methods ; 
it  would  be  pained  by  the  fear  that  it  was 
doinginj  ustice  and  sanctioning h arshness. 
A  democracy  loves  freedom,  and  it  would 
refuse  to  put  into  the  hands  of  a  Govern- 
ment such  as  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury 
contemplates  that  suspension  of  the 
Irish  representation,  that  subjection  of 
Ireland  to  arbitrary  rule,  which  would 
be  necessary  for  his  purpose.  I  am  not 
arguing  now  whether  in  all  this  demo- 
cracy may  be  right  or  wrong,  or  whe- 
ther we  have  done  foolishly  or  wisely 
in  making  our  Government  a  democracy. 
With  such  questions  I  am  not  concerned, 
for  what  I  ask  the  House  is  to  realize 
the  present  facts  and  their  consequences. 
I  say  that  we  are  a  democracy,  and  that 
we  must,  therefore,  govern  on  democratic 
principles.  I  may  be  asked — *'  Is  it  pos- 
sible, then,  for  democracies  to  govern  ? 
Are  you  not  admitting  that  they  can- 
not?" I  answer  that  it  is  possible 
for  a  democracy  to  govern,  but  only  on 
democratic  principles.  This  is  a  point 
which  is  convincingly  illustrated  by  the 
example  of  the  United  States.  I  have 
noticed  that  throughout  this  debate  hon. 
Members  have  been  appealing  to  the 
Civil  War  in  America,  and  the  conduct 
of  the  Northern  States  in  that  supreme 
crisis,  as  a  reason  and  precedent  for  our 
keeping  down  Ireland.  The  argument, 
when  once  the  facts  have  been  duly 
mastered,  points  the  other  way.  A  part 
of  the  United  States  rebelled  on  behalf 
of  one  of  the  worst  of  causes  in  which 
men  ever  took  up  arms.  The  North, 
animated  by  a  strong  sentiment  of  na- 
tionality, and  by  a  hatred  of  slavery, 
determined  to  put  that  rebellion  down, 
and  did  put  it  down.  So  we,  if  Ireland 
were  to  secede,  would  determine  to  keep 
her  attached  to  this  Island,  and  by 
force  of  arms  we  should  succeed.  But 
it  is  not  in  war  that  the  chief  difficulty 
lies  —  it  is  in  governing  afterwards. 
What  did  the  limited  States  do  when 
the  Civil  War  came  to  an  end  ?  First  of 
all,  they  tried  the  experiment  of  govem- 
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ing  the  Southern  States  by  military  occu- 
pation, and  they  found  that  that  system 
broke  down,  because  it  was  impossible 
to  keep  the  people  in  subjection  and  the 
country  tranquil  by  military  force  alone. 
Then  they  tried  to  govern  it  by  the  dis- 
franchisement of  all  who  took  part  in 
the  war  against  the  Union ;  and  they 
handed  over  the  Qt)vemment  to  the 
negroes  and  a  number  of  Northern  ad- 
venturers, and  that  system  broke  down. 
Outrages,  perpetrated  upon  the  negroes 
or  on  the  Northern  men  who  had  come 
down  into  the  Carolinas  and  Tennessee^ 
became  frequent,  and  could  not  be 
cheeked  by  the  Civil  Authorities.  The 
condition  of  things  in  the  South  during 
those  years  was  a  scandal  to  the  coun- 
try. Then  at  last,  with  the  strong  prac- 
tical sense  which  becomes  a  free  people, 
and  which  especially  distinguishes  the 
people  of  America,  they  came  back  to 
their  original  principles.  They  set  up  the 
Southern  States  as  self-governing  com- 
munities on  the  old  lines ;  they  restored 
the  suffrage  to  all  citizens,  declcuing 
those  who  had  taken  part  in  the  war  to 
be  exempt  from  further  consequences ; 
and  then  the  outrages  came  to  an  end, 
and  those  disorderly  Southern  com- 
munities became  speedily  prosperous 
and  law-abiding,  ^e  example  of  the 
United  States  is  the  strongest  possible 
case  you  could  have  to  show  that  a 
democratic  system  must  be  true  to  itself, 
and  that  only  so  can  it  succeed.  I  have 
endeavoured,  in  this  argument,  to  ad- 
dress myself  to  those  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  follow  the  lead  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess the  Member  for  Rossendale  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  in  denying 
the  need  for  an  Irish  Legislature.  But 
there  is  another  group  of  Members  who 
are  also  very  doubtful  as  to  the  support 
they  will  give  to  this  Bill.  They  say 
they  wish  to  go  with  us,  but  that  there 
is  one  respect  in  which  they  desire 
alterations  in  the  present  scheme.  They 
are  anxious  to  retain  the  Irish  Members 
in  the  Imperial  Parliament.  I  believe 
that  the  Government  have  repeatedly 
stated  that  they  look  on  the  whole  ques- 
tion of  the  presence  of  Irish  Members 
in  this  House  for  Imperial  purposes  as 
a  question  open  for  unprejudiced  con- 
sideration in  Committee.  Do  my  hon. 
Friends  desire  anything  further?  Do 
they  wish  the  Irish  Members  to  remain 
here  for  all  purposes  ?  Do  they  mean 
that    these  Members    shall  vote  upon 
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En^^lish  and  Sootcli  Bills  not  affecting 
their  own  constituents — Bills  as  to  which 
they  have  neither  interest  nor  responsi- 
bility ?  Do  they  also  wish  every  ques- 
tion that  has  been  fought  out  in  the 
Irish  Parliament  to  be  fought  again  over 
here  ?  Such  a  scheme  would  be  so  con- 
trary to  the  principle  and  purpose  of 
this  Bill,  that  I  can  only  suppose  that 
my  hon.  Friends  mean  that  Irish  Mem- 
bers should  vote  on  none  but  Imperial 
questions.  If  that  be  so,  they  will  make 
a  great  mistake  if  they  oppose  this  Bill, 
which  does  not  conclude  this  question, 
and  which,  as  has  been  intimated  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  is  suscep- 
tible of  Amendments  such  as  they  desire. 
As  to  the  cases  of  Scotland  and  Wales, 
these  are  cases  which  are  not  now  be- 
fore us.  I  do  not  believe  that  there 
exists  in  Scotland  any  demand  for  a 
separate  Legislature.  If  ever  such  a 
demand  is  made  by  the  Scottish  people 
with  anything  resembling  the  volume 
of  demand  now  made  by  Ireland,  it  will 
be  time  enough  for  us  to  consider  it ; 
and  when  it  is  considered  it  will  be  dealt 
with  upon  its  own  merits.  No  one  who 
knows  the  Scottish  people  will  doubt 
that  they  will  obtain  whatever  they 
seek.  But  I  venture  to  ask  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway  whether  they 
have  realized  the  effect  of  the  decision 
they  will  give  if  they  vote  against  this 
Bill  ?  We  are  exposed  here  to  what  I 
may  call  a  triple  fire.  Besides  the  fire 
that  comes  from  the  Benches  opposite, 
and  that  we  receive  from  some  of  those 
who  sit  behind  us — the  noble  Marquess 
and  those  who  act  with  him — we  have 
had,  if  not  a  volley,  yet  some  dropping 
shots — I  hope  they  will  be  nothing  more 
than  dropping  shots — from  below  the 
Gangway.  I  ask  those  hon.  Members 
to  consider  what  the  result  will  be  if 
they  join  the  noble  Marquess  and  the 
Tory  Party  in  throwing  out  the  Bill? 
We  know  what  the  Tory  policy  is.  It 
is  force.  It  is  repression,  prolonged  and 
stem  repression.  What  did  the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury  tell  his  followers  on 
Saturday  night?  "  Eemember,"  he  said 
to  them,  **  that  you  are  the  most  powerful 
Party."  Yes,  Sir ;  they  are  numerically 
the  most  powerful  of  the  Parties  opposed 
to  this  Bill ;  and  if  this  Bill  should  be 
rejected,  and  the  reins  of  Government 
shoidd  unhappily  pass  to  them,  it  is  their 
policy  that  will  and  must  prevail.  Do 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  who 
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quarrel  with  this  Bill  on  some  of  its 
minor  details— do  they  reflect  that  the 
consequence  of  their  vote  will  be  to 
throw  power  into  the  hands  of  the  Tory 
Party,  and  open  up  for  Ireland  another 
era  of  coercion  for  the  two  peoples,  an- 
other era  of  exasperation  and  hatred  ?  I 
do  not  wish  to  use  a  single  word  of  re- 
proach to  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way. I  know  perfectly  well  that  most  of 
them — nearly  all  of  them — ^are  acting 
from  high  and  pure  motives.  I  believe 
that  many  of  them  are  acting  in  a  way 
that  is  painful  to  themselves,  and  in  a 
spirit,  I  may  say,  of  self-sacrifice.  But  I 
do  ask  them  to  consider  seriously  whether 
they  are  not  playing  the  game  of  their 
opponents;  whether  they  are  not  being 
made  a  cat's-paw  of;  whether  they  are 
not  throwing  away,  if  they  vote  against 
this  Bill,  out  of  dislike  to  some  of  its 
details,  and  in  the  hope,  apparently,  of 
what  they  call  a  federal  scheme — which 
they  will  not  get  from  the  Party  opposite 
— whether  they  are  not  throwing  away 
the  best  chance  offered  us  in  this  century 
of  healing  the  secular  strife  between  the 
two  countries?  The  opinion  of  the  whole 
Irish  race  throughout  the  world  has  wel- 
comed this  Bill — has  expressed  its  grati- 
tude for  it.  [Laughter  from  the  Oppost- 
tton,']  I  am  glad  of  that  scornful  laugh. 
It  shows  the  sentiments  which  hon. 
Members  opposite  entertain.  It  shows 
how  low  is  their  view  of  human  nature, 
as  well  as  of  Irish  human  nature,  when 
they  cannot  feel  the  worth  of  such  a 
welcome.  We,  I  hope,  do  feel  both 
touched  and  encouraged  by  the  reception 
which  the  Irish  race  throughout  the 
world  has  given  to  this  Bill.  [An  hon. 
Member  :  What  about  Ulster  f]  I  ask 
hon.  Members  whether,  in  view  of  that 
reception,  and  with  the  hope  which  this 
measure  holds  out,  they  are  ready  again 
to  launch  us  on  that  angry  sea  of  per- 
plexities on  which  we  have  been  tossed 
since  1801  ?  Sir,  the  pride  and  the  fears 
of  a  certain  section  of  Liberal  Members, 
and  what  I  venture  to  call  the  short- 
sightedness of  another  section  of  Liberal 
Members,  may  endanger  this  Bill ;  but 
we  shall  feel,  whatever  happens,  great 
comfort  and  satisfaction  in  the  thought 
that  the  relations  of  the  Liberal  Party, 
and  I  will  say,  also,  of  the  English 
people,  to  the  Irish  people  are  now 
different  from  what  they  have  ever  been 
before  since  the  Act  of  Union.  It  was 
painful  to  many  of  us  in  the  last  Parlia- 
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ment  to  have  so  often  to  vote  against  the 
Iiish  Members  when  we  knew  that,  al- 
though we  might  think  them  misguided, 
thej  were  acting  for  what  they  held  to 
be  the  interests  of  their  country,  and  in 
obedience  to  its  will.  I  hope  that  all 
that  is  at  an  end,  and  that  the  Irish 
people  will  know,  henceforth,  that  they 
have  friends  and  helpers  in  England. 
Sir,  the  democracy  of  England— the 
new-bom  democracy  of  England — is  pre- 
pared to  do  what  is  right  by  the  Irish 
people ;  and  I  trust  that  the  knowledge 
of  its  purpose  and  its  sympathy  will 
enable  the  Irish  people  to  await  in  a 
oalm  and  law-abiding  spirit  the  fulfil- 
ment of  their  wishes — wishes  whose  jus- 
tice we  have  now,  at  last,  admitted,  and 
for  which,  in  this  House  and  out  of  this 
House,  on  every  platform  in  Great  Bri- 
tain, we  shall  not  cease  to  do  battle. 

Mb.  a.  W.  hall  (Oxford):  The 
House  has  listened  with  great  interest 
to  the  able  speech  of  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs ;  but  it  is 
quite  evident  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
leels  that  the  battle  he  is  fighting  is  a 
losing  one.  Indeed  the  hon.  Gentleman 
attempted  to  fulfil  a  difficult  task,  which 
is  altogether  incapable  of  fulfilment, 
when  he  attempted  to  answer  the  argu- 
ments of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bury  (Sir  Henry  James). 
I  will  not  say  how  far  I  think  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  succeeded  in  demolish- 
ing those  arguments,  because  it  is  im- 
possible that  my  opinion  on  the  subject 
should  coincide  with  his  own.  Nor  will 
I  follow  him  in  his  researches,  which 
took  him  as  far  as  the  North  Pole. 
Those  researches  were  interesting,  but 
I  think  the  remark  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Paddington  (Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill)  considerably  demolished  their 
relevance.  The  hon.  Gentleman  at- 
tempted to  startle  the  House  by  the 
announcement  that  we  are  on  the  eve  of 
a  Dissolution.  Speaking  for  this  side  of 
the  House,  I  may  say  that  we  are  in  no 
degree  afraid  of  a  Dissolution  ;  and  I 
have  no  doubt  the  hon.  Gentleman  feels 
that,  whatever  alterations  or  concessions 
may  be  made  or  can  be  made  in  regard 
to  the  Bill,  it  is  absolutely  impossible 
that  it  should  pass  into  law.  I  think, 
nevertheless,  that  we  had  a  right  to  ex- 
pect that  the  Prime  Minister  would 
reg^ard  the  verdict  of  this  House,  when 
it  shall  have  been  delivered,as  something 
approaching  a  final  verdict.    I  should 


have  thought  that  the  Prime  Minister 
would  recollect,  and  no  one  more  gladly, 
that  the  Parliament  is  one  which  has 
not  only  been  in  existence  for  a  very 
short  time,  but  that  it  is  also  a  Parlia- 
ment mainly  of  his  own  creation.  It  is 
the  most  democratic  Parliament  pro- 
bably that  ever  sat  within  these  walls ; 
and  yet  we  are  now  told  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  that  so  little  can  it 
be  trusted  to  represent  the  opinion  of 
the  people  of  the  country,  both  educated 
and  uneducated,  that  if  it  rejects  this 
Bill  it  is  to  be  immediately  dissolved. 

t Irish  cheerB.']  No  doubt,  the  Irish 
f  embers  will  be  glad  to  find  any  escape 
from  the  consequences  of  a  defeat.  I 
would  submit  this  to  the  House  generally, 
as  well  as  to  the  Irish  Members— that  it 
is  impossible  for  the  Bill  to  pass  into 
law.  Everybody  knows  that  it  cannot ; 
and  under  such  circumstances  it  must 
be  for  the  interests  of  everybody  con- 
cerned, and  particularly  for  the  interests 
of  Ireland,  that  it  should  be  rejected  by 
a  large  majority.  Its  rejection  by  a 
large  majority  will  tend  to  clear  away, 
at  all  events  for  a  time,  the  wild 
visions  which  are  entertained  by  some 
of  the  Irish  people,  at  the  instigation  of 
the  Nationalist  Party,  of  some  phantom 
independent  Parliament  which  we,  the 
English  nation,  will  never  grant,  and 
which  it  is  simply  idle  to  attempt  to 
create.  Therefore,  I  venture  to  submit 
that  the  best  thing  the  Irish  Members 
can  do  is  to  accept  the  defeat  which  this 
House  in  its  wisdom  will  give  them — 
although  I  certainly  do  not  expect  them 
to  do  so  with  anything  like  a  good 
grace.  As  far  as  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment are  concerned,  I  think  the  best 
course  for  them  to  adopt  is  to  accept 
their  fall  as  gracefully  as  they  can,  and  to 
endeavour  by  really  wise  and  salutary 
laws — [An  Irish  Membee  :  Coercion  and 
emigration.]  —  to  establish  the  future 
commercial  prosperity  of  Ireland.  There 
cannot  be  the  slightest  possibility  of  a 
doubt  that  the  House  of  Commons 
cannot  accept  this  Bill.  If  it  were  to 
be  passed  the  future  itatu9  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  as  has  been  clearly 
shown  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bury  (Sir  Henry  Jaines), 
would  be  completely  revolutionized,  and 
not  only  revolutionized,  but  it  would 
take  an  entirely  different  form  from 
anything    this    generation    has    ever 
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known;  beoaase,  instead  of  being  the 
supreme  power  in  the  State,  it  would 
have  to  acknowledge  the  presence  of  a 
rival  Parliament,  which,  if  not  co-equal 
and  co-ordinate  with  itself,  would  even- 
tually become  co-equal  and  co-ordinate. 
I  confess  that  I  am  jealous,  and  I  hope 
that  other  hon.  Members  are  also,  of  the 
dignity  of  this  House ;  and  if  there  are 
no  other  reasons  against  this  Bill — and 
the  air  is  full  of  such  reasons — I  should 
vote  against  it  and  work  against  it 
simply  because  it  has  been  dearly 
proved,  in  the  course  of  this  debate, 
that  in  a  substantial  degree  it  would 
derogate  from  the  dignity  and  the  power 
and  the  honour  of  this  House.  That 
assertion  will,  of  course,  be  questioned 
not  only  by  those  who  support  the  Bill, 
but  by  the  Irish  Members  ;  but  if  it  is 
denied  that  the  new  Parliament  pro- 
posed for  Ireland  is  to  be  co-equal  and 
co-ordinate  with  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment, I  am  certainly  surprised  that  the 
Irish  Members  should  seek  to  resign 
their  proud  position  as  Members  of  this 
ancient  and  famous  Assembly  to  become 
Members  of  this  brand  new  Legislative 
Assembly  on  College  Green.  It  is  only 
on  the  hypothesis  that  instead  of  a  mere 
debating  Assembly  the  Parliament  on 
College  Green  is  to  be  the  powerful 
Parliament  of  a  separate  nation  that 
they  are  willing  to  make  an  exchange 
which  on  any  other  hypothesis  woidd  be 
ludicrous.  It  is  a  good  gauge  of  what 
the  Imperial  House  of  Commons  will 
lose  by  the  Bill  when  Irish  Members  are 
willing  to  exchange  their  future  position 
in  it  for  one  in  the  Irish  Parliament. 
I  believe  that  the  instincts  of  this  House 
and  of  the  people  out-of-doors  would  be 
altogether  against  any  derogation  of 
the  dignity  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  of  any  shrinkage  of  the  national 
horizon.  Then  why  not  follow  our 
instincts  ?  If  we  had  done  so  the  Bill 
would  never  have  got  beyond  a  first 
reading.  It  is  only  out  of  respect  to 
the  Prime  Minister — a  respect  which 
would  be  accorded  to  no  other  living 
man — that  the  House  of  Commons  has 
consented  to  read  this  Bill  a  first  time, 
and  thus  to  enter  upon  a  path  which 
the  Chief  Secretary  called  a  path  of 
peace ;  but  which  most  people  consider 
to  be  a  path  not  of  peace,  but  of  war, 
which  will  lead  us  neither  to  security 
nor  to  glory.  It  has  been  said  that  we 
cannot  govern  a  people  except  by  their 
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own  consent.  But  by  whose  consent? 
We  think  it  would  be  by  the  consent 
of  the  majority  of  the  people  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell) 
told  us  the  other  night  that  Ireland  was 
a  nation.  Since  then,  however,  we  have 
heard  that  she  consists  of  two  nations.  I 
do  not  care  whether  Ireland  is  one  or 
two  nations ;  at  any  rate,  she  is  not  a 
foreign  nation,  but  an  integral  part  of 
the  British  Empire;  and  the  question 
we  have  to  ask  ourselves  is,  what  pro- 
portion does  she  bear  to  the  whole  ?  It 
is  admitted  that  in  the  past  Ireland  has 
been  atrociously  misgoverned;  but  surely 
England  has  done  much  of  late  years  to 
entitle  her  to  absolution,  having  freely 
confessed  and  atoned  for  the  faults  of 
bygone  generations.  We  fully  admit, 
and  will  go  on  admitting  it,  it  will 
give  the  Irish  Members  pleasure  that 
Ireland  has  been  atrociously  misgoverned 
in  the  past.  One  cannot  read  of  the 
misgovemment  of  Ireland  without  a 
blush  of  shame  at  the  selfishness  of 
English  traders;  and  there  was  never 
greater  mischief  done  than  when  the 
Irish  Parliament  itself  consented  to  be- 
come the  medium  whereby  the  woollen 
industry  was  choked  and  throttled  in 
that  country.  Looking  back  upon  the 
history  of  the  country,  one  cannot  be 
surprised  at  that  feeling  of  hatred  which, 
like  some  malignant  demon,  seems  to 
spring  up  from  time  to  time,  marring 
and  seeking  to  crush  and  stamp  out  all 
attempts  on  the  part  of  this  country  to 
atone  for  the  cruel  past ;  but  we  must 
not  run  away  even  from  the  demon  of 
hatred ;  it  must  be  confronted,  and  we 
must  try  to  live  it  down,  and  to  do  our 
best  not  to  deserve  its  execration.  I 
must  also  admit  that  of  late  years  we 
have  not  been  owning  our  feults  with 
regard  to  Ireland.  We  have  treated 
her,  no  doubt,  too  much  in  the  spirit  of 
Party ;  we  have  too  long  allowed  Irish 
affairs  to  enter  into  our  miserable  Party 
strife  and  despicable  Party  calculation, 
and  we  are  now  reaping  our  reward. 
We  have  heard  distinguished  Members 
of  this  House  uttering  mock  heroics 
over  political  opponents  '^  stewing  in 
Pamellite  juice,"  and  we  have  then 
seen  them  simmering  and  cooking  in 
that  very  juice  themselves.  But  now 
they  are  ready  to  confess  that,  unless 
the  Kingdom  is  to  be  rent  in  twain, 
nonsense  of  that  sort  must  be  put  a  atop 
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to,  and  that  the  time  has  come  when 
English  Gentlemen  should  say  to  one 
another  — **  Brother,  brother,  we  are 
both  in  the  wrong."  A  way  must  be 
found  by  which  to  deal  with  Ireland 
and  Irish  affairs  in  an  Imperial  and  not 
in  a  Party  fashion.  If  the  Leaders  on 
both  sides  are  unable  to  devise  means — 
and  I  do  not  deny  that  there  may  be 
difficulties — then  we  of  the  rank  and 
file  must  try  to  do  so,  and  we  have  the 
game  pretty  much  in  our  own  hands.  I 
hope  it  is  not  disrespectful  to  say  that 
the  rank  and  file  can  do  quite  as  well 
without  the  Leaders  as  the  Leaders  can 
do  without  the  rank  and  file.  If  that  is 
80,  we  cannot  cast  all  the  responsibility 
on  the  Leaders ;  but  we  must  bear  our 
full  share  of  the  blame  and  responsi- 
bility. We  are  under  no  temptation 
such  as  that  which  besets  hon.  and  right 
hon.  Oentlemen  sitting  on  the  Front 
Benches  to  be  unpatriotic.  It  is  con- 
ceivable that  a  man  might  be  willing  to 
pursue  a  policy  injurious  to  the  country 
in  order  to  secure  the  retention  of  place 
and  power  for  himself.  I  do  not  say 
that  that  is  ever  knowingly  done;  but 
the  motives  may  be  mixed,  and  it  is 
quite  conceivable ;  but  it  is  inconceivable 
that  a  man  should  be  willing  to  act  in  that 
way  in  order  to  secure  place  and  power  for 
somebody  else.  Therefore,  upon  us  must 
fall  the  blame  and  shame  if,  in  future, 
Ireland  is  dealt  with  in  the  spirit  of 
Party.  If  Ireland  is  not  a  foreign 
nation,  but  an  integral  portion  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  it  is  instructive  to  in- 
quire what  proportion  she  bears  to  the 
whole.  Her  population  is  5,000,000, 
and  the  population  of  the  rest  of  the 
Kingdom  31,600,000.  If  only  the  dis- 
affected portion  of  Ireland  be  taken  into 
consideration  the  proportion  is  3,000,000 
to  33,500.000.  Does  it  not  seem  hard 
that  33,500,000  people  should  be  asked 
to  consent  to  the  disintegration  of  a 
magnificent  Empire  in  order  to  please 
some  3,000,000?    We  are  prepared  to 

five  her  everything  she  can  reasonably 
esire,  and  to  give  her  the  same  loc^ 
self-government  which  we  desire  for 
ourselves ;  but  we  have  a  moral  right  to 
say  that  we  cannot  sanction  the  dis- 
integration of  the  Empire,  and  that  we 
must  constrain  Ireland  for  her  own 
fl;ood.  [**0h!""|  Yes;  and  not  only 
for  her  own  good,  but  pre-eminently  for 
the  good  of  our  fellow-Protestants  in 
Ulster.    We  must  constrain  you  to  re- 


main within  the  Union,  because  we  are 
bound  by  every  tie  which  can  bind  men 
of  honour  not  to  desert  the  Protestants 
of  Ulster.  We  know  perfectly  well 
that  the  Loyalists  of  Ulster  look  upon 
their  subordination  to  a  Dublin  Parlia- 
ment as  the  greatest  public  calamity 
that  could  befall  them.  So  strongly  do 
they  feel  this  that,  if  all  the  horrors  of  a 
Civil  War  could  be  placed  in  one  scale 
and  their  subjection  to  a  Dublin  Parlia- 
ment in  the  other,  they  would  declare 
that  Civil  War  would  be  easier  to  bear 
than  subjection  to  such  a  Parliament. 
\ Ironical  Home  Rule  cheereJ]  Irish  Mem- 
bers, I  notice,  jeer  whenever  that  argu- 
ment is  brought  forward.  I  admit  that 
it  is  not  a  pleasant  argument  to  put  for- 
ward ;  but  it  is  an  argument  which  hon. 
Members  who  support  this  Bill  are, 
nevertheless,  bound  to  keep  in  sight. 
No  statesman  can  face  the  responsibuity 
of  driving  a  section  of  the  British  race 
to  bay  without  qualms  of  conscience. 
Do  hon.  Members  who  jeer  really  think 
that  no  people  can  stand  to  their  guns 
except  themselves  ?  I  have  always  been 
ready  to  give  Irish  Members  below  the 
Gangway  credit  for  courage  and  per- 
tinacity. I  should  like  to  know  whe- 
ther the  time  will  ever  come  when  hon. 
Members  following  the  lead  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  will  contemplate  some  real  self- 
sacrifice  for  the  sake  of  their  country. 
I  am  far  from  saying  that  they  are  in- 
capable of  it ;  but  I  have  not  yet  seen 
one  item  of  self-sacrifice  on  the  part  of 
any  one  of  those  hon.  Members.  I  am 
far  from  blaming  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  ;  but  he  seems  to  be  a 
sort  of  modem  Danae  into  whose  lap  the 
modem  Irish- American  Jupiter  is  con- 
stantly descending  in  showers  of  gold. 
This  is  one  of  those  cases  in  which  we 
have  a  right  to  use  language  of  re- 
straint, and  to  say  to  the  Irish  Na- 
tionalists that,  being  within  the  Union, 
they  must  remain  within  it.  We  have  a 
precedent  for  the  use  of  that  language. 
What,  I  would  ask,  has  this  country 
been  doing  within  the  last  few  days 
towards  Qreece?  Have  you  not  been 
using  towards  her  the  language  of  re- 
straint? We  have  been  saying  to 
Greece— "We  will  compel  you  to  be 
quiet;  we  will  compel  you  to  disarm; 
we  cannot  allow  you,  a  small  Power  and 
such  a  small  minority,  to  provoke  a 
war,  the  consequences  of  which  you  do 
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not  perceive,   but  which  may  do  you 
damage."  That  firm  and  wise  language 
has  been  used  by  Ministers  representing 
both  sides  of  the  House— by  the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury  as  well  as  the  Earl 
of  Rosebery — and  it  is  backed  up  by  the 
British  Fleet.    Is  it  not  the  language  of 
restraint?    Is  it  not  coercion?    Is  it 
not  done  in  the  hope  that  it  may  lead  to 
peace?    If  you  have  the  right  to  say  to  a 
foreign  nation  that  they  should  not  take  a 
course  which  would  lead  to  war,  why  need 
you  be  so  mealy-mouthed  in  dealing  with 
your  own  people,  and  go  hunting  about 
North,  South,  East,  and  West,  through 
Austria,  Croatia,  Hungary,  Canada,  and 
Iceland,  looking  for  instances  of  divided 
Empire  ?    There  are  a  great  many  ex- 
amples pointing  the  other  way  —  ex- 
amples with  which  the  Liberal  Party 
used  to  sympathize,  and  with  which,  I 
believe,  they  sympathize  still.     I  need 
not  quote  the  genius  of  Cavour,  or  the 
stem  determination  of  the  United  States 
never  to  be  rent  in  twain ;  but  I  may 
point  to  the  policy  of  Prince  Bismarck 
in  Germany.     Prince  Bismarck  found  a 
multitude  of  small  States  under  different 
laws  and  different  religions;   and    he 
fused  them,    although  not  without  an 
effort,  into  one  harmonious  whole,  and  he 
placed  on  the  brow  of  the  Monarch  of 
Prussia  the  Imperial  diadem  of  Ger- 
many. Does  the  present  Chief  Secretary 
wish  that  the  policy  of  the  Liberal  Party 
should  be  the  exact  converse  of  this,  and 
that  his  great  Chief,  who  finds  ready  to 
his  hand  a  magnificent  Empire,  instead 
of  adding  to  it,  should  scatter  it,  and  lay 
the  foundation  of  its  final  overthrow? 
I  do  not  believe  that  the  Liberal  Party 
can  look  with  any  satisfaction  upon  a 
policy  such  as  that.    We  are  told  that 
we  must  not  go  too  much  into  details. 
That  is  very  strange  advice  from  the 
greatest  master  of  detail  in  the  world, 
who  for  three   magic  hours    kept    us 
listening  to  little  else  than  detail.     If 
we  are  to  cast  detail  aside,  then  the 
question  of  high  policy  which  we  have 
to  ask  ourselves  is,  whether  we  are  fit, 
or  whether  we  are  not  fit,  to  be  an  Im- 
perial Power  ?    What  would  the  effect 
of  a  policy  such  as  this  be  upon  our 
Indian  Empire  ?   The  school  of  **  perish 
India,"  if  it  ever  really  existed,  has  itself 
perished ;  and  no  one,  as  far  as  I  know, 
has  wept  many  bitter  tears  in  conse- 
quence.    I  would  ask  the  House  if  we 
really  can  oonsider  ourselves  fit  to  hold 
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India,  or  ought  we  to  hold  India,  if  we 
have  so  little  backbone,  and  so  little  of 
the  Imperial  genius,  as  not  to  be  able  to 
say  **  no  "  to  such  a  proposition  as  this — 
the  most  monstrous  and  extraordinary 
proposal  ever  submitted  to  our  Imperial 
people.   The  Chief  Secretary,  on  the  first 
reading  of  the  Bill,  if  I  understood  him 
rightly,  told  us  that  those  of  us  who  de- 
sire to  retain  the  Irish  Members  are 
guilty  of  great  inconsistency  in  not  being 
prepared  to  vote  for  an  Irish  Pai'liament; 
but  it  seems  to  me  that  the  inconsistency 
is  the  other  way,  and  that  we  are  con- 
sistent in  rejecting  the  Irish  Parliament, 
and  in  not  wishing  to  allow  the  Irish 
Members  to  leave    this    House.     We 
know  that  they  must  be  somewhere, 
and,  therefore,  we  wish  to  have  them 
here.     We  know  that  the  seat  of  Irish 
Government  must  be  somewhere,  and 
we  prefer  that  it  should  be  here,  where 
the  scales  of  justice  can  be  held  evenly. 
We  do  think  that  we  ought  not  to  trust 
our  Irish  fellow- subjects  to  the  chivalry 
of  an  Irish  Parliament.     We  think  that 
we  have  a  right  to  say  that  the  lives 
and  the  liberties    of    the    Irish    Pro- 
testants shall  not  be  subjected  to  the 
caprices  of  the  National  League  under 
the  title  and  powers  of  a  newly-fashioned 
Irish  Parliament.     And,  as  far  as  we 
are  concerned,  we  are  determined  that 
no  innocent  lives  shall  be  subject  to  the 
cruelty  of  the  Curtin  and  the  Mnlay  oases 
— a  cruelty  which  spared  neither  age  nor 
sex.  The  fact  is — and  the  Irish  Members 
know  it  well — that  at  present  we  feel  that 
we  are  not  able  to  trust  the  Nationalist 
Leaders,  and  that  is  one  of  the  principal 
reasons  we  have  for  objecting  to  an  Irish 
Parliament.    There  are  many  who  know 
the  Irish  people  who  will  tell  you — and 
I  believe  rightly — that  if   a  steadfast 
policy  is  pursued  now,  you  may  gain  the 
hearts  of  the  Irish  people  themselves. 
They  will  tell  you  that  the  Irish  people 
are  getting  very  sick  of  **  Boycotting," 
and  I  am  not  at  all  sure  that  they  are 
not  sick  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell).    It  is  believed, 
in  many  quarters,  that  if  this  Parliament 
will  only  deliver  them  from  the  awful 
tyranny  of  the  National  League  they 
and  their  children  will  bless  us ;  but  if 
we  abdicate  our  functions  and  make  the 
League  the  King  of  Ireland  the  result 
can  be  nothing  but  ruin,  or,  as  was  so 
well  said  the  other  night — 
"  Bed  min  and  the  breaking  np  of  law%'* 
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a  little  flaunting  of  regal  honours  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Oork,  then 
Civil  Law,  and,  finally,  the  reoonquest 
of  Ireland.  I  do  not  accuse  the  Irish 
Members  of  want  of  faith  when  they  say 
that  this  Bill  would  really  be  accepted 
by  them  in  good  faith  as  a  final  settle- 
ment, and  that  their  part  of  the  bargain 
would  be  scrupulously  adhered  to.  But 
what  I  do  say  is,  that  no  Irish  Member 
hto  the  right  or  power  to  make  any  such 
promise  or  any  such  declaration  what- 
ever. It  is  absolutely  impossible  for 
any  man  to  predict  that  the  Irish  nation 
will  be  able,  even  if  it  were  willing,  to 
fulfil  her  part  of  the  bargain  with  re- 
gard to  the  payment  of  tribute  to  this 
country  under  the  Bill  ;  and,  certainly, 
with  Home  Bule,  and  the  withdrawal 
of  capital,  instead  of  tribute  from  Ireland 
to  England,  it  is  more  likely  that  there 
would  be  tribute  from  England  to  Ire- 
land, to  relieve  the  distress  that  would 
undoubtedly  prevail  in  that  country. 
Suppose  the  tribute  is  not  paid,  and 
cannot  be  paid,  and  the  people  year  by 
year  feel  the  burden  more  and  more— 
what  would  be  the  result?  An  agita- 
tion would  arise  against  the  payment  of 
the  tribute,  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  would  ride  upon  the 
storm  when  he  saw  which  way  it  was 
going,  and  prescribe  an  Independent 
Bepublic.  [A  laugh,']  It  is  very  easy 
for  the  Irish  Members  to  laugh  ;  but  the 
English  Parliament  has  to  think  of 
these  things ;  and  I  maintain  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  would 
ride  upon  the  popular  wave  when  he 
saw  which  way  it  was  going.  I  should 
like  to  say  to  the  Irish  Members,  if  I 
can  do  it  without  disrespect,  that  their 
insincere  cachinnations  prove  nothing  at 
all.  They  cannot  deny  that  the  tribute 
to  this  country  will  be  paid  only  with 
extreme  difficulty;  and  if  it  be  paid 
only  with  extreme  difficulty  there  will 
arise  a  strong  party  in  Ireland  against 
the  payment  of  it  at  all.  It  is  quite 
likely  that  in  the  Irish  Parliament  the 
present  Irish  Members  may  be  the  Con- 
servative Party,  confronted  with  a  strong 
Badical  Party  opposed  to  the  payment 
of  the  tribute.  What,  then,  would  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  think 
it  his  duty  to  do?  I  repeat  that  he 
would  ride  upon  the  storm.  Let  me 
point  out  this  to  the  House.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork,  being  at 
(he  he^  pf  the  de  faoto  Gtovemment, 


would  be  entitled  to  belligerent  rights; 
{Laughter^  I  always  notice  that  when- 
ever anyone  hits  upon  a  point  which  tells 
the  Irish  Members  laugh,  as  much  as  to 
say  that  it  is  too  absurd  for  argument. 
For  my  part,  I  believe  we  must  look  at 
this  matter  &om  a  serious  point  of  view ; 
and  I  maintain  that  if  we  establish  a 
de  facto  Government  in  Ireland,  thatGh>- 
vemment  would  by  that  very  fact  have 
belligerent  rights.  It  would  have  the 
nucleus  of  a  splendid  army  in  the  police, 
thousands  of  sympathizers  in  America, 
and  the  command  of  unlimited  funds. 
What  is  the  Chief  Secretary  going  to  do 
in  such  a  case  ?  No  one  will,  I  suppose, 
deny  that  Americans  are  a  very  sensitive 
nation ;  and  if  a  Presidential  Election, 
in  which  Irish  votes  would  be  of  great 
consequence,  should  happen  to  coincide 
with  that  deplorable  result,  it  is  by  no 
means  impossible  that  this  country  may 
find  itself  engaged  in  a  war  with  the 
United  States,  with  a  hostile  country 
on  its  left  fiank.  I  think  that  the 
House  is  bound  to  consider  this  mat- 
ter, to  consider  the  amount  of  taxa- 
tion in  which  it  would  probably  involve 
this  coimtry,  the  vast  issues  of  a  war 
such  as  that,  the  injury  to  our  trade, 
and  that  it  might  result  in  another 
cotton  famine.  One-sixth  of  the  imports 
of  this  country  are  in  cotton,  and  one- 
fourth  of  them  are  in  textiles ;  and  it  is 
computed  that  if  America  were  to  put 
the  smallest  export  duty  on  the  cotton 
the  sends  to  this  country,  those  indus- 
sries,  as  far  as  the  neutral  markets  of 
the  world  are  concerned,  would  be  en- 
tirely ruined.  If  that  is  the  case  in 
regard  to  the  possibility  of  putting  on  a 
small  export  duty,  what  would  be  the 
consequence  in  the  case  of  a  war  with 
America  owing  to  her  sympathy  with 
the  Irish  Eepublic?  These  are  a  few 
of  the  evils,  and  it  would  be  possible  to 
give  a  list  of  immense  length,  which 
hon.  Gentlemen  with  a  light  heart  are 
willing  to  bring  upon  the  nation.  As 
to  alternatives — and  we  have  heard  a 
great  deal  of  talk  about  alternatives — I 
maintain  that  the  alternative  of  this 
Bill  is  the  alternative  of  war— certainly 
of  Civil  War,  and,  in  all  probability,  of 
foreign  war  as  well.  Our  alternative, 
at  which  the  Irish  Members  scoff,  is, 
put  at  its  worst,  only  an  alternative  of 
police.  It  is  the  alternative  that  the 
law,  such  as  it  is,  shall  be  carried  out. 
I  know  I  shall  be  met  at  once  by  the 
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ouokoo  cry — **  Oh,  anything  in  the  world 
is  better  than  coercion."  Plague,  pesti- 
lence, famine,  war—anything  is  better 
than  coercion.  I  confess  that  I  cannot 
understand  that  line  of  argument.  It 
is  not  because  I  love  coercion  that  I  can- 
not understand  it,  but  because  I  believe 
you  misinterpret  coercion.  Why  is  coer- 
cion right  in  London  and  wrong  in  Dub- 
lin ?  Have  we  not  in  London  just  been 
engaged  in  coercing  a  mob  ?  What  has 
the  Home  Secretary  just  done  ?  He  has 
dismissed  the  head  of  the  London  Police 
because  he  did  not  coerce  sufficiently ; 
and  I  would  ask  the  Irish  Members 
whether  they  think  it  a  sin  to  rob  a 
London  shop,  and  not  a  sin  to  surround 
a  lonely  dwelling  in  Tipperary,  to  murder 
the  men,  and  to  mutilate  the  cattle  ?  Sir, 
I  cannot  beUeve  that  this  ignorant  cant 
of  a  spurious  Liberalism — for  it  is  not 
true  Liberalism,  but  a  spurious  liberal- 
ism— can  absolve  any  civilized  com- 
munity from  the  duty  of  coercing  those 
who  are  murderers  and  bullies.  I  feel 
convinced  that  this  Irish  Thuggism  can 
be  put  down  by  coercion  if  it  were  known 
that  the  Act  would  be  permanent,  and 
that  it  should  not  be  put  on  one  day  in 
a  panic  and  taken  off  the  day  following 
in  exchange  for  Irish  votes.  It  is  an 
infamy  to  this  country  that  Irish  tenants 
should  be  compelled  to  crawl  to  their 
landlords  by  night  and  to  pay  their  rent 
by  stealth,  and  to  implore  those  land- 
lords to  issue  writs  against  them  as  if 
they  had  not  paid  their  rent  at  all.  Sir, 
that  is  an  infamous  and  a  disgraceful 
thing  for  this  Parliament  to  submit  to, 
and  it  ought  not  to  submit  to  it  under 
any  circumstances.  The  hon.  Oentle- 
man  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  AiEiairs  (Mr.  Bryce)  has  said 
that  democracy  loves  equality,  and  he 
has  talked  about  America.  But  I  should 
like  to  ask  him  how  has  America  dealt 
with  the  question  of  the  Socialists  ? 
How  very  differently  America  seems  to 
safegtuurd  life  and  property  from  what 
we  do.  Only  the  other  day  the  Socialists 
in  America  tried  to  beard  the  authori- 
ties, and  to-day  they  are  hiding,  cring- 
ing, and  crawling  from  the  righteous 
wrath  of  that  people  who  have  decreed 
that  they  shall  be  stamped  out.  De- 
mocracy loves  equality ;  but  democracy 
loves  order.  And  what  is  the  conse- 
quence in  America  ?  Why,  that  in  that 
country  everyone  feels  safe,  and  the 
people  grow  all  the  richer  for  it.  Every- 
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body  confesses  that  we  are  growing 
poorer  every  day,  and  to  my  mind  the 
fault  lies  very  much  with  the  policy  pur- 
sued by  Gentlemen  on  the  Government 
Bench.  But,  Sir,  I  do  believe  that  this 
crowning  act  of  folly  has  awakened  the 
nation — at  least  I  hope  so  ;  and  it  is  a 
comfort  to  think  that  there  are  a  good 
many  whom  the  Caucus  would  call 
traitors  sitting  on  the  Liberal  side  of 
the  House.  I  think  it  will  be  found 
that  there  are  a  good  many  traitors 
when  the  Dissolution  comes  with  which 
we  have  been  threatened.  In  my  own 
constituency,  where  Liberalism  is  a  plant 
of  sturdy  growth,  and  where  the  Liberal 
leaders  have  always  been  men  of  high 
character  and  ability,  I  do  not  know 
where  I  could  put  my  hand  upon  50  or 
even  20  men  wno  are  prepared  to  sup- 
port this  policy  of  Home  Eule.  Only 
on  Thursday  last  I  had  the  honour  to 
present  a  Petition  to  this  House,  numer- 
ously signed,  from  many  villages  in  the 
neighbourhood,  which  I  confess  I  was 
surprised  to  receive,  because  I  know 
how  entirely  Liberal  those  villages  were 
at  the  last  Election.  I  looked  down 
the  list  of  names  with  some  curiosity, 
and  I  saw  name  cdter  name  of  voters 
whom  at  the  last  Election  I  knew  to  be 
not  only  strong  liberals,  btit  even 
violent  Badicals,  who  seem  to  have  been 
brought  to  bay  by  this  extraordinary 
Bill.  It  is  better  that  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers should  know  the  truth,  and  that 
they  should  not  go  away  with  the  im- 
pression that  a  Dissolution  of  Parlia- 
ment will  give  them  exactly  what  they 
want.  If  they  cannot  get  it  from  this 
House  they  may  depend  upon  it  they 
will  not  get  it  from  die  country.  There 
are  many  not  only  in  this  House,  but  in 
the  country,  who  will  be  called  by  the 
Caucus  traitors;  and  I  believe  that 
when  the  hour  of  division  strikes — and 
a  very  solemn  hour  it  will  be  for  the 
destinies  of  the  Empire — many  will  be 
found  in  addition  to  those  who,  to  their 
great  honour,  have  made  immense  sacri- 
fices, who,  notwithstanding  all  the  in- 
ducements held  out  to  them,  will  risk 
everything  rather  than  be  untrue  to  the 
cause  of  that  Empire. 

Mb.  W.  ABRAHAM  (Limerick, W.) : 
Sir,  I  do  not  intend  at  this  hour  of  the 
night  to  weaiy  the  House  by  trying  to 
follow  the  hon.  Member  who  has  just 
sat  down,  and  who  has  contributed 
something  to  the  humour  of  the  moment 
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by  the  peculiar  flights  of  fanoj  with 
which  he  has  amused  the  House.  I 
desire  rather  to  ask  the  indulgence  of 
the  House  for  a  Tery  short  time  while, 
from  the  personal  knowledge  which  I 
possess,  I  refute  some  of  the  groundless 
charges  and  libels  which  are  so  con- 
stanuj  hurled  by  some  of  the  Members 
of  the  House  against  my  Catholic  fellow- 
countrymen.  Sir,  I  am  an  Irish  Pro- 
testant Nationalist.  I  belong  to  a 
sect  which  has  played  no  inconsider- 
able part  in  the  history  of  the  coun- 
try—  I  allude,  Sir,  to  the  sect  of 
Independents  who,  I  think,  may  be 
said  to  have  made  their  mark  in 
the  history  of  England  in  the  past,  and 
who  have  been  found  ever  foremost 
in  defending  the  cause  of  civil  and 
religious  liberty  throughout  all  our 
struggles.  It  has  been  my  privilege  to 
join  my  Catholic  fellow-countrymen  in 
their  march  towards  freedom,  and  I  feel 
proud  to  bear  testimony  to  the  manner 
in  which  I  have  been  treated  by  the 
Catholic  majority,  and  also  to  the  treat- 
ment that  my  Protestant  fellow-country- 
men have  received  in  the  South  of  Ire- 
land. What  have  I  found  ?  I  wish  to 
draw  the  special  attention  of  the  House 
to  this.  The  Corporation  of  the  City  of 
Limerick — the  Catholic  Corporation — 
time  after  time  has  returned  Protestants 
and  Conservatives  as  Chief  Magistrates ; 
and  when  this  Corporation  was  enabled, 
under  the  Bill  introduced  by  the  late 
Mr.  Butt,  to  secure  the  privilege  of 
returning  High  Sheriffs  for  the  city, 
they  returned  for  two  years  consecu- 
tively, not  alone  a  Protestant,  but 
also  a  Tory  and  a  Scotchman.  I  would 
ask  hon.  Members  from  that  part  of 
Ireland  called  Ulster  whether  they 
can  point  in  the  town  of  Belfast  to 
any  similar  evidence  of  toleration  on 
their  part,  and  in  a  town  with  a  popula- 
tion of  70,000  Catholics  ?  I  would  ask 
how  many  members  of  the  Town  Council 
are  to  be  found  of  the  faith  of  that 
70,000  ?  Let  me  take  my  own  case.  I 
may  mention  that  in  1881  I  received 
some  attention  at  the  hands  of  the  late 
Mr.  Forster ;  and  what  did  my  Catholic 
fellow-countrymen  do  ?  They  returned 
me  as  Chairman  of  the  Limerick  Board 
of  Ouardians,  as  against  Lord  Emly,  an 
estimable  Catholic  Nobleman.  Not  alone 
was  he  an  estimable  Catholic  Nobleman, 
but  one  who  had  been  converted  from 
the  Protestant  faith,  which  gave  him,  I 


need  not  say,  a  double  advantage  over 
me»  and  yet  at  the  last  election  for  this 
position  I  was  returned  unanimously. 
In  the  previous  election  there  were  44 
votes  polled  for  me,  of  which  43  were 
those  of  Catholics;  At  the  General 
Election  I  had  still  greater  reason  to 
thank  my  Catholic  countrymen  for  the 
proud  position  I  now  hold  as  the  Hepre- 
sentative  of  the  most  Catholic  consti- 
tuency in  Ireland.  It  has  been  asserted 
that  the  Conventions  which  selected  the 
Nationalist  candidates  were  influenced 
and  worked  by  two  or  three  Members  of 
the  popular  Party  in  Dublin.  Perhaps 
the  House  will  be  surprised  to  leam, 
with  regard  to  my  election,  that  I  did 
not  know  that  I  was  to  be  selected  as  a 
candidate  until  half-an-hour  before  the 
Convention  was  held.  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  will 
bear  me  out  in  saying  that  as  to  the 
election  I  had  no  communication  with 
him  directly  or  indirectly.  There  were 
nine  candidates  nominated  at  the  Con- 
vention, and  I  had  the  honour  to  be 
proposed  by  a  Catholic  priest.  I  was 
selected  for  the  Western  Division  of 
the  county  of  Limerick,  and  the  Loyal 
minority,  as  they  are  pleased  to  term 
themselves,  felt  that  I  had  so  secured  the 
support  of  my  Catholic  fellow-country- 
men that  they  dared  not  put  up  a 
Catholic  to  oppose  me.  Having  said  so 
much  in  regard  to  the  position  which  the 
Protestants  in  the  South  of  Ireland 
occupy,  I  need  not  say  how  we  have 
received  the  invitation  to  combat  that 
has  been  held  out.  No,  Sir ;  the  Pro- 
testants of  the  South  have  received  too 
much  of  the  aflection  and  esteem  of  their 
fellow-countrymen,  and  know  too  well 
the  sympathy  they  enjoy  amongst  them, 
to  do  anything  so  foolish.  They  know 
that  once  they  put  themselves  in  line 
with  the  people  of  Ireland  in  the 
righteous  demand  for  self-government 
they  are  now  making,  there  is  no  posi- 
tion in  the  power  of  their  Catholic 
countrymen  to  bestow  that  would  not  be 
as  freely  bestowed  on  a  Protestant  as 
on  any  other,  and  probably  even  more 
freely.  I  do  not  propose  to  criticize  the 
measure  now  before  the  House.  I 
would,  however,  ask  whether  any 
right-minded  Englishman  considers  that 
Ireland,  dissatisfied,  as  she  must  be,  is 
not  a  source  of  weakness  to  England; 
and  whether,  that  being  so,  it  would  not 
be  well  to  let  Irishmen  manage  their 
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own  aflfairs.  We  must  jud^e  of  Oovem- 
ments  by  their  results  ;  and  if  after  85 
years  of  so-called  Union  with  England, 
with  the  richest  coxintry  in  Europe, 
Ireland  is  to  be  found  to-day  the  most 
discontented,  the  most  distracted,  and 
the  poorest  coxmtry  in  Europe,  may  we 
not  say  that  your  scheme  of  govern- 
ment has  failed  ?  Why  not,  then,  try 
the  experiment  that  has  proved  so 
succeesftil  with  Canada — why  not  trust 
Irishmen  when  they  tell  the  House  that 
they  will  accept  this  proposal  as  a 
final  settlement  ?  We  do  not  come  here 
with  a  lie  in  our  mouths;  there  is  no 
conspiracy  to  lie  amongst  us ;  and  even  if 
there  were,  does  the  House  suppose  that 
the  Irish  nation  at  home  has  entered  into 
a  conspiracy  with  us  that  the  public 
Bodies  elected  by  popular  votes  are 
in  a  conspiracy,  and  that  the  Irish 
nation  of  10,000,000  scattered  through- 
out America,  and  all  over  the  world, 
has  entered  into  a  conspiracy  to  lie  to 
this  House.  No,  Sir;  the  Irish  people 
are  willing  to  accept  the  Bill  as  a  final 
settlement.  We  recognize  in  it  a  desire 
on  the  part  of  the  House  to  do  us  jus- 
tice, even  although  it  be  tardy.  We 
promise  to  accept  this  measure  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  various  classes  of  Ireland, 
and  you  may  safely  assume  that  Ireland 
with  its  powerful  Beligious  Bodies — 
Protestant,  Presbyterian,  and  Catholic — 
and  its  diversified  interests  presents  a 
country  as  capable  as  any  other  in  the 
world  to  exercise  all  the  rights  and  privi- 
leges of  self-government.  The  power  of 
the  various  religious  communities  and 
sects  is  sufficient  to  prevent  any  one  of 
them  from  being  tyrannical  or  illiberal. 
I  do  not  wish  to  trouble  the  House 
further;  but  I  have  felt,  as  an  Irish 
Protestant,  that  I  ought  to  protest 
against  the  infamous  charges  made 
against  my  Catholic  fellow-countrymen. 
I  can  assure  the  House  that  there  is  no 
danger  to  the  Protestant  minority,  and 
if  there  was  the  possibility  of  such  a 
thing,  the  first  men  who  would  stand  up 
and  repudiate  any  action  to  their  detri- 
ment would  be  my  Eoman  Catholic 
fellow-countrymen. 

VisoouNT  WOLMER  (Hants,  Peters- 
field):  Sir,  I  cannot  but  feel  that  the 
the  striking  speech  which  was  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oxford  (Mr.  A.  W. 
Hall)  has  left  those  who  follow  him 
very  little  to  say.  I  think,  however,  the 
House  will  agree  with  me  that  one  of 
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the  most  valuable  contributions  which 
have  been  made  to  this  debate  was  the 
speech  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(Mr.  Bryce).  It  was  a  speech  which  all 
of  us  must  have  listened  to  with  the 
deepest  interest,  whether  we  had  the 
fortune  to  agree  with  him,  or  the  mis- 
fortune to  differ  from  him.  There  is 
one  point,  however,  on  which,  if  he  will 
allow  me,  I  desire  to  correct  him.  I 
think  that  he  altogether  misapprehends 
the  position  of  those  Liberals  and  earnest 
Badicals  who  are  unable  to  follow  the 
Prime  Minister.  The  hon.  Gentleman  has 
asked  the  House,  and  especially  Liberal 
Members — **  Will  you  quarrel  with  the 
Bill  on  a  qustion  of  detail  ?  "  Now,  the 
point  on  which  we  quarrel  is  not  a 
question  of  detail.  It  is  a  point  on 
which  we  are  ready  to  risk  the  whole  of 
our  political  future ;  and  sooner  than  vote 
for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  we 
are  ready,  if  the  sacrifice  be  required  of 
us,  never  to  enter  the  portals  of  this 
House  again.  What  are  the  objects  of 
this  measure?  It  is  to  effect  a  given 
work  which  is  required  to  be  done  now. 
We  believe  that  for  the  purpose  it  has 
in  view  the  measure  is  a  bad  one ;  and 
yet  we  are  asked  to  vote  for  the  second 
reading.  We  might  just  as  well  be 
asked  to  vote  for  the  sending  out  of  an 
army  to  carry  out  some  great  military 
operation,  knowing  that  it  had  no 
ammunition  and  no  food.  We  are  told 
that  we  can  amend  the  Bill  in  Commit- 
tee. Imagine  670  Gentlemen  making  a 
Constitution !  Why  does  not  the  Prime 
Minister  ask  us  to  write  an  epic  poem  ? 
In  Committee  we  could  do  the  one 
equally  as  well  as  the  other.  In  what 
position  does  the  matter  stand?  The 
only  object  the  Government  cfiui  have 
in  bringing  in  such  a  Bill — I  think 
the  House  will  agree  with  me^—is  to 
effect  a  permanent  settlement  of  this 
long-standing  Irish  Question  ?  And,  if 
the  Bill  fails  altogether  to  effect  that 
object,  hon.  Members  must  admit  that 
it  is  not  a  good  Bill  to  pass.  The 
whole  point  of  the  controversy  lies  in 
this— do  you  or  do  you  not  believe 
that  the  Bill  will  settle  the  Irish  Ques- 
tion? If  you  do  you  ought  to  vote 
for  it ;  if  you  agree  that  it  would  not, 
you  ought  to  vote  against  it.  That  is 
the  whole  position  put  in  a  nutshell.  I 
will  ask  the  House  if  they  consider  that 
this  is  ft  worjdng  Bill  ?    After  all  thg 
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criticisQis  which  have  been  showered 
m)on  it  by  Members  upon  all  sides  of  the 
House,  can  anybody  get  up  and  say  that 
this  is  really  a  working  Bill  ?  As  the 
question  of  the  inclusion,  or  the  ex- 
clusion from,  this  House  of  the  Irish 
Members  has  been  dealt  with  already,  I 
will  not  touch  upon  it ;  but  I  will  deal 
with  the  point  which  has  been  raised 
with  reference  to  the  position  of  the 
Loyal  minority  in  Ulster.  I  am  not 
going  to  join  with  those  who  want,  if 
possible,  to  see  the  question  settled  by 
an  appeal  to  arms.  I  will  not,  for  a  mo- 
ment, contemplate  the  possibility  of  the 
Protestant  and  Loyal  minority  having 
resort  to  un- Constitutional  means.  But 
what  I  wish  hon.  Members  from  Ireland 
to  ask  themselves  is  this — What  would 
be  the  position  of  affairs  in  Ireland  with 
regard  to  the  minority,  looking  at  the 
matter  from  a  purely  Constitutional 
point  of  view  ?  Cannot  that  minority, 
using  purely  Constitutional  means,  ab- 
solutely stop  the  working  of  this  Bill  ? 
[An  hon.  Membee:  No.]  An  hon.  Mem- 
ber says  "  No  ! "  That  is  the  point  which 
I  desire  to  discuss,  with  the  permission 
of  the  House.  If  I  am  wrong  I  hope  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell)  will  correct  me  ;  but,  speaking 
roughly,  the  minority  in  Ireland  consists 
of  at  least  one-fifth  of  the  population, 
taking  the  minority  at  1,000,000  out  of 
a  population  of  6,000,000,  although  I 
believe  that  to  be  a  considerable  under- 
estimate ;  and  just  as  the  Members  from 
Ireland  stopped  the  working  of  the  ma- 
chine in  the  last  British  Parliament,  so 
the  minority  in  the  Irish  Parliament 
would  be  able  to  biing  about  a  dead- 
lock. This  the  minority  could  do  with- 
out resorting  to  un-Constitutional  means. 
What  was  the  position  of  the  Irish 
Members  in  the  last  Parliament?  Simply 
this — that  as  regards  all  the  measures 
of  the  Executive  Government — I  am 
bringing  no  charge  against  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway,  for  they  could 
not  help  themselves — I  am  only  point- 
ing out  that  the  position  they  occupied 
then  would  be  occupied  by  the  Loyal 
minority  in  the  new  Parliament — that 
as  regards  all  the  measures  of  the 
Executive  Government,  and  as  regards 
Bills  introduced  into  this  House,  which 
were  deliberately  and  determinedly  di- 
rected against  them,  they  were  power- 
less ;  but  as  regards  the  ordinary  Busi- 
ness of   this    House,   and  as    regards 
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ordinary  legislation,  they  were  able  to 
make  themselves  so  disagreeable — not 
personally — but  they  were  able  so  to 
work  upon  Parties  in  this  House,  by 
the  use  of  Constitutional  means,  as 
to  bring  legislation  in  this  House 
to  a  standstill.  [Mr.  Parnrll  dis- 
sented.] The  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  shakes  his  head ;  but  I 
should  like  to  know  where  the  legisla- 
tive measures  are  which  were  passed  in 
the  last  Parliament,  and  which  the 
Liberal  Party  have  longed  for  for  yetirs? 
Who  stopped  them  but  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber and  his  followers  ?  What  scheme  of 
legislation  could  be  made  to  work  with 
one- fifth  of  the  entire  population  aeainst 
the  Government?  It  is  absolutely  ne- 
cessary to  obtain  the  assent  of  a  large 
proportion  of  the  minority  if  you  want 
the  Irish  Ptirliament  to  work.  Person- 
ally, I  would  not  countenance  any  resort 
to  un-Constitutional  means,  whether 
by  Nationalists  or  Loyalists;  but  if 
the  minority  in  Ireland  have  recourse 
to  them,  is  this  House  prepared  to 
use  British  soldiers  to  put  down  the 
minority  in  Ireland  ?  [An  hon.  Mem- 
ber: Yes.  J  The  hon.  Member  who  says 
'*  Yee  "  is  consistent ;  but  those  who  are 
not  prepared  to  do  it  are  taking  upon 
themselves  a  responsibility  they  have  no 
right  to  assume  in  forcing  this  measure 
upon  Parliament.  The  Home  Eule 
Members,  if  they  will  allow  me  to  say 
so,  have  no  right  to  blame  the  Loyalists 
for  asserting  their  intention  to  resort  to 
un-Constitutional  means;  because,  in 
their  own  articles  and  speeches,  the 
Home  Bule  Members  have,  over  and 
over  again,  asserted  that  if  Constitu- 
tional means  fail,  they  will  be  justified 
in  resorting  to  un-Constitutional  means. 
What  your  position  has  been  in  Eng- 
land to  the  Imperial  Parliament,  so 
would  be  the  exact  position  of  tho 
Loyal  minority  in  Ireland  to  the  Na- 
tionalist Party  if  the  new  Parliament 
is  established.  This  Bill  has  been 
hurried  on  unduly,  with  less  preliminary 
discussion  than  we  should  give  to  a 
comparatively  small  measure  of  Local 
Government  for  the  English  counties. 
What  is  it  that  you  say  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  must  ask  the 
noble  Lord  to  address  the  Chair. 

Viscount  WOLMER:  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  wished  to  direct  that  portion  of  my 
remarks  to  hon.  Members  from  Ireland, 
and  I,  therefore,  inadvertently  omitted 
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to  address  you.  The  whole  root  of  this 
question,  so  far  as  many  of  us  are  con- 
cerned— and  I  do  not  see  why  we  should 
not  be  perfectly  frank  with  hon.  Mem- 
bers from  Ireland — is,  how  far  we  can 
take  upon  ourselves  the  responsibility 
of  entirely  trusting  them,  how  far  we  can 
respect  their  assurances,  all  their  past 
acts  and  policy  considered.  Now,  Sir, 
there  has  been  a  qualification,  and  a  very 
distinct  qualification,  in  the  acceptance 
of  this  measure  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork.  In  his  speech  on  the 
first  reading  of  this  Bill  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said — 

*'  There  are,  undoubtedly,  great  faults  and 

blots  in  the  measure There  are  several 

points  which  it  will  be  our  duty,  when  the 
measure  reaches  its  Committee  stage,  to  oppose 
very  strongly,  and  to  press  for  tiieir  serious 
mooification  and  amendment."— (3  Hantardy 
[304]  1180.) 

And  what  are  those  points?  First  of  all, 
there  is  the  standard  which  should  be 
chosen  for  the  contribution  of  Ireland  to 
Imperial  Bevenue.     The  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  thought  it  ought  to 
be  one-twentieth  instead  of  one-fifth- 
teen  th.     Then  there  is  the  question  of 
giving  control  to  England  over  so  large 
a  portion  of  the  Irish  Bevenue,  and  then 
there  is  the  proposal  to  appoint  a  Be- 
ceiver  General,  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  characterized  as  un- 
necessary and  absurd.     [''That  is  the 
Purchase  Bill.**]    No  doubt,  it  is  a  pro- 
posal in  the  Land  Purchase  BiU ;  but, 
,  then,  the  two  Bills  must  be  taken  toge- 
ther.    I  should  very  much  like  to  hear 
from  the  Government  whether,  if  the 
Land  Purchase  Bill  is  abandoned,  the 
Beceiver  General  will    be    abandoned 
also;  because  I  do  not  think,  judging 
from  the  speech  we  have  just  heard,  that 
that  is  to  be  the  case.     Now,  what  does 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr. 
Dillon)  say  upon  the  point  ?    If  I  re- 
collect aright,    the   hon.   Member  said 
that  the  Irish  Party  had  never  concealed 
their  intention  with  regard  to  any  mea- 
sure an  English  Cabinet  had   brought 
before  Parliament ;  and  he  went  on  to 
say  that  the  Irish  Party  had  agreed  to 
accept  this  measure  with  modi ticat ions. 
That  is  the  whole  point — with  modifica- 
tions.    I  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  whether,  if  these  modifica- 
tions are  not  granted  in  Committee,  he 
will  try  in  the  same  manner  to  work  the 
Bill  as  if  they  had  been  accepted  ? 

Viscount  Wolmer 


Mr.  PABNELL  (Cork):  What  I  said 
upon  the  Motion  that  leave  be  given  to 
introduce  the  Bill  was,  that  if  we  were 
fcdrly  met  in  Committee  on  these  points 
I  believed  the  Bill  wouldbejaccepted  by 
the  Irish  people-gg'yfinar settlement. 

Viscount  WOLMiilB :  Yes ;  but  sup- 
pose  the  Government  could  not  see  their 
way  to  accept  the  modifications  in  Com- 
mittee ;  suppose  they  did  not  see  their 
way  to  meet  the  Irish  Members,  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman  thinks,  fairly,  it  is  dear 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  be  under 
the  same  obligation  to  try  to  work  the 
Bill.     I,  therefore,  maintain  that  from 
the  very  words  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  we  cannot  be  sure  that 
this  Bill  will  be  accepted  and  worked  by 
the  Irish  Party.  But  admitting  that  the 
Amendments  desired  were  accepted,  ad- 
mitting that  the  Bill  would  be  worked 
so  far  as  the  Irish  Members  are  con- 
cerned, are  we  justified  in  entirely  for- 
getting everything  they  have  said  during 
the  last  six  years,  in  believing  they  have 
changed  their  mind  or  tone,  or  that  the 
words  which  they  have  uttered  during 
the  last  six  years  were  not  deliberately 
intentioned    words  ?     A    great    many 
extracts    from     speeches     have    been 
read    during  this    debate.      I  do    not 
propose    to    trouble    the    House  with 
any    other    extracts ;     but    I     would 
remind    the     House     of     one    phrase 
which  is  used  over  and  over  again  in 
America  and  in  England  and  Ireland, 
and  that  is  that  the  object  of  the  Na- 
tionalist Party  is  that  Ireland    should 
take  her  place  among  the  nations  of  the 
earth  at  home  and  abroad.     That  is  so, 
is  it  not?    No  denial  comes  from  the 
Irish  Members.     [Mr.  Sbxton  :  We  did 
not  say  **and   abroad."]     The   words 
are  not  mine.     The  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  has  said  Ireland  is  a 
nation.     And  so  is  Scotland  a  nation. 
But  if  Ireland  wants  to  take  her  place 
amongst  the  nations  of  the  earth,  it  can- 
not be  the  place  she  occupies  now,  be- 
cause the  place  she  occupies  now  ie  one 
of  equal  partnership  with  England  and 
Scotland,    so  far  as  other  nations  are 
concerned.     ['*  Nonsense!  "]     An  hon. 
Member  from  Ireland  cries  "Nonsense ; " 
but  I  should  like  that  hon.  Member  to 
tell  us  in  what  way  Ireland  is  inferior 
as  a  nation  to  England  or  Scotland,  so 
far  as  other  nations  are  concerned.     He 
clearly  cannot   answer   that   question; 
and  therefore,  if  Ireland  is  to  take  her 
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place  amongst  the  nations  of  the  earth, 
it  will  be  a  different  place  to  that  she 
now  occupies.  What  is  the  place  the 
Bill  gives  her?  An  inferior  place 
to  the  one  she  at  present  occupies. 
Whereas  now  she  occupies,  as  regards 
other  nations,  a  position  equal  to  that 
of  England  or  Scotland,  tnis  Bill  re- 
duces her  to  the  condition  of  all  our 
great  Oolonies— a  condition  from  which 
those  Colonies  are  announcing  their 
desire  to  emerge.  I  cannot  believe  that 
a  proud  nation — and  Ireland  is  a  proud 
nation— would  accept  a  back  seat  like 
that ;  therefore,  unless  these  words  were 
lightly  spoken  and  had  no  meaning,  the 
whole  object  of  the  Irish  people  in 
accepting  this  Bill  is  that  she  may,  at 
some  future  time,  take  her  place  as  a 
separate  nation.  I  cannot  see  any  way 
out  of  the  dilemma.  Either  these  con- 
tinually-repeated and  carefully-formu- 
lated words  were  spoken  without  suffi- 
cient thought,  in  which  case  why  should 
the  present  assurances  of  the  same  hon. 
Members  be  heeded  ?  or  else  they  were 
spoken  seriously,  in  which  case  the 
Irish  would  not  be  satisfied  with  the 
position  she  occupied  under  the  Bill, 
but  would  use  it  as  a  stepping- 
stone  from  which  to  exact  new  conces- 
sions. Moreover,  I  cannot  see  what 
claim  hon.  Members  from  Ireland  have 
to  be  treated  differently  in  regard  to 
their  past  than  other  human  beings. 
You  ask  us  to  walk  by  faith,  and  not  by 
sight.  Did  you  ever  walk  by  faith? 
[** Yes;  always."]  Always!  I  should 
think  that  if  there  was  one  man  who 
walked  less  by  faith  than  others  it  was 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork. 
Would  hon.  Members  from  Ireland  be  in 
the  position  they  are  in  now  if  they  had 
walked  by  faith  as  regards  England, 
and  not  taken  very  deliberate  counsel 
for  each  step  they  had  taken  ?  I  maintain 
that  they  have  no  right  to  ask  us  to  walk 
by  faith  towards  them,  when  they  have 
never  thought  of  doing  so  towards  us.  If 
the  past  history  of  this  country  towards 
Ireland  has  been  bad,  surely  all  has  not 
been  bright  and  rose-coloured  in  the 
relations  of  Ireland  towards  England ; 
and,  therefore,  if  hon.  Members  from 
Ireland  ar^  absolutely  determined  to  en- 
deavour to  work  out  the  legitimate  and 
Constitutional  settlement  of  this  great 
question,  I  maintain  that  they  have  every- 
thin^to^ainb^  delay,  an4  nothing;  to  lose. 


We  have  been  asked  to  settle  this  ques- 
tion without  a  particle  of  the  discussion 
or  the  time  and  thought  that  has  been 
given  to  any  single  one  of  the  subjects 
which  may  now  be  said  to  be  within 
the  range  of  practical  politics.  Compare 
the  importance  of  this  question  to  the 
importance  of  a  Local  Qovernment  Bill 
for  England.  Why,  the  colour  of  the 
latter  pales  in  comparison  with  that  of 
the  other.  This  Bill  for  the  future  go- 
vernment of  Ireland  has  not  been  under 
discussion  as  many  weeks  as  the  ques- 
tion of  Local  Government  has  been 
under  discussion  years.  Surely,  of  all 
measures  that  come  before  this  House, 
a  measure  for  the  making  of  a  Constitu- 
tion ought  to  be  discussed  at  the  greatest 
length  and  with  the  greatest  delibera- 
tion. You  may  make  a  mistake  with 
regard  to  Local  Government,  and  what 
is  the  result  ?  A  little  temporary  incon- 
venience. But  if  a  mistake  is  made  in 
the  framing  of  a  Constitution,  where 
does  it  land  us  ?  I  maintain  that  the 
Government  have  faced  the  question  of 
the  protection  of  minorities  in  Ireland 
in  exactly  the  same  way  as  the  framers 
of  the  American  Constitution  faced  the 
question  of  slavery,  and  that  the  dangers 
of  future  complications  and  evils  are  at 
least  as  great  in  this  hastily-conceived 
Constitution  as  they  were  in  the  Consti- 
tution of  the  United  States.  It  is  not, 
Sir,  that  we  do  not  desire  to  see  a  settle- 
ment of  this  question  ;  it  is  that  we  can- 
not support  a  measure  which  will  not 
settle  the  question.  I  cannot  believe 
otherwise  than  that  hon.  Members  from 
Ireland  do,  in  their  hearts,  feel  that  this 
question  which  has  been  started  by  the 
Prime  Minister  will,  by  the  mere  fact  of 
having  been  brought  forward  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  go  forward  to  a  final 
settlement  if  they  maintain  a  moderate 
and  reasonable  attitude.  We  are  asked 
—What  if  this  Bill  is  thrown  out  ?  That 
entirely  depends  upon  hon.  Members 
from  Ireland.  If  they  continue  that 
reasonable  and  moderate  line  of  action 
which  they  have  now  adopted,  they  will 
get  the  fullest  measure  of  self-govern- 
ment which  ever  can  be  given  with 
safety  to  either  side.  They  will  prove 
to  us  that  they  can  be  trusted.  [**  Oh, 
oh !  '*]  I  maintain.  Sir,  that  men  have 
no  right  to  forget  their  past  language. 
For  six  years  the  Irish  Members  have 
used  language  meaning  one  thing,  and 
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it  is  only  withia  the  last  six  weeks  they 
have  used  lang^uage  meaniDg  another 
thing ;  we  cannot  forget  this  fact.  •  Con- 
sidering the  way  in  which  'this  question 
has  been  brought  forward,  I  cannot 
understand  why  Members  from  Ireland, 
if  they  desire  a  reasonable  settlement, 
should  object  to  a  little  further  delay. 
There  are  many  ways  in  which  we  can 
help  them.  There  are  questions  which 
I  admit  do  not  brook  delay ;  but  what  I 
say  is,  do  not  spoil  what  may  be  a  settle- 
ment of  the  Irish  Question — always  act- 
ing on  the  assumption  that  Members 
from  Ireland  mean  to  be  reasonable  and 
moderate — do  not  spoil  what  may  be  a 
settlement  by  what  I  may  call  indecent 
haste.  [**  What  about  evictions?  "1  I 
have  no  hesitation  in  stating  my  views 
upon  the  Irish  evictions.  There  are 
evictions  and  evictions.  There  are  evic- 
tions of  men  who  can  pay,  but  who  will 
not  pay,  their  just  debts.  I  say  that 
these  men  ought  to  be  evicted  at  all 
hazards.  But,  no  doubt,  in  the  West  of 
Ireland  there  have  been  evicted  men 
who  cannot  either  pay  their  rents  at 
present,  or  pay  rent  at  all  under  any  cir- 
cumstances. These  evictions  comprise 
one  of  the  greatest  problems  which  will 
have  to  be  dealt  with  either  by  this  Par- 
liament or  by  the  Irish  Parliament.  It 
is  possible  it  would  be  better  for  this 
country  if  these  men  were  removed  else- 
where. [**No,  no!"]  I  am  speaking 
of  the  men  who,  it  is  admitted,  could  not 
make  a  living  upon  their  holdings  if 
they  had  no  rent  at  all  to  pay.  Of  course, 
I  maintain  that,  for  the  sake  of  the  public 
weal  of  this  country,  and  for  the  cause 
of  humanity,  eviction  is  not  the  best  way 
of  relieving  these  unfortunate  men  ;  and 
it  is  in  matters  such  as  this  that  an  Eng- 
lish Parliament  can  contribute  to  the 
solution  of  the  Irish  Question  if  hon. 
Members  from  Ireland  desire  to  be 
reasonable  and  moderate.  I,  for  one, 
rejoiced  when  I  heard  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  (Mr. 
John  Morley)  say  he  intended  to  use 
some  discretion  in  this  matter.  The 
present  is  not  an  ordinary  state  of 
things;  it  is  an  extraordinary  state  of 
things ;  and  it  is  because  the  circum- 
stances are  so  extraordinary  and  so 
grave,  and  because  I  cannot  believe  that 
Uiis  Bill,  under  any  circumstances,  effects 
a  settlement  of  the  question,  that  I  feel 
it  my  duty  to  vote  against  the  second 
reading. 

-    Viscount  Wokner 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned.'* 
— {Mr.  8 haw  Zefevre,) 

Motion  agr0$d  to. 

Debate  further  adjourned  till  To-morrow^ 

MEDICAL  ACTS  AMENDMENT 

BILL.-{BiLL  163.] 

{Sir  Lyon  Playfair,  Mr,  Mundella,  The  Lord 

Advocate.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  on  EDUCATION  (Sir  Lyow 
Playfaib)  (Leeds,  8.) :  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
do  not  propose  to  proceed  with  the  Com- 
mittee to-night.  I  wish  that  you  should 
now  leave  the  Chair,  and  then  I  vrill 
move  to  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ^^That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair," 
— {Sir  Lyon  Play  fair,) — put,  and  agreed 
to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 
{Sir  Lyon  Play  fair,) 

SiK  ROBERT  FOWLER  (London) : 
May  I  ask  when  this  Bill  will  be 
taken  ? 

Sir  LYON  PLATFAIR:  I  will  put 
it  down  for  Monday. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

TREES  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

OONSIDEBATION    OF    LORDS     AMENDMENTS. 

Lords  Amendments  considered. 

Page  1,  line  14,  after  (''for,")  insert 
(''life  or"). 

Mr.  GILHOOLY  (Cork,  W.) :  I  beg 
to  move  that  the  House  disagree  with 
the  Lords  in  this  Amendment,  for  the 
reason  that  there  is  no  reason  why  a 
tenant  holding  under  a  statutory  term 
should  not  have  the  same  privileges  as 
a  tenant  holding  under  a  lease.  # 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
this  House  doth  disagree  with  The  Lord      j 
i n  the  said  Amend  ment, ' ' — {Mr.  Oilhooly 
— put,  and  agreed  to. 
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Page  1,  line  16,  leave  out  ("renew- 
able for  ever,")  and  after  (''the,") 
insert  (** second  section  of  the"). 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  move  that  the  House  disagree  with 
the  Lords  Amendment.  It  appears,  at 
first  sight,  hardly  more  than  a  verbal 
Amendment ;  but  two  different  kinds  of 
machineiy  were  provided  for  registering 
trees,  and  as  the  Bill  stood  originally 
the  most  simple  was  adopted,  but  by  the 
insertion  of  these  words,  "  second  section 
of  the,"  you  revert  to  the  old  discarded 
maohineiy. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ^*  That 
this  House  doth  disagree  with  The  Lords 
in  the  said  Amendment." — {Mr,  Chance^) 
— put,  and  agreed  to. 

Page  1,  line  30,  leave  out  (**  shall  be 
entitled  to  "). 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) :  I 
beg  to  move  that  the  House  do  agree 
wi&  the  Lords  in  this  Amendment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
this  House  doth  ag^ee  with  The  Lords 
in  the  said  Amendment,"— (Ifr.  Maurice 
Healy,)—'^ui,  and  agreed  to. 

Page  2.  line  1,  leave  out  (*'  or,")  and 
insert  (*' and"). 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) :  I 
beg  to  move  that  the  House  do  disagree 
with  the  Amendment.  The  reasons  for 
disagreeing  are  practically  the  same  as 
those  advanced  lor  moving  to  disagree 
with  the  first  of  the  Amendments.  The 
Lords  Amendment,  in  this  case,  is 
practically  a  consequential  Amendment, 
arising  out  of  the  first ;  therefore,  having 
disagreed  with  the  one,  it  is  necessary 
to  be  consistent  that  we  should  disagree 
with  the  other. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''  That 
this  House  doth  disagree  with  The  Lords 
in  the  said  Amendment," — {Mr,  Maurice 
-ffeal^j) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Line  8,  after  (**  Act,")  insert — 

**  Provided  always,  That  no  claim  may  be 
made  under  the  provisions  of  this  snb- section  or 
the  preceding  sub-section  exceedmg  in  amount 
the  value  of  the  trees  at  the  time  of  the 
claim*' 

— the  next  Amendment,  read  a  second 
time. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  move  that  we  disagree  with  the  Lords 
in  this  Amendment.  I  really  do  not 
understand  it.     It  provides — 


''  That  no  claim  may  be  made  under  the  pro- 
visions of  this  sub-section  or  the  preceding  sub- 
section exceeding  in  amount  the  value  of  the 
trees  at  the  time  of  the  claim.** 

I  believe  it  is  an  ordinary  principle  of 
law  that  a  man  may  claim  what  he  likes, 
however  unreasonable  it  may  be.  It  is 
one  thing  to  make  a  claim,  and  another 
thing  to  get  that  which  is  claimed.  On 
the  other  hand,  if  this  merely  says  a 
man  is  not  to  get  more  than  he  is  en«- 
titled  to.  that  is  an  elementary  principle 
of  law,  and  does  not  require  the  wisdom 
of  the  House  of  Lords  to  support  it. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — 
{Mr,  Chance,) 

Thb  chief  SECEETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  John  Mobley)  (Newcastle- 
on-Tyne)  :  I  think  if  the  Amendment 
were  altered  so  as  to  read,  ''exceeding 
in  amount  the  value  of  the  improve- 
ments at  the  time  of  the  claim  " — leav- 
ing out  the  word  '*  trees,"  and  substi- 
tuting **  improvements" — I  think  we 
might  agree  to  it.  We  should  in  that 
way  limit  the  meaning  of  the  word  *' im- 
provements" to  that  in  the  Act  of  1870. 
The  hon.  Member's  proposal  was  made 
in  the  House  of  Lords ;  but  it  was  found 
that  if  accepted  it  would  have  an  opera- 
tion that  was  not  contemplated.  In  the 
Act  of  1870  it  is  provided  that  not 
only  shall  the  tree  be  taken  into  ac- 
count, but  also  the  planting  and  subse- 
quent labour  upon  it,  the  idea  being  to 
give  the  tenant  the  benefit  resulting 
from  such  improvement  to  the  letting 
value  of  the  land.  I  think  the  objection 
may  be  met  by  substituting  ''improve- 
ments" for  "trees." 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  8.) :  The 
Bill,  as  originally  passed  by  this  House, 
precisely  accords  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  idea. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY :  The  proper 
method  of  dealing  with  this  would  be  to 
accept  my  Amendment,  and  substitute 
the  word  '*  improvements*'  for  "  trees." 

Mr.  chance  :  I  withdraw  my  Mo- 
tion  to  disagree  with  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ment. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY :  I  beg  to  move 
to  insert  the  word  "  improvements,"  in 
place  of  the  word  **  trees"  in  line  4  of 
the  Amendment. 
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Amendment  proposed  to  The  Lords 
Amendment,  line  4,  leave  out  the  word 
<«  trees."— (ifr.  John  MorUy.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Line  4,  leave  out  sub-section  (3.)  and 
insert — 

**  A  tenant  making  a  claim  in  respeet  of  trees 
under  the  Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act, 
1870,  shall  not  he  entitled  in  respect  of  the 
same  trees  to  any  of  the  privileges  conferred 
upon  tenants  hy  the  said  Act  of  the  fifth  year 
of  the  reign  of  King  George  the  Third,  or  the 
Acts  amending  it,  including  this  Act." 

Mr.  MAUEICE  HEALY  (Cork) :  I 
beg  to  move  that  the  House  agree  to 
the  Lords  Amendment,  subject  to  the 
Amendment  I  have  put  upon  the  Paper 
— namely,  line  7  of  Amendment  to 
page  2,  line  4,  after  "Act,"  to  insert — 

«  But  such  claim  may  be  made  notwithstand- 
ing that  the  tenant  has  been  evicted  for  non- 
payment of  rent.'* 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  course  for  the 
hon.  Member  to  take  would  be  to  move 
to  amend  the  said  Amendment. 

Me.  MAURICE  HEALY:  Then  I 
propose  to  amend  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ment by  adding  at  the  end  of  it — 

'*  But  such  claim  may  be  made  notwithstand- 
ing that  the  tenant  has  been  evicted  for  non- 
payment of  rent." 

Amendment  proposed  to  amend  the 
Lords  Amendment,  by  adding  at  the 
end — 

'*  But  such  claim  may  be  made  notwithstand- 
ing that  the  tenant  has  been  evicted  for  non- 
payment of  rent.*' — {Mr.  Maurice  Healy.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Page  2,  leave  out  Clause  4. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny.  S.) :  I  beg 
to  move  to  disagree  with  this  Amend- 
ment. Clause  4  is  intended  to  remedy 
a  very  serious  defect  in  Section  10  of  the 
old  Act.  That  section  is  very  carelessly 
drafted ;  and  it  is  almost  uuintelligible, 
as  many  of  the  sections  of  the  old  Act 
are.  It  might  be  urged  that  if  a  tenant, 
who  bad  registered  a  certain  number  of 
trees,  cut  down  a  single  tree  the  section 
would  come  into  operation,  and  the  land- 
lord would  be  entitled  to  come  in  and 
take  the  property  from  him.  That 
would  be  a  great  hardship.  A  man 
might  have  a  large  number  of  trees — 
500  perhaps — and  if  he  cut  down  one 
miserable  old  trunk  his  right  to  the  rest 


of  the  500  would  be  gone.  That  is  the 
reason  why  thiq  clause  should  be  left  in 
the  Bill,  to  clear  up  the  doubt  which 
might  exist.  It  provides  that  so  long 
as  the  tenant  remains  on  his  holding  he 
shall  have  the  real  benefit  of  the  Act, 
and  that  it  shall  only  be  on  his  quitting 
the  holding  that  the  landlord  may  say, 
**  You  must  not  take  the  trees." 

Motion  made,  and  Uuestion,  **That 
this  House  doth  disagree  with  The  Lords 
in  the  said  Amendment,"— (i/r.  Chaneej) 
— put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  appointed,  '*to  draw  up  Reasons 
to  be  assigned  to  the  Lords  for  disagreeing  to 
the  Amendments  to  which  this  House  hath  dis- 
agreed :  —  Mr.  John  Morlbt,  Mr.  Mabjori- 
RANKS,  Mr.  Maurice  Healy,  Mr.  Chakcb,  Mr. 
GiLHOoLY,  and  Mr.  Sextok  :  —  To  withdraw 
immediately  ;  Three  to  be  the  quorum. 

MOTION. 


TRAMWAYS  PROVISIONAL  0EDER8   (No.    3) 

BULL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Charles  Adand,  Bill  to 
confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders  made  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  under  "  The  Tramways  Act, 
1870,"  relating  to  Birmingham  and  Western 
District  Tramways,  Birmingham  Central  Tram- 
ways (Extension),  South  Birmingham  Tram- 
ways (Extension),  and  South  Staffordshire  and 
Birmingham  District  Steam  Tramways,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Charles  Acland  and 
Mr.  Mundella. 
'BiW.preeentedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  218.] 

House  adjourned  at  One  o* clock. 
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SPEAKER  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
The  Lord  Chanoellob  acquainted  the 
House  that  Her  Majesty  had  (by  Com- 
mission) appointed  the  Duke  of  Buck- 
ingham and  Ohandos  Speaker  of  the 
House  in  the  absence  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor :  The  said  Conmiission  was  read. 

TBBES  (iBELAlfO)  BILL. 
Hetumed  from  the  Commons  with  one  of  the 
amendments  agreed  tOy  some  agreed  to  with 
amendments,  and  some  disagreed  to,  together 
with  Reasons  for  such  disagreement  :  The  Com- 
mons amendments  and  Reasons  to  be  printed, 
(No.  117.) 

PBIVATE  BILLS  (STANDING  ORDEB 
NO  128). 
The  evidence  taken  before  the  Select  Com- 
mittee from  time  to  time  to  be  printed,  for  the 
use  of  the  Members  of  this  House ;  but  no 
copies  thereof  to  be  delivered,  except  to  Members 
of  the  Committee,  until  further  order.  (No.  118.) 

RAILWAY  ACCIDENTS. 
Return  by  railway  companies  respecting  rail- 
way accidents,  together  with  reports  upon  cer- 
tain accidents  inquired  into,  for  the  three 
months  ended  March  1886 :  Presented  (by  com- 
mand), and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

HYDE  PARK  CORNER  (NEW  STREETS) 

BILL.-(No.  88.) 

(^The  Earl  of  Elgin.) 

SECOND    READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (The  Earl  of  Elgin),  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  read  the  second  time, 
said,  that  it  would  be  in  the  recollection 
of  their  Lordships  that  the  improve- 
ments at  Hyde  Park  Corner  had  been 
carried  out  by  the  Office  which  he  had 
the  honour  to  represent.  The  estimate 
for  the  whole  of  the  works  was  £30,000 ; 
but  the  sum  actually  spent  was  £27,538, 
of  which  sum  £20,000  was  contributed 
by  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  "Works, 
and  £3,000  by  the  Duke  of  West- 
minster, and  the  balance,  £4,538,  was 
defrayed  out  of  votes  granted  by  Par- 
liament. Of  this  last  sum  £3,000  was 
spent  in  removing  the  reservoir  from 
8t.  James's  Park,  and  the  remainder, 
£1,538,  was  spent  on  improvements. 
Having    briefly   referred  to  a  former 
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attempt  at  legislating  on  the  subjecti 
the  noble  Earl  said,  that  last  year  a  Bil 
was  introduced  into  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  was  re-introduced  this  year. 
It  was  there  referred  to  a  Hybrid  Com- 
mittee, which   had  power  to  hear  wit- 
nesses,  and  before   which  the  Metro- 
politan  Board  of  Works  was,  he  be- 
lieved, requested  by  the  Committee  to 
appear,  and  was  represented  by  counsel. 
He   mentioned  that  to  show  that  the 
whole  subject  was  before  the  Committee 
of  the  other  House.     The  Bill,  there- 
fore, which  he  had  to  present  was  the 
Bill  of  the  Government,  and  also  of  the 
Committee  of  the  Commons.    It  pro- 
posed, in  the  first  place,  that  that  por- 
tion of  the  space  now  covered  by  the 
improvements  which  had  been  included 
in  the  Green  Park,  and  which,  therefore, 
was  a  portion  of  the  parish  of  St.  Mar- 
tin's-in-the-Fields,   should    be    severed 
from  that  parish,  and   should  be  con- 
sidered for  the  future  as  situated  in  the 
parish  of  St.  George's,  Hanover  Square. 
That  would  relieve  the  parish  of    St. 
Martin's  from  the  obligation  of  main- 
taining that  portion  of  the  road.     The 
Bill,  in   the  next  place,  proposed  that 
the  maintenance  of   the  roads  should 
in  future  be  defrayed  in    equal  moie- 
ties   by  the   Metropolitan    Board   and 
the  Vestry  of   St.   George's,   Hanover 
Square.     On  that  part  of  the  Bill  he 
did  not  wish  to  say  anything  more,  as 
the  Metropolitan  Board  had  petitioned 
against  it,  and  would  be  heard  in  oppo- 
sition.    The  Bill  was  in  the  same  posi- 
tion  as  a  Private  Bill,  and  would  go 
through  the  same  process.    Therefore, 
he  did  not  wish  to  anticipate  what  the 
Metropolitan  Board  might  have  to  say 
before  the  Committee.     With  regard  to 
the  three  open  spaces,  which  were  not 
at  present  in  a  very  satisfactory  state,  he 
had  to  point  out  that  their  future  main- 
tenance was  not  transferred  by  the  Bill. 
These  spaces  would  be  laid  out  by  the 
Committee  under  the  Presidency  of  His 
Royal  Highness  the  Prince  of  Wales ; 
and  it  might  interest  their  Lordships  to 
know  that    the    last   payment  to  the 
sculptor  for  the  statue  of  the  Duke  of 
Wellington  was  due  next  March,  so  that 
it  might  be  expected  that  the  Committee 
would  be  able  soon  afterwards  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  work.     When  their  work 
was  completed,  the  maintenance  of  these 
spaces  would  devolve  upon  the  Board  of 
Works. 
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Movedy  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
— (  The  jEarl  of  Elgin.) 

The  Eabl  of  POWIS  said,  that  as 
the  noble  Earl  had  referred  to  the  op- 
position which  he  had  successfully  made 
on  the  former  Bill,  he  was  happy  on  the 
present  occasion  to  say  that  he  thought 
the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons had  come  to  a  reasonable  settle- 
ment of  the  question,  and  that  he  sup- 
ported the  Bill  as  it  now  stood. 

Earl  F0ETE8CUE  complained  that 
Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre  had  barbarously  cut 
down  a  handsome  g^.oup  of  trees,  about 
50  years  old,  which  were  an  ornament 
to  that  wide  blank  space,  and  masked 
its  irregularity ;  besides  affording  shade, 
which  would  have  been  very  welcome  in 
hot  weather  to  the  numbers  often  de- 
tained there  some  minutes  by  the  traffic 
before  being  able  to  cross.  Whenever 
required  for  the  further  improvements 
talked  of,  indeed,  but  not  yet  begun, 
the  trees  could  have  been  taken  down  in 
a  single  day,  though  they  would  have 
been  much  better  left.  But,  '*  drest  in 
a  little  brief  authority,"  that  Minister 
must  needs  show  it  by  hurriedly  re- 
moving what  could  not  be  replaced  in 
40  years.  It  was  a  great  pity  that  his 
want  of  taste  and  of  practical  know- 
ledge of  what  was  required  there  had, 
to  a  certain  extent,  marred  a  really  great 
improvement. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2'  accord- 
ingly, and  committed :  The  Committee  to 
be  proposed  by  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion. 

LABOURERS  (IRELAND)  ACTS  AMEND- 
MENT BILL.-(No.  61.) 
{The  Lord  FitzQerald.) 
COMMITTEE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order). 

Clauses  1  and  2  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Definition  of  *'  agricultural 
labourer"). 

Lord  FITZGERALD  said,  that  since 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  be  had 
considered  the  objections  that  had  been 
raised  to  the  clause ;  and  he  now  pro- 
posed that  the  definition  of  **  agricul- 
tural labourer  "  should  be  modified,  and 
that  the  term  should  apply  to  agricul- 
tural labourers  proper,  and  to  include 
Tvithin  it  hand-loom  weavers  and  fisher- 


men who  ordinarily,  during  any  period 
or  periods  of  the  year,  did  agricultural 
work  on  the  land  of  another  for  hire. 
He  hoped  that  the  Amendment  would 
meet  with  the  sanction  of  the  House. 

Amendment  moved. 

In  line  18,  to  leave  oat  (*'  repealed  *')  and  the 
remainder  of  the  clause  and  insert  ("  amended 
to  this  extent  that  the  expression  '  Agricultural 
labourer '  in  said  twenty-third  section  shall  in- 
clude hand-loom  weavers  and  fishermen  who 
ordinarily  during  any  period  or  periods  of  the 
year  do  agricultural  work  on  the  land  of  an- 
other on  hire  for  payment  by  wages.")— (T%^ 
Lord  FitgOerald.) 

Lord  ASHBOUENE  said,  that  there 
was  no  doubt  that  the  clause  as  intro- 
duced was  open  to  very  considerable 
criticism,  since  the  defiuition  of  agri- 
cultural labourer  was  wide  enough  to 
iuclude  any  man,  woman,  or  child,  who 
had  worked  for  half-a-day  on  another 
person's  land.  That  could  not  have 
been  intended,  and  was  certainly  an 
unsatisfactory  state  of  things,  and  the- 
Amendment  was  unquestionably  in  the 
right  direction.  He  did  not  say  that 
any  hard-and-fast  line  could  be  laid 
down ;  but  he  thought  some  words  might 
be  inserted  to  indicate  that  the  period 
of  work  should  be  a  substantial  one. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  struck  out. 

Clauses  6  and  7  agreed  to. 

Clause  8  (Power  of  Local  Government 
Board  to  dispense  with  advertisementa 
and  notices). 

The  Eabl  op  MILLTOWN  said,  he 
objected  to  the  proposal  to  give  the 
Local  Government  Board  a  discretionary 
power  to  dispense  with  notices  and  ad- 
vertisements. He  held  that  a  man 
whose  property  would  be  affected  by 
the  execution  of  a  scheme  sanctioned  by 
the  Bill  ought  certainly  to  receive  ade- 
quate notice  of  the  proposed  transac- 
tion. There  might  be  little  objection  to 
the  exercise  by  the  present  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  of  this  discretionary 
power  to  dispense  with  notices;  but, 
nevertheless,  it  would  be  well  to  pause 
before  vesting  such  a  power  in  the 
Board,  because,  having  regard  to  the 
present  condition  of  affairs,  it  was  quite 
impossible  to  forecast  what  kind  of 
Body  it  would  be  in  a  year  or  two. 
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Lord  ASHBOUENE  said,  he  would 
suggest  that  the  discretionary  power  of 
the  Board  should  not  extend  to  schemes 
authorizing  the  purchase  or  taking  of 
any  land  otherwise  than  by  agreement. 

Lord  FITZGEEALD  said,  he  would 
undertake  to  bring  up  on  Eeport  an 
Amendment  to  give  effect  to  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  9  and  10  agreed  to. 

Clause  11  (Extension  of  powers  of 
compulsory  purchase). 

The  Earl  of  LONGFORD  moved 
the  omission  of  the  clause,  which  gave 
the  local  Sanitary  Authority  power  to 
compulsorily  purchase  land  for  the  pur- 
pose of  providing  allotments  for  persons 
living  in  towns  or  villages.  The  existing 
power  of  purchase  by  agreement  was 
sufficient.  He  had  no  desire  to  oppose 
or  delay  the  Bill,  which  was  for  a  good 
purpose ;  but  he  did  object  to  that  com- 
pulsory power  of  purchase. 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out  the 
Clau8e.--(2%tf  :Earl  of  Longford.) 

Lord  FITZGEEALD  said,  this  was 
the  most  valuable  clause  in  the  Bill,  and 
he  could  not  consent  to  its  omission. 
The  alarm  that  it  created  in  the  noble 
Earl's  mind  was  quite  unfoimded,  for 
there  were  ample  safeguards.  Before 
the  power  could  be  exercised  a  scheme 
would,  in  every  case,  have  to  be  drawn 
up  and  submitted  for  the  approval  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  ;  and  if  there 
was  a  Petition  against  the  scheme  it 
could  not  be  carried  out  until  it  had 
been  confirmed  by  Act  of  Parliament. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  their  Lord- 
ships would  accept  the  clause.  No  body 
of  men  had  greater  claims  on  that  House 
than  the  Irish  labourers,  for  until  three 
years  ago  they  had  been  systematically 
neglected,  and  the  evidence  taken  before 
the  Boyal  Commission  showed  that  their 
habitations  were  most  shameful.  This 
compulsoTT  power  was  not  aimed  at  the  i 
landlord,  but  against  the  farmers,  who 
had  always  been  the  enemies  of  the  la- 
bourers, and  who,  in  very  many  cases, 
would  not  make  due  provision  for  the 
dwellings  of  their  labourers. 

Thk  Earl  of  COUETOWN  sup- 
ported the  Amendment. 

Lord  ASHBOUENE  said,  he  thought 
that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  in  what 
he  had  said  as  to  the  dates  and  position 


of  the  legislation  on  that  subject,  had 
hardly  made  out  a  case,  after  the  expe- 
rience of  only  a  few  months, for  Clause  1 1 . 
Under  the  Acts  of  1883  and  1885  Boards 
of  Guardians,  acting  as  Sanitary  Autho- 
rities, were  enabled  to  erect  labourers' 
dwellings,  with  half-an-acre  of  ground, 
wherever  they  thought  needful.  That 
provision  was  a  wise  one,  and  it  had  not 
been  proved  to  be  inadequate.  The  1 6th 
clause  of  the  Act  of  1885  also  had  given 
power  to  take  land  by  agreement  for 
the  purpose  of  distribution  in  allotments ; 
now  it  was  sought  to  alter  that,  and 
enact  that  there  should  be  compulsory 
power.  The  Act  had  hardly  been  at  all 
appealed  to,  and  any  experience  that 
had  accrued  since  the  14th  of  August 
last  certainly  had  not  been  such  as  to 
show  that  it  had  failed  to  secure  any 
of  the  objects  for  which  it  was  intended. 
This  was  entirely  a  different  case  from 
that  of  a  railway  or  tramway  referred 
to  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord 
FitzGorald).  There  the  line  went  between 
two  termini,  and  it  was  necessary  that 
there  should  be  a  power  of  getting  over 
the  opposition  of  any  cantankerous 
person  who  might  wish  to  stop  the  line. 
There  was,  however,  no  analogy  between 
that  case  and  the  one  now  under  con- 
sideration. In  the  present  state  of  Ire- 
land a  power  such  as  that  now  proposed 
might  be  used  for  the  purpose  of  annoy- 
ing a  man  who  was  disliked.  He  op- 
posed the  clause  on  the  ground  of 
common  sense,  because  he  considered  it 
premature  to  invoke  compulsion  and 
alter  the  element  of  agreement  which 
had  been  adopted  as  recently  as  last 
August,  and  which  had  hardly  been 
tried  at  all,  and  which  certainly  had  not 
been  proved  to  have  been  a  failure. 

The  Earl  of  BELMORE  also  opposed 
the  clause. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Hersohell)  said,  he  hoped  that  before 
noble  Lords  opposite  dealt  with  this 
clause  in  the  imceremonious  way  which 
was  suggested  they  would  bear  in  mind 
the  origin  of  the  clause.  In  the  autumn 
of  last  year  there  had  been  a  good  deal 
of  discussion  upon  the  subject  of  this 
compulsory  taking  of  land  for  the  pur- 
pose of  allotments;  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  had  been  very 
vigorously  denounced  for  giving  utter- 
ance to  what  were  regarded  as  revolu- 
tionary sentiments  as  to  the  authority  of 
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Parliament  to  deal  with  the  rights  of 
property.  Subsequently,  however,  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Paddington 
(Lord  Bandolph  Churchill),  in  a  speech 
which  he  made  at  King's  Lynn,  admitted 
the  right  of  Parliament  to  make  these 
allotments,  and  that,  under  a  certain  con- 
dition, it  could  safely  be  agreed  to.  The 
condition  was  that  the  scheme  should  be 
confirmed  by  Provisional  Order.  Inten- 
tionally or  not,  that  was  the  proposal 
of  this  11th  clause,  in  which  the  framers 
of  the  Bill  had  adopted  the  suggestion 
of  a  distinguished  Member  of  the  Con- 
Bervative  Government ;  and,  therefore,  he 
did  not  see  how  the  Friends  of  the  noble 
Lord  could  object  to  it. 

Thb  Marquess  of  SALISBUEY  said, 
he  thought  that  if  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  had  had  in  the  practice  of  his 
former  Profession  to  cite  a  case  the 
Judges  would  have  required  him  not  to 
cite  the  case  from  memory,  but  to  pro- 
duce the  actual  words ;  and  he  believed 
that  in  such  a  case  Judges  would  have 
acted  wisely,  because,  in  referring  to 
the  words  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Paddington,  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  had  misquoted  what  had 
been  said.  It  was  an  odd  way  to  dis- 
cuss matters  iu  the  House  of  Lords,  but 
he  would  pass  it  by,  attributing  it  to 
the  novelty  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord's  experience  in  that  House.  His 
recollection  of  what  Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill  suggested  was  that  there 
might  be  particular  cases  in  which 
the  thing  might  be  done,  and  safely 
done,  if  each  case  were  separately 
considered  by  Parliament  itself.  But 
that  would  not  be  the  case  with  the 
measure  before  the  House.  It  was 
nominally  to  work  through  a  Provisional 
Order ;  but  it  would  not  be  subjected  to 
all  the  safeguards  of  that  procedure. 
That  made  a  "wide  distinction  in  principle, 
for  while  a  Provisional  Order  was  a  safe- 
guard in  England  it  was  not  so  with  re- 
gard to  Ireland.  He  must,  therefore, 
ask  for  wider  reasons  than  the  assertion 
that  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Paddington  made  a  speech  at  King's 
Lynn  in  favour  of  the  alteration  of  the 
law.  He  thought,  with  all  respect,  that 
was  not  a  sufficient  reason  for  altering 
a  law  recently  made.  They  ought  to 
proceed  very  carefully  in  tins  compul- 
sory legislation.  Hitherto,  they  had 
allowed  the  compulsory  taking  of  land 
for  public   objects — objects  which  the 

The  Lord  Chancellor 


public  distinctly  understood.  They  were 
now  asked  for  compulsory  powers  to 
take  land  in  order  to  enable  the  labourer 
to  earn  a  livelihood.  Before  doing  that 
let  them  ask  how  far  they  were  to  go — 
were  they  going  to  extend  it  to  the  small 
farmer,  to  the  moderate  farmer,  and  to 
the  large  farmer  ?  He  only  wished  to 
impress  upon  them  that  the  principle 
was  a  wide  one,  and  that  it  was  of  great 
importance.  If  they  adopted  it  in  Ire- 
land it  probably  would  not  be  confined 
to  that  country  ;  and,  therefore,  he  en- 
treated them  to  move  cautiously  in  the 
matter,  and  not  to  be  misled  by  the 
words  Provisional  Order. 

The  8ECRETAEY  of  STATE  for 
THE  COLONIES  (Earl  Granville):  I 
am  curious  to  know  in  what  respect  it  is 
irregular  for  the  Lord  Chancellor  to 
refer  to  a  speech  made  by  the  Member 
for  Paddington  at  King's  Lynn. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY:  I 
said  it  was  very  unusual  to  base  a  change 
in  the  law  on  a  speech  made  at  King's 
Lynn,  and  I  asked  for  wider  reasons 
than  that. 

Lord  FITZGERALD  said,  that  the 
question  was  fully  discussed  in  the  other 
House,  and  met  general  approval,  and 
complained  that  their  Lordships  did  not 
take  a  deeper  interest  in  the  condition 
of  the  agricultural  labourer  of  Ireland. 
Who  were  the  principal  supporters  of 
the  Land  League  and  the  National 
League?  The  labourers.  He  wished 
to  give  them  the  first  element  of  civili- 
zation, a  home  to  live  in.  He  would 
quote  to  their  Lordships  an  extract  from 
the  evidence  given  before  the  Devon 
Commission.  The  Rev.  John  Locke 
stated  that — 

**  The  present  condition  of  the  farm  labourer, 
dependent  on  an  unsympathizing  class  scarcely 
elevated  above  him  in  education  and  sentiment, 
is  deteriorating  to  his  own  condition  and  perilous 
to  the  community.  He  is  not  a  participant  in 
profits  nor  property.  Daily  food  is  the  limit  of 
his  expectations ;  economy  is,  therefore,  never 
thought  of,  because  unavailing ;  and  if  the  far- 
mer on  whose  land  he  is  settled  be  prevented  by 
fall  in  price,  failure  in  crop,  or  any  other  cause 
from  a£fording  employment,  the  starving  la- 
bourer, reckless  and  unreasoning,  with  a  vague 
sense  of  injury  rankling  in  his  mind,  having 
nothing  to  lose,  and  a  chance  of  gaining  by 
change,  becomes  the  willing  tool  of  agrarian  or 
political  disaffection.  Poverty  is  the  chronic 
fever,  crimes  the  delirium  of  the  untended 
patient." 

The  Mahquess  of  SALISBUEY 
said,  that  he  could  assure  the  noble  and 
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learned  Lord  that  that  House  had  not 
shown  any  carelessness  for  the  interests 
of  the  agricultural  labourers ;  but  now 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  came  down 
with  a  letter  written  at  the  time  of  the 
Devon  Commission,  and  tried  to  induce 
that  House  to  pass  this  Bill  to  amend  an 
act  of  last  year  which  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  himself  had  agreed  to,  and 
did  not  at  that  time  produce  this  letter. 
During  the  passage  of  tlie  Irish  Land 
Act  great  efforts  were  made  on  that  side 
of  the  House,  as  well  as  on  the  other 
side,  in  order  to  defend  those  interests; 
and  it  had  always  been  felt  that  in  all 
the  discussions  for  the  benefit  of  the 
farmer  there  was  a  danger  of  ignoring 
the  interests  of  the  labourer.  They  had 
passed  the  Acts  of  1883  and  1885,  and 
in  doing  so  they  had  not  stickled  at  any 
difficulties  that  might  have  arisen  from 
the  want  of  precedents  for  such  legisla- 
tion for  the  benefit  of  the  labourers;  and 
all  they  now  asked  on  that  side  of  the 
House  was  that  those  Acts  should  be 
tried,  and  that  there  should  be  some 
facts  to  show  that  they  bad  failed  before 
it  was  sought  to  replace  them  by  un- 
neceesary  legislation. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (The  Earl  of  Kimberley)  said, 
that  the  noble  Marquess  had  expressed 
sympathy  for  the  labourers ;  but  sym- 
pathy that  was  not  transmuted  into  acts 
was  not  very  valuable,  and  the  Govern- 
ment wanted  the  House  to  show  its 
sympathy  by  passing  this  Bill.  The 
measure  came  up  to  their  Lordships  re- 
commended by  very  strong  opinion  ^*  else- 
where ; "  and  he  should  have  thought  that 
it  would  have  been  very  welcome  to 
noble  Lords  opposite.  When,  however, 
it  became  a  question  of  transmuting  the 
sympathy  of  noble  Lords  opposite  in 
acts  the  clause  which  would  do  this  was 
to  be  thrown  out. 

Lord  ORANMORE  and  BROWNE 
said,  he  would  point  out  that  there  was 
a  g^at    difference  between    the    year 
1845,  when  they  were  on  the  point  of  a 
famine  in  Ireland,  and  the  present  time. 
They  had  passed  Acts  to  prevent  the  | 
great  sub-division  of  land  in  Ireland.  | 
The  Encumbered  Estates  Act  was  passed  * 
for  the  very  purpose  of  enabling  land  •  | 
lords  to  sell  their  estates,  and  to  induce 
others  to   bring  in   fresh    capital    for  i 
making   improvements  and   extending  . 
the  hohlings.    The  state  of  things  before  j 
the  passing  of  those  Acts  was  far  more  ' 


miserable    than    anything  existing    at 
present. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  it 
was  an  important  fact  in  connection  with 
this  matter  that  when  the  clause  came 
before  the  House  of  Commons  there 
were  Representatives  from  Ireland, 
Conservative  as  well  as  Liberal,  present. 
An  Amendment  proposed  by  a  Conser- 
vative Member  was,  on  the  suggestion 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
John  Morley),  adopted  and  incorporated 
in  the  clause,  which  now  came  before 
their  Lordships  in  its  amended  form. 
No  objection  was  taken  by  any  Con- 
servative Member  from  Ireland  to  the 
insertion  of  the  clause  in  the  Bill ;  and, 
therefore,  when  their  Lordships  had  the 
unanimous  opinion  of  the  House  of 
Commons  in  favour  of  such  a  provision, 
it  did  afford  some  indication  that  a 
change  in  the  law  was  necessary. 

On  Question,  That  the  said  Clause 
stand  part  of  the  Bill  ?  Their  Lordships 
divided : — Contents  25 ;  Not- Contents  65 : 
Majority  40. 

Resolved  in  the  negative. 

Clause  12  agreed  to. 

Clause  13  (Sanitary  authority  or  con- 
tractor may  enter  on  land  and  take 
materials). 

On  Motion  of  Lord  Cloncurry,  the 
following  Amendments  made : — Page  4, 
line  40,  after  (** demesne")  insert 
(**home  farm  ") ;  page  5,  line  14,  after 
( ' '  occupier  ")  insert  ( *  *  according  to  their 
respective  interests  therein  "). 

The  Earl  of  LONGFORD  moved 
the  omission  of  the  clause  on  the  ground 
of  the  annoyance  which  might  be  caused 
to  the  occupier  by  giving  a  vexatious 
right  of  entry  on  his  land. 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out  the 
Clause.— (7%<>  Marl  oj  Longford,) 

Lord  FITZGERALD  defended  the 
clause. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdratcn. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  14  (Temporary  letting  of  allot- 
ments). 

Amendment  moved. 

In  line  19,  to  leave  oat  ('*  within  the  meaning 
of  that  Act,")  and  insert  (**  only  pending  the 
erection  of  each  cottage  and  determinable  at  the 
end  of  any  month.'*)—  {The  Lord  Ft(z  Gerald,) 
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Amendment  agreed  to. 
Olause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 


Lord  FITZGERALD  moved  the  fol- 
lowing new  Clause : — 

(Exchange  of  Sites.) 
**  Notwithstanding  anything  contained  in  the 
Labourers  (Ireland)  Acts,  1883-85,  it  shall  be 
lawful  for  the  Local  Government  Board  of  Ire- 
land, upon  the  petition  of  a  sanitary  authority, 
to  make  an  order  that  any  site  and  plot  included 
in  a  scheme  made  pursuant  to  either  of  the  said 
Acts  may  be  exchanged  by  such  sanitary  autho- 
rity for  another  site  and  plot  of  equal  area; 
Provided  always,  that  the  Local  Government 
Board  of  Ireland  shall  not  make  any  order 
luider  this  section  imless  they  are  satisfied  that 
the  site  and  plot  proposed  to  be  substituted  are 
as  suitable  as  the  site  and  plot  sought  to  be 
abandoned,  and  unless  they  are  satisfied  that 
the  proposed  substitution  is  not  objected  to  by 
the  owner,  lessee,  or  occupier  of  the  site  or  plot 
proposed  to  be  substituted.'* 

Clause  agreed  to, 
[Remaining  Clause  agreed  to. 

Lord  FITZGERALD  said,  he  did  not 
propose  to  take  the  Bill  on  Report  until 
some  day  next  week. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  suggested  that 
as  their  Lordships'  minds  would  be  in  a 
great  state  of  excitement  next  week,  it 
would  be  as  well  that  the  Bill  should  be 
postponed  till  the  week  after. 

Loud  FITZGERALD :  I  would  will- 
ingly have  assented  to  that  course  but 
for  the  speech  of  the  noble  Marquess 
opposite  on  Saturday,  which  appeared 
to  me  to  predicate  an  early  Dissolution. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
Allow  me  to  assure  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  that  I  was  only  judging  from  the 
signs  of  the  times.  He  can  get  much 
better  information  on  the  subject  than 
any  that  I  can  give  him. 

Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended.  (No. 
120.) 

COMPANIES  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

[The  Earl  of  Dalhcttsie.) 

(XO.    82.)      SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

The  SECRETARY  fob  SCOTLAND 
(The  Earl  of  Dalhousib),  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  read  the  second  time,  said,  it 
was  intended  to  remedy  certain  manifest 
defects  in  the  working  of  the  Companies' 
Acts  in  Scotland .  Se ve  ral  cases  of  great 
injustice  had  occurred.  Speaking  gene- 
rally, the  Bill  would  assimilate  the  Law 


of  Liquidation  in  the  Companies  Aci 
with  the  Scottish  Bankruptcy  Law.  In 
England  asimilaruniformity  was  brought 
about  at  the  passing  of  the  Judicature 
Act  in  1875.  and  this  Bill  was  intended 
to  do  for  Scotland  what  that  Act  had 
done  for  England.  The  measure  had 
been  considered  by  the  Faculty  of  Ad- 
vocates in  Edinburgh  and  by  the  highest 
legal  authorities  in  Scotland,  including 
the  Solicitors  of  the  Supreme  Court.  By 
all  those  eminent  authorities  it  had 
been  approved  most  heartily  and  unani- 
mously. 

Moved,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
—{TAe  Earl  of  Dalhotuie.) 

Lord  WATSON  said,  the  Bill  was 
urgently  required  ;  and  he  asked  the 
noble  Earl  to  set  it  down  for  Committee 
on  an  early  day,  as  the  few  Amend- 
ments which  he  had  to  propose  were 
already  prepared. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thur$day  next. 

FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES  ACT,  187i5. 

QUESTION. 

The  Earl  of  IDDESLEIGH  called 
attention  to  a  case  of  alleged  embezzle- 
ment of  thef  uuds  of  a  registered  Friendly 
Society  by  a  prisoner  named  John  Kew, 
tried  before  Mr.  Baron  Pollock  at  the 
Nottingham  Assizes,  held  15th  July 
1885,  which  resulted  in  the  acquittal  of 
the  prisoner,  on  the  ground  that  there 
was  no  proof  of  the  registration  of  the 
Society  under  the  Friendly  Societies  Act, 
1875.  He  asked  whether  a  copy  of  the 
rules  of  the  Society  had  not  been  pro- 
duced to  the  Central  Office  of  Friendly 
Societies  in  London,  been  there  com- 
pared with  the  registered  copy,  and 
having  been  found  correct,  been  stamped 
with  the  office  stamp ;  and  whether  it 
had  not  been  accepted  by  the  committing 
magistrates  before  whom  the  prisoner 
had  been  originally  charged?  Further, 
he  asked  whether  the  decision  of  the 
Court  was  made  in  view  of  the  39th  sec- 
tion of  the  Act  of  1875,  with  respect  to 
the  reception  in  evidence  of  documents 
bearing  the  seal  or  stamp  of  the  Central 
Office  without  further  proof ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  any  amendment  of  that  section 
is  required  to  giye  effect  to  the  intention 
of  the  I  egislatnre  ?    One  of  the  great 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1273  Side  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  {May  18,  188G}    on  Sunday/  {Durham)  Bitt.  1274 

objects  of  the  promoters  of  the  Friendly 
Societies  Act  was  to  got  rid,  as  far  as 
possible,  of  the  danger  of  a  failure  of 
justice  itom  equitable  grounds. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  (Lord 
Hbrschell)  said,  that  he  had  communi- 
cated with  the  learned  Judge  who  tried 
the  case,  and  he  found  that  the  ground 
on  which  the  prosecution  failed  was  that 
his  Lordship  held  that  there  was  not 
sufficient  j^oof  of  the  registration  of  the 
Society.  The  learned  Judge  proceeded 
on  these  grounds.  The  11th  section  of 
the  Friendly  Societies  Act  provided  for 
the  issue  by  the  Eegistrar  of  an  acknow- 
ledgment of  registration  as  showing  that 
the  Society  had  complied  with  the  pro* 
visions  of  registration.  This  acknow- 
ledgment was,  by  the  10th  section,  con- 
clusive proof  of  the  registration.  The 
learned  Judge  informed  him  that  it  was 
usual  in  cases  of  this  kind  to  produce  this 
acknowledgment  of  registration.  He 
had  not  any  exact  information  as  to 
what  evidence  was  proposed  to  be  given 
in  this  particular  case ;  but  that  the 
counsel  for  the  prosecution  did  not  pro- 
duce any  such  acknowledgment  was  cer- 
tain. What  was  produced,  he  believed, 
was  a  certified  or  examined  copy  of  the 
rules  of  the  Society  ;  and  he  should  not 
like  to  say  that  a  copy  of  the  rules  duly 
authenticated  might  not  have  such  state- 
ments on  the  face  of  it  as  to  make  it, 
although  falling  short  of  the  full  legal 
proof,  primd  facie  evidence  as  to  the  re- 
gistration. There  could  be  no  practical 
difficulty  in  the  production  of  the  ac- 
knowledgment of  the  Eegistrar ;  and, 
therefore,  he  could  not  see  that  there 
was  any  real  need  for  an  amendment  of 
the  Act.  Indeed,  he  did  not  apprehend 
that  when  it  was  known  that  it  had  been 
established  that  the  valid  proof  was  in 
the  production  of  the  acknowledgment 
of  registration,  that  such  prosecutions 
would  be  attended  with  any  practical 
inconvenience. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS 

ON  SUNDAY  (DURHAM)  BILL 

PETITIONS). 

ICOnOK  FOE  A  SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

The  Eael  of  WEMYSS  in  rising  to 
move — 

<*  That  a  Select  Oommittee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  validity  of  all  petitions  pre- 
■anted  to  this  House  for  or  against  the  Sale  of 
Intoxieating    Liquors    on    Sunday   (Durham) 


Bill,  and  of  the  signatures  attached  thereto^ 
with  a  view  to  ascertaining  how  far  such  sig- 
natures are  or  are  not  genuine." 

said,  he  had  placed  the  Notice  on  the 
Paper  believing  that  he  was  acting  in 
accordance  with  what  was  the  wish  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack 
(Lord  Herschell).  It  would  be  in  the 
recollection  of  noble  Lords  that  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Bramwell)  pre- 
sented a  Petition  against  the  Bill — or 
rather  it  was  so  bulky  that  it  was 
carried  to  the  Table  by  an  attendant — 
and  in  the  course  of  the  debate  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  who  spoke  in  favour  of  the 
Bill,  referring  to  the  Petition,  observed 
that  from  his  own  experience  in  ^'an- 
other place" — experience,  no  doubt, 
gained  from  Petitions  which  he  had 
presented— that  Petitions  were  not  al- 
ways what  they  professed  to  be  as  re- 
garded the  signatures.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  also  expressly  regretted 
that  this  Petition  was  presented  so  late 
to  the  House  that  there  was  no  time  to 
acknowledge  it.  Having  heard  that, 
and  believing,  as  he  did,  that  this  Peti- 
tion was  as  fairly  got  up  as  these  things 
generally  were,  he  gave  Notice  of  this 
Motion.  He  knew  nothing  whatever 
about  the  Petition  until  it  was  presented 
to  the  House,  when  he  saw  the  Gentle- 
man who  had  charge  of  it,  and  he 
assured  him  that  it  was  as  fairly  got  up 
as  those  on  the  other  side.  He  should 
mention  that  the  Petition  was  promoted 
by  the  Country  Brewers'  Association, 
and  he  had  since  received  a  letter  on 
the  subject  in  which  it  was  stated  that 
the  canvassers  employed  by  the  brewers 
had  strict  orders  only  to  allow  hand  fide 
signatures  to  be  attached,  and  each  can- 
vasser was  made  responsible  for  the 
signatures  in  his  own  district,  and  it 
was  added  that  the  Petition  would  bear 
comparison  with  the  Petitions  on  the 
other  side.  Upon  looking  into  the  mat- 
ter to  his  surprise  he  found  that  there 
was  no  provision  whatever  for  the  exa- 
mination of  Petitions,  while  the  officers 
of  the  House,  when  he  mentioned  the 
matter,  were  perfectly  horrified  at  the 
idea  of  having  to  go  through  60,000  or 
more  signatures.  It  was  thought  that 
there  should  be  a  standing  Committee 
of  their  Lordships'  House  for  the  exa- 
mination of  Petitions,  and  in  1868  one 
was  appointed ;  but  only  one  Keport  was 
presented,  and  then  their  Lordships 
thought    that    it    was  unnecessary    to 
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follow  up  the  BjBtem.  At  the  present 
moment,  unless  some  officer  of  the  House 
kindly  undertook  to  look  over  the  Peti- 
tioD,  there  was  no  other  authority  to  do 
60.  He  believed  that  one  of  the  officers 
had  glanced  through  this  one,  and  he 
eaid  it  appeared  to  be  very  fairly  got 
up.  He  should  have  been  perfectly 
content  to  let  the  matter  drop  at  that ; 
but  he  thought  that  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  would 
agree  with  him  that  the  subject  should 
not  remain  there,  and  that  they  ought 
to  go  into  both  sides.  He  should  be 
quite  willing  that  the  Petitions  should 
be  referred  to  some  expert  who  should 
be  asked  to  report  to  the  House  upon 
them.  He  had  several  objections  to 
the  Bill,  which  he  should  state  at  the 
proper  time,  and  he  looked  upon  the 
measure  itself  as  unwise  and  unneces- 
sary. If  one  man  desired  to  have  a 
glass  of  beer  on  Sunday  and  another 
man  was  willing  to  sell  it  to  him,  why 
should  they  make  this  an  offence?  It 
was  evident  that  there  wns  a  very 
strong  feeling  against  the  Bill  in  the 
City  of  Durham ;  because,  as  he  learnt 
from  the  papers  that  morning,  a  mass 
meeting  of  the  inhabitants  was  held  in 
the  market-place  yesterday  to  protest 
against  the  Bill,  and  it  was  denounced 
as  a  gross  interference  with  the  liberty 
of  individuals,  and  also  as  piecemeal  and 
class  legislation.  The  meeting  ap- 
peared to  have  numbered  some  thou- 
sands of  persons,  and  the  few  teetotallers 
who  made  their  appearance  were  hustled, 
and  but  for  the  protection  of  the  police 
would  have  been  roughly  handled. 
Eventually  they  had  to  take  refuge  in 
the  Town  Hall.  It  was  evident,  there- 
fore, that  this  was  a  question  upon 
which  some  very  strong  feeling  was 
entertained  on  both  sides ;  and  that  con- 
sideration ought  to  weigh  with  their 
Lordships  to  induce  them  to  accept  his 
Motion. 

Movedy  **That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  validity  of  all  peti- 
tions presented  to  this  House  for  or  against  the 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sun&y  (Dur- 
ham) Bill,  and  of  the  signatures  attached 
thereto,  with  a  view  to  ascertaining  how  far 
such  signatures  are  or  are  not  genuine.*'— (TAtt 
Earl  of  W$my99,) 

The  LOED  OHANOELLOE  (Lord 
Herschell)  said,  it  might  be  in  the  re- 
collection of  the  House  that  in  the  course 
of  the  few  words  which  he  spoke  on  the 
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second  reading  of  this  Bill,  after  a  Feti* 
tion  had  been  somewhat  dramatically  pre- 
sented by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
who  moved  the  rejection  of  the  Bill  (Lord 
Bramwell),  he  (the  Lord  Chancellor) 
suggested  that  it  was  possible  to  over- 
estimate the  value  of  Petitions,  because 
one  was  not  certain  as  to  the  authenticity 
of  the  signatures.  That  Petition,  having 
been  presented  so  late,  was  somewhat 
calculated  to  increase  one's  suspicions. 
But  his  observations  with  regard  to  it 
were  a  chance  shot,  not  based  on  any 
information.  Since  then  he  had  re- 
ceived several  other  Petitions  relating 
to  that  Petition,  among  them  one  from 
Edward  E.  Close,  of  3,  Paradise  Place, 
Stockton-on-Tees,  stating  that  he  was  a 
Qood  Templar  and  strongly  in  favour  of 
the  Durham  Sunday  Closing  Bill ;  that 
he  was  asked  to  sign  a  Petition  in 
favour  of  that  Bill,  and  signed  a  Peti- 
tion which  he  was  told  was  in  favour  of 
that  Bill ;  but  that  he  learnt  soon  after- 
wards that  the  Petition  was  against  the 
Bill,  and  praying  that,  since  his  signa- 
ture had  been  obtained  by  fraud,  it 
might  be  removed  from  the  Petition. 
That  was  a  sample  of  several  Petitions 
that  he  had  received.  So  as  to  see 
whether  there  was  any  foundation  for 
these  assertions,  he  asked  one  of  his 
officials  to  look  through  the  signatures 
and  see  whether  he  could  discover  the 
signature  of  Mr.  Close,  and  in  this  the 
official  had  been  successful,  and  there 
could  be  no  doubt  about  the  matter,  as 
the  signatures  in  both  cases  were  simi- 
lar. In  the  examination  of  the  Petition 
it  appeared  that  there  were  in  one  place 
some  40  or  50  signatures  obviously 
signed  in  the  same  handwriting  and 
with  the  same  pen  and  ink;  and  as  it 
was  found  that  the  residences  of  these 
persons  were  in  some  cases  10  miles 
apart  it  was  most  improbable  that  they 
were  all  present  when  their  names  were 
signed  and  authorized  such  signatures. 
It  therefore  seemed  that  there  was 
some  foundation  for  his  doubts  as  to 
the  60,000  signatures  being  those  of 
60,000  persons  opposed  to  the  Bill. 
How  many  fell  within  that  category  it 
would  be  difficult  to  say.  In  many 
cases  it  appeared  that  the  signatures 
not  only  of  the  parents,  but  of  the 
youngest  children  who  could  hold  a 
pen,  had  been  taken.  These  facts,  he 
thought,  were  sufficient  to  show  that 
the  Petition  was  not  above  suspicion; 
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and,  therefore,  if  the  noble  Earl  moTed 
for  a  Committee,  it  was  obvious  that 
with  that  other  Petition  before  him  it 
was  impossible  for  him  to  suggest  any 
argument  against  it. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Committee  appointed  acoordinglj. 

House  adjoamed  at  Seven  o'clock, 

to  Thursday  next,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  c/olock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  ISth  May,  1886. 


MINUTES.]  —  Select  Committee  —  Forestry, 
Mr.  Evelyn  and  Mr.  Albert  Grey  added. 

PnrvATi  Bill  {by  Order)^Con9id0red  at  amended 
— Tyno  Improvement.* 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  Firti  Reading  — 
Coal  Mines  Regulation  [2171;  Freshwater 
Fisheries*  [218]. 

Firet  l^^iMftft^— Stipendiary  Magistrates  (Pen- 
sions) (No.  2)*  [216]. 

Second  Reading ^QtQv&mmetii  of  Ireland  [181] 
\Fourth  Night],  debate  further  atl/ourned  ; 
Conveyancing  (Scotland)  Act  (1874)  Amend- 
ment [127]. 

Reports  of  Select  Cofnmittee— Shop  Hours  Regu- 
lation [Nos.  165  &  166]. 

Committee — Public  Health  Acts  (Improvement 
Expenses)  {re-eomm.)  [163] — r.p. 

Withdrawn  —  Stipendiary  Magistrates  (Pen- 
sions) •  [212]. 

PnovisioyAL  Order  Bills  —  Ordered  —  Firet 
J?#«rfi#i^-(Jas(No.  2)»  [214]. 

Second  Reading  --  Gas  and  Water*  [206]; 
Water*  [207]. 

QUESTIONS. 


PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS— UNION 
OFFICIALS. 
Mr.  ALEXANDEE  BLANE  (Ar- 
magh,  S.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  it  be 
true  that  Messrs.  Joseph  W.  Robb  and 
Adam  S.  Weir,  officials  in  the  Belfast 
Workhouse,  took  an  active  and  pro- 
minent part  at  the  last  Parliamentary 
Election  for  the  Southern  Division  of 
Belfast,  and  that  they  received  payment 
for  their  valuable  services  at  that  elec- 
tion ;  whether  they  requested  and  ob- 
tained leave  of  absence  from  their  ordi- 
nary duties,  without  any  deduction  from 
their  salaries,  by  the  Guardians  of  the 
Belfast  Union;    whether   they  will  be 


called  upon  to  refund  the  money  so  ob- 
tained; and,  what  notice  will  be  taken 
regarding  their  representation  to  the 
Guardians  of  the  Belfast  Union,  to  whom 
they  alleged  they  wanted  holidays  ? 

The  chief  SECRETAEY  (Mr.  John 
Mobley)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) :  A  simi- 
lar Question  respecting  these  two  offi- 
cials was  asked  some  time  since  by  the 
hon.  Member  regarding  other  elections, 
and  my  answer  now  is  the  same  as  on 
that  occasion ;  that  the  facts  are  substan- 
tially as  stated;  that  the  officers  ob- 
tained leave  for  the  purpose ;  that  the 
Local  Board  have  taken  action  which 
they  trust  will  prevent  the  Union  officers 
&om  acting  in  similar  capacities  for  the 
future. 

PIERS    AND    HARBOURS    (IKELAND)- 
KINGSTOWN  HARBOUR. 

Sib  THOMAS  ESMONDE  (Dublin 
Co.,  S.)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury, What  steps  will  be  taken  to  remedy 
the  present  unsatisfactory  state  of  the 
East  Pier  of  Kingstown  Harbour,  which 
has  lately  been  covered  with  coarse  loose 
gravel,  to  the  great  inconvenience  of 
pedestrians  ? 

The  SECRETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowlbb)  (Wol- 
verhampton) :  The  roadway  of  the  East 
Pier  at  Kingstown  has  been  recently  re- 
paired with  gravel  precisely  in  the  same 
way  as  has  been  done  for  more  than  40 
years,  and  is  not  in  an  unsatisfactory 
condition  ;  the  Commissioners  of  Public 
Works  are  quite  ready  to  afford  every 
facility  to  any  Public  Body  who  may 
desire  to  carry  out  improvements  from 
their  own  funds  in  adapting  the  pier  for 
a  promenade. 

SALMON  FISHERIES  (IRELAND) -THE 
SUIR  FISHERIES. 

Mb.  P.  J.  POWER  (Waterford,  E.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  any  steps 
can  be  taken  to  have  the  prosecutions 
instituted  by  the  Conservators  of  the 
River  Suir  against  fishermen  for  net  fish- 
ing between  the  towns  of  Clonmel  and 
Carrick  on  Suir,  a  right  enjoyed  by 
the  fishermen  for  generations,  postponed, 
pending  the  proposed  inquiry  into  this 
subject  by  the  Select  Committee  on 
Salmon  Fisheries  (Ireland)  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Mojilbt)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne),  in  reply, 

uigmzed  by  Google 


1379 


Harbours—  Public 


{COMMONS} 


JSarbour  IVusU, 


1280 


Raid,  the  Oovemment  had  no  power  to 
suspend  prosecutions  in  cases  where  they 
were  not  the  prosecutors;  but  he  under- 
stood that  the  Inspectors  of  Fisheries 
had  communicated  with  the  Board  of 
Conservators,  expressing  their  opinion 
that  under  the  present  circumstances 
prosecutions  ought  to  be  suspended  for 
such  offences,  and  owners  of  the  fisheries 
left  to  enforce  their  riehts.  Beyond  that 
the  Government  could  not  go. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)  —  INnD-DAY 
MAIL  SERVICE  FOR  THE  TOWN  OF 
BALLINAMORE,  CO.  LEITRIM. 

Me.  HAYDEN  (Leitrim,  S.)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  Postmaster  General  will  have  steps 
taken  to  re-establish  the  mid-day  mail 
service  for  the  town  of  Ballinamore, 
county  of  Leitrim,  and  thereby  prevent 
the  inconvenience  caused  to  traders  by 
having  their  letters  detained  in  Carrick- 
on-Shannon  Post  Office  for  over  twelve 
hours  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton) :  In  reply  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, I  beg  to  say  that  nothing  is  known 
at  the  Post  Office  of  the  Mid-day  Mail 
Service  to  which  the  hon.  Member  re- 
fers. It  does  not  seem  that  there  ever 
was  a  Mid-day  Mail  Service  to  BalHua- 
more ;  and  after  careful  inquiry  in  Ire- 
land no  trace  can  be  found  of  any  appli- 
cation for  the  establishment  of  such  a 
Service. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)— MOUNT- 
N0RRI8  POST  OFFICE. 

Mr.  ALEXANDER  BLANE  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  local  post  office  at  Mountuorris, 
county  Armagh,  has  been  removed  from 
the  house  of  Mrs.  David  M'CuUagh, 
where  it  has  been  for  fifty  years ;  whe- 
ther Mrs.  M'Cullagh  has  had  the  ma- 
nagement of  it  for  the  last  twelve  years, 
during  the  lifetime  of  her  husband, 
without  a  single  complaint;  whether 
Mrs.  M'Cullagh  was  superseded  because 
she  neglected  to  put  forward  her  name 
to  the  jDepartment  as  her  husband's  suc- 
cessor ;  and,  whether  her  re-appointment 
will  be  considered  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  Arnold  Morley)  (Notting- 
ham, E.)  said,  that  Mr.  Walker  had 
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been  appointed,  and  the  memorial  on 
behalf  of  Mrs.  M'Cullagh  was  not  re- 
ceived for  some  time  aft^?9vards  and  un- 
less it  was  shown  that  the  present  occu- 
pier of  the  office  was  disqualified  he 
was  afraid  the  case  could  not  be  recon- 
sidered. 

CHARITY  COMMISSIONERS  —  INKBER- 
ROW  CHARITIES. 

Dr.  foster  (Chester)  asked  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council,  If  he  is  aware  that  the  trustees 
of  certain  charities  at  Inkberrow,  in  the 
county  of  Worcester,  are  all  of  them  ex- 
officio  trustees ;  if  a  new  scheme  for  the 
management  of  the  charities  has  recently 
been  established  by  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners ;  if  the  inhabitants  of  the 
parish  have  not  frequently,  by  resolu- 
tions at  public  meetings  and  other 
methods,  requested  the  addition  of  a 
small  number  of  representative  trus- 
tees ;  and,  if  the  Charity  Commissioners 
have  declined  to  accede  to  their  request 
notwithstanding  that  the  action  of  the 
ex-officio  trustees  upon  certain  naatlers 
has  caused  grave  discontent  in  the 
parish  ? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Lyo5 
Playfair)  (Leeds,  S.):  To  explain  fully 
the  circumstances  to  my  hon.  Friend,  I 
would  have  to  state  the  case  at  mueh 
greater  length  than  the  House  would 
tolerate.  But  I  will  place  a  full  answer 
in  his  hands.  The  Commissioners  have 
informed  the  inhabitants  why  it  was  that 
they  are  precluded  from  appointing  re- 
presentative trustees. 

HARBOURS -PUBLIC  HARBOUR 
TRUSTS. 

Sir  JOHN  JENKINS  (Carmarthen, 
&c.)  asked  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  If  he  will  take  steps  to  obtain 
returns  from  Public  Harbour  Trusts  of 
their  income  and  expenditure  upon  the 
same  lines  as  in  the  case  of  Railway 
Companies  ? 

The  president  (Mr.  Muotklla) 
(Sheffield,  Brightside) :  The  systematic 
rendering  to  the  Board  of  Trade  of  the 
Returns  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
is  part  of  the  general  question  of  the 
regulation  of  harbours  which  is  now 
under  consideration,  and  which  would 
require  further  legislation  to  enfore.  The 
matter  is  receiving  the  attention  of  the 
Government. 
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EXPENSES  OF    BEGISTRATION  OF 
ELECTIONS  (IRELAND). 

Me.  peter  Mcdonald  (SUgo,  n.) 

asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  he  has  re- 
ceived Copy  of  Eesolution  recently 
passed  hy  the  Sligo  Board  of  Quar- 
dians,  to  the  effect  that  they  have  no 
funds  available  for  payment  of  the  ex- 
penses of  this  year's  Parliamentary  Be- 
yisioD,  and  claiming  that  as  the  work 
was  rather  for  Imperial  than  local  pur- 
poses it  should  be  paid  for  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund;  and,  ivvhether  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  purposes 
allocating  a  sum  for  this  purpose  same 
as  last  year  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECEETARY  (Mr.  John 
MoBLEY)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) :  The  Re- 
solution referred  to  has  been  received, 
and  the  Guardians  have  been  iD formed 
that  the  sum  provided  by  Parliament 
last  year  as  an  exceptional  relief  to  local 
rates  in  the  peculiar  circumstances  of  4;he 
case  was  limited  in  amount,  and  that, 
save  as  to  such  amount,  charges  of  this 
kind  have  always  been  deemed  to  be 
local  charges.  I  am  not  aware  of  any 
intention  on  the  part  of  the  Treasury  to 
make  similar  grants  this  year ;  and  it  is 
obvious  that  if  such  a  change  were  con- 
templated legislation  would  be  neces- 
sary, and  should  be  made  applicable  to 
the  Three  Kingdoms  alike. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT.  1870— 

APPEALS  IN  CO.  DONEGAL. 
Mb.  BERNARD  KELLY  (Donegal, 
S.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  it 
is  a  fact  that  100  tenants  on  the  Mus- 
grove  Estate  in  county  Donegal  had 
their  rents  reduced  by  the  Sub-Commis- 
sioners; whether  the  landlord  has  ap- 
pealed in  an  enormous  proportion  of  the 
cases;  whether  the  appeals  are  to  be 
heard  at  Lifford  ;  whether  the  majority 
of  the  tenants  are  so  poor  that  it  is 
utterly  impossible  for  them  to  get  to 
Lifford,  distant,  in  many  cases,  60  miles 
from  them;  and,  whether  the  Government 
will  endeavour  to  get  such  arrangements 
made,  by  holding  Appeal  Sessions  in 
Killybegs  or  elsewhere,  as  will  enable 
the  tenants  to  be  present  at  the  hearing 
of  the  appeals  ? 

Thb  chief  SECRETAEY(Mr.  John 
Moelby)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne):  Over  100 
notices  of  appeal  were  served  by  the 
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landlord  in  this  instance ;  but  of  the  100 
cases  70  were  withdrawn.  None  of  the 
cases  from  the  Union  of  Glenties  are  to 
be  heard  at  the  sittin^c  at  Lifford  on  the 
3 1st  of  this  month.  The  Commissionerg 
assure  me  that  they  endeavour,  as  far  as 
possible,  to  arrange  their  sittings  to  meet 
the  convenience  of  the  parties  named. 
I  have  asked  them  in  this  case  to  observe 
the  rule  with  particular  attention. 

THE   CHANNEL   ISLANDS— REVENUES 
OF  GUERNSEY. 

Mr.  BOYD-KINNEAE  (Fife,  E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Under  what  account  the  revenues  ap- 
pear which  are  drawn  by  the  Crown 
from  the  Island  of  Guernsey  in  respect 
of  taxes  on  conveyances,  tithes,  seigneu- 
rial  dues,  and  other  sources ;  and,  whe- 
ther, if  these  do  not  appear  in  any 
account,  he  will  lay  a  Betum  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  showing  the  amounts 
received  under  each  head,  the  cost  of 
collection,  and  the  manner  in  which  the 
sums  are  disposed  of  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  Henky  H.  Fowleb)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  :  The  Crown  Revenues 
of  the  Channel  Islands  do  not  form  part 
of  the  Revenues  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
and  the  Parliament  of  the  United  King- 
dom has  no  jurisdiction  over  them. 
They  consist  of  rents  of  lands  and  cer- 
tain feudal  dues  payable  from  time  im- 
memorial to  the  Sovereign  of  the  United 
Kingdom  in  respect  of  the  Duchy  of 
Normandy.  Certain  expenses  of  civil 
government  in  each  are  paid  out  of  the 
Crown  Revenues  of  the  Islands,  and  the 
surpluses,  very  modest  ones,  are  brought 
to  account  as  part  of  the  small  branches 
of  Hereditary  Revenue.  The  Sovereign 
has  surrendered  the  Hereditary  Re- 
venues in  return  for  the  Civil  List. 
These  surpluses  in  consequence  are  paid 
over  to  the  Exchequer,  and  form  part  of 
the  Revenue  of  the  United  Kingdom  for 
the  year.  They  form  the  only  set-off 
against  all  the  charges  for  Army,  Navy, 
Militia,  and  other  Imperial  expenses 
which  are  defrayed  from  the  taxes  of 
the  United  ELingdom.  I  do  not  like 
adding  to  the  number  of  Returns  which 
we  are  called  on  to  print,  and  I  should 
not  propose  to  lay  upon  the  Table  a 
Return  of  Revenues  over  which  the 
House  of  Commons  has  no  control  unless 
special  reasons  can  be  shown  for  doin^ 
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THE  MAaiSTRACY  (IRELAND)— 
DUNGANNON. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  O'BEIEN  (Tyrone, 
S.)  asked  the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  of  the 
eleven  magistrates  who  adjudicated 
upon  the  Orange  moonlighting  charge 
at  Dungannon,  ten  were  Orange  magis- 
trates, several  of  whom  have  themselves 
taken  a  prominent  part  in  Orange  de- 
monstrations ;  whether  the  witnesses 
were  described  by  the  Crown  Solicitor 
as  **  witnesses  hostile  to  the  Crown;" 
whether  their  evidence  was  given  with 
•extreme  reluctance  and  prevarication, 
and  was  at  variance  with  their  original 
statements  to  the  police ;  whether,  not- 
withstanding, it  was  proved  that  ten 
farmers'  houses  had  been  visited  by 
night ;  whether  William  Doran,  Eachel 
Bamsay,  Isabella  Somerville,  Mrs. 
Mawhening,  James  Cuddy,  John  Arm- 
strong, James  Burrows,  and  Jane  Doran 
all  admitted  it  was  the  defendant  who 
visited  their  houses  and  questioned 
them  as  to  whether  they  were  Orange 
or  Nationalist;  whether  James  Cuddy 
admitted  that  the  defendant  was  dis- 
guised with  a  false  whisker,  and  several 
other  witnesses  admitted  that  it  was 
with  difficulty  they  recognized  the  de- 
fendant, although  he  was  well  known  to 
them  as  a  neighbour;  whether  the 
magistrates  refused  to  admit  the  evi- 
dence of  the  police  as  to  the  circum- 
stances under  which  the  defendant  was 
arrested;  whether  steps  will  be  taken 
to  prevent  Orange  magistrates  from  ad- 
judicating in  party  cases  in  Ulster ;  and, 
whether  the  Lord  Chancellor  has  taken 
any  notice  of  the  conduct  of  Colonel 
Burgess,  the  Orange  magistrate,  who, 
on  his  own  responsibility,  directed  the 
prisoner  to  be  discharged  without  a 
prosecution  ? 

The  chief  SECRETAEY  (Mr.  John 
Moblby)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) :  This  is 
a  long  story  and  not  a  new  one.  It  has 
been  thought  advisable  to  obtain  a  Ee- 

Sort  on  the  subject  from  the  Eesident 
[agistrate  who  assisted  in  the  adjudica- 
tion of  the  case.  He  states  that  of  the 
1 1  magistrates — exclusive  of  himself — 
who  adjudicated  not  more  than  three 
belonged  to  the  Orange  Society,  and  of 
the  remaining  eight  he  does  not  know 
of  any  who  have  taken  part  in  Orange 
demonstrations.  The  witnesses  were 
merely  reported  by  the  police  as  being 


supposed  to  be  able  to  prove  so-and-so. 
They  were  described  by  the  Crown  So- 
licitor as  being  hostile,  as  they  would 
not  prosecute ;  but  they  never  said  they 
would,  and  they  did  not  prevaricate  in 
any  way.  One  witness  proved  that  the 
defendant  asked  who  lived  in  a  certain 
house  and  what  his  politics  were,  and 
the  grandfather,  James  Cuddy,  swore 
that  he  came  into  his  house  partly  dis- 
guised, but  that  he  knew  him  and  talked 
with  him,  and  regarded  it  as  a  practical 
joke.  Beyond  this  there  was  no  evi- 
dence of  importance.  The  Eesident 
Magistrate  states  that  he  paid  particular 
attention  to  this  prosecution,  and  that 
upon  the  evidence  it  would  have  been 
impossible  for  any  Bench  to  return  in- 
formations. There  is  nothing  in  the  case 
to  lead  one  to  suppose  that  it  was  not 
rightly  dismissed,  although  it  was  a 
proper  case  for  investigation.  The  de- 
fendant had  not  been  arrested  at  the 
time  when  the  matter  was  brought 
under  the  notice  of  Colonel  Burgess, 
whose  action  was  confined  to  an  expres- 
sion of  opinion  which  was  no  bar  to 
further  action.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
case  was  reported  to  the  Eesident  Magis- 
trate ;  and  if  his  advice  had  been  taken, 
and  the  matter  reported  to  head-quar- 
ters, it  is  probable  that  no  question 
would  have  arisen.  The  officer  of  police 
has  been  informed  that  he  ought  to  have 
acted  on  that  advice. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  O'BEIEN  :  What 
action  will  be  taken  regarding  Orange 
magistrates  who  sit  on  Party  cases,  as 
they  constantly  do  in  the  North  ? 

Mb.  JOHN  MOELEY:  I  should 
have  to  consider  what  steps  could  be 
taken  to  prevent  magistrates  of  any 
particular  complexion  from  acting  in  a 
judicial  capacity,  and  as  at  present  ad- 
vised we  cannot,  I  think,  take  cogni- 
zance of  the  matter. 

HOME  RULE— THE  METHODIST  COM- 
MITTEE OF  PRIVILEGES,  DUBLIN. 
Mr.  JOEDAN  (Clare,  W.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  Eev.  George  Hammond,  a  Methodist 
Minister,  Ballymacarrett,  Belfast,  lately 
wrote  a  Letter,  which  appeared  in  The 
Methodist  Times,  London,  in  which  he 
dissented  from  the  action  and  Eesolution 
against  Home  Eule  of  the  Irish  Metho- 
dist **  Committee  of  Privileges,"  Dublin, 
and  stated  that— ^ 
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"  Ab  a  Heihodist  Minister,  he  would  expect 
more  toleration  from  an  Irish  Parliament  tnan 
from  the  Flag  and  Drum  Christianity  of 
cuter;" 

whether,  for  so  writing,  he  has  been 
boycotted  ;  whether  his  church  has  been 
attacked  ;  whether,  during  the  perform- 
ance of  Divine  Service,  large  stones  have 
been  thrown  at  the  doors  and  windows 
of  the  church;  whether  a  number  of 
worshippers  had  to  rush  out  from  the 
building  to  protect  it  from  the  mob ; 
and,  if  such  a  state  of  things  obtains, 
what  coiirse  will  be  taken  to  prevent  its 
continuance  ? 

The  chief  SECEET  ARY  (Mr.  John 
MoRLEY)  (Newcastle  -  on  -  Tyne) :  The 
police  report  that  Mr.  Hammond  wrote 
the  letter  referred  to  in  the  Question, 
and  has  been  censured  by  the  Methodist 
Body  for  doing  so ;  but  that  he  has  not 
been  '*  Boycotted,"  nor  has  his  church 
been  attacked,  or  its  windows  broken. 
On  Tuesday  evening,  the  4th  instant,  a 
stone  was  thrown  at  the  door  of  the 
church  by  some  evil-disposed  person 
passing  by,  but  no  injury  was  done,  and 
so  far  as  can  be  ascertained  the  wor- 
shippers did  not  rush  out  to  protect  the 
building.  At  any  rate,  there  was  no 
mob  there,  and  no  complaint  on  the 
subject  was  made  at  the  time,  or  since, 
to  the  police. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH-SMALL-POX  AT 
WOOBURN,  BUCKS. 

Me.  LAW80N  ^St.  Pancras,  W.) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  Whether,  in  view  of  the 
recent  severe  outbreak  of  small  pox  in 
the  parish  of  Woobum,  Bucks,  due  to 
the  rags  used  in  paper  making  at  the 
Woobum  Mills,  he  will  take  steps  to 
secure  the  disinfecting  of  all  rags  so  used 
to  prevent  the  possibility  of  contagion  ? 

The  secretary  (Mr.  Borlase) 
(Cornwall.  St.  Austell):  The  Board  have 
learnt,  with  much  regret,  of  the  out- 
break of  small-pox  at  Woobum.  They 
have  no  authority  under  which  they  can 
aecure  the  disinfection  of  rags  used  in 
paper-making  so  as  to  prevent  con- 
tagion. They  have,  however,  with  a 
view  to  assisting  the  Local  Authorities 
and  those  concerned  in  paper-making, 
collected  and  disseminated  the  fullest 
information  respecting  the  circumstances 
of  disease-production  by  means  of  rags, 
and  the  best  means  of  disinfecting  effi- 
ciently without  injury  to  the  rags.   They 


have  also  enjoined  the  adoption  of  vacci* 
nation  and  revacoination  of  persons  en- 
gaged in  paper-making  and  the  rag 
trade  as  the  most  available  means  of 
saving  individuals  from  the  infection  of 
small-pox. 

ARMY— THE  NILE  EXPEDITIONS-THE 
RATIONS. 

ColonelBROOKFIELD  (Sussex,  Rye) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether,  in  the  recent  campaigns  on 
the  Nile,  a  large  proportion,  or  all,  of 
the  rations  issued  to  Her  Majesty's 
troops  were  supplied  by  American  con- 
tractors  ? 

Thb  surveyor  general  op 
ORDNANCE  (Mr.  Woodall)  (Hanley) 
(who  replied)  said,  it  was  not  true  that 
any  large  proportion  of  the  rations  issued 
to  Her  Majesty's  troops  had  been  sup- 
plied by  American  contractors.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  rations  supplied  to 
the  troops  on  the  Nile  comprised  about 
24  different  articles,  and  of  those  one 
article  only  was  mainly,  though  not 
exclusively,  supplied  by  an  American 
contractor. 

ARMY— CONTRACTS  FOR  FORAGE. 
ColonelBROOKFIELD  (Sussex,  Rye) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether,  in  accepting  tenders  for  the 
supply  of  forage  to  the  mounted  branches 
of  Her  Majesty's  Army  at  Home,  any 
preference  whatever  was  given  to  British 
contractors  ? 

The  surveyor  GENERAL  of 
ORDNANCE  (Mr.  Woodall)  (Hanley) 
(who  replied)  said :  Forage  for  the 
troops  at  home  is  secured  by  public 
tender.  There  has  not  been  any  in- 
stance in  recent  years  of  a  contract  for 
such  forage  being  held  by  a  foreigner. 

ARMY— THE  ORDNANCE  SURVEY— 
THE  ROYAL  ENGINEERS. 

Admiral  Sir  JOHN  COMMERELL 
(Southampton)  asked  the  honourable 
Member  for  North  West  Staffordshire, 
If  he  will  take  into  favourable  considera- 
tion the  extension  to  the  Engineers  now 
employed  in  the  Ordnance  Survey  at 
Southampton  the  same  privileges  of  full- 
pay  leave  (according  to  length  of  ser- 
vice) which  are  enjoyed  by  civilians  ? 

Mr.  LEVESON  GOWER  (A  Lord 
of  the  Treasury)  (Stafford,  N.W) :  The 
First  Commissioner  (Lord  Heniy  Len- 
nox), in  March,  1874,  decide^  that  th^ 
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military  emphyh  in  the  Surrey  De« 
partment  of  this  Office  were  to  be 
placed  upon  the  same  footing  as  re- 
gards holidays  as  the  civil  assist- 
ants, and  the  Director  of  the  Survey 
(Sir  Henry  James)  thereupon  gave 
directions  that  the  military  employ  en  were 
to  receive  working  pay  for  Good  Friday, 
Queen's  Birthday,  Coronation  Day,  and 
Christmas  Day  in  future.  At  present, 
therefore,  the  Royal  Engineers  receive 
working  pay  for  general  holidays,  but 
are  not  allowed  any  period  of  annual 
leave  with  working  pay.  It  is,  how- 
ever, to  be  remarked,  with  reference  to 
a  comparison  of  the  relative  positions  of 
the  Boyal  Engineers  and  civilians  em- 
ployed on  the  Survey,  that  whereas  the 
civilian  would  draw  no  pay  for  any 
period  of  leave  exceeding  the  regulated 
period  he  was  entitled  to — the  maximum 
allowed  being  three  weeks— the  Royal 
Engineer  may  obtain  a  furlough  for  a 
much  longer  time  without  losing  bis 
regimental  pay,  and  he  is  paid  his  mili- 
tary pay  for  seven  days  in  the  week, 
while  the  civilian  receives  pay  for  only 
six  days.  In  the  circumstances,  the 
First  Commissioner  does  not  propose  to 
make  any  change  in  the  existing  sys- 
tem. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— ZULULAND—THE 
PAPERS. 

Mb.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether  he  can 
say  at  what  date  the  further  Papers  on 
Zululand  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  ; 
and«  whether  there  can  be  included  in 
these  Papers  a  summary  statement  of 
the  expenditure  of  Imperial  and  other 
public  moneys  in  and  for  Zululand  (in- 
cluding the  Reserve  Territory)  from  the 
termination  of  the  Military  operations 
in  1879  up  to  the  present  time  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  (Den- 
bighshire, E.) :  The  Papers  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  alludes  are  in  preparation ; 
but  it  has  been  thought  that  it  would  be 
premature  to  present  them  to  Parliament 
before  they  could  include  some  account 
of  the  progress  made  by  Sir  Arthur 
Havelock,  the  Special  Commissioner  for 
Zulu  affairs,  towards  a  settlement  of  the 
questions  which  he  is  now  discussing 
with  the  Boers  in  Zululand  and  with  the 
Zulu  Ckiefb.  I  am  in  hopes,  however, 
that  h  may  be  possible,  with  due  regard 

Mr,  Leveeon  Oower  * 


to  this  object,  to  complete  and  distribute 
these  Papers  soon  after  Whitsuntide. 
They  will  include  as  complete  a  summary 
of  the  expenditure  in  and  for  Zululand 
— including  the  Reserve  Territory — 
since  1879  as  can  be  made. 

THE  PACIFIC  BLOCKADE  OF  GREECE. 

Mr.  CROMPTON  (Hants,  New  Forest) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  AflPairs,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  statement  in  the 
newspapers  that,  in  consequence  of  the 
blockade  in  Greece,  food  was  becoming 
scarce  in  the  island  of  Skiathoo,  and 
whether  any  steps  are  being  taken  to 
prevent  the  pacific  blockade  interfering 
with  the  food  supply  in  the  Greek 
Islands ;  and,  whether  any  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Gh*eek  Parliament  have  been 
prevented  by  the  blockade  from  going 
to  Athens  to  attend  their  Parliamentary 
duties  there  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Bryce)  (Aberdeen,  8.): 
There  is  no  reason  why  the  blockade 
should  interfere  with  the  supply  of  food 
to  the  Greek  Islands,  or  with  the  attend- 
ance of  Members  of  the  Greek  Parlia- 
ment at  Athens,  as  both  supplies  and 
Members  can  be  shipped  onboard  foreign 
vessels,  against  which  the  blockade  is 
not  operative.  The  question  of  the 
means  of  bringing  the  Members  to  the 
capital  has  been  mentioned  to  the  British 
Chargi  ^Affaires  by  the  Greek  Govern- 
ment, and  if  either  for  that  purpose  or 
for  the  relief  of  any  distress  in  the 
Islands  any  special  facilities  are  required, 
Her  Majesty *s  Government  will  be  re«wly 
to  authorize  the  British  Commander-in- 
Chief  of  the  Blockading  Squadron  to 
make  the  necessary  arrangements. 

GOVERNMENT  OF  IRELAND  BILL— 
THE  SCHEDULES. 

Mr.  RAIKES  (Cambridge  University) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  it  is  his  intention,  before  the 
conclusion  of  the  Debate  on  the  Govern- 
ment of  Ireland  Bill,  to  print  for  the 
information  of  the  House  the  (five) 
Schedules  which  appear  in  blank  in  the 
print  of  the  Bill  already  delivered  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  (Edinburgh,  Mid  Lothian), 
in  reply,  said,  that  he  did  not  propose 
to  fill  up  the  Schedules  during  the  de- 
bate on  the  second  reading.  Undoubt- 
edly, those  Schedules  would  have  to  be 
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filled  up  before  the  Bill  went  into  Com- 
mittee ;  but,  in  tbe  opinion  of  the  Oo- 
vemment,  tbe  contents  of  tbe  Schedules 
would  not  materially  aflPect  tbe  second 
reading  of  tbe  measure. 

ARMS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Mb.  lewis  (Londonderry'):  I  beg 
to  giye  Notice  that  on  the  Motion  of  the 
Prime  Minister  for  giving  precedence  to 
tbe  Home  Eule  Bill  I  will  move  to  add 
tbe  following  words — **  except  in  the 
case  of  the  Arms  Act  set  down  for  this 
day." 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Londonderry,  S.): 
Having  regard  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Londonderry,  I  would  wish 
to  ask  tbe  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
North  Down  (Colonel  Waring),  in  re- 
spect to  the  Notice  given  by  him  to 
move  the  rejection  of  the  Arms  Bill, 
whether  be  intends  to  proceed  in  accord- 
ance with  that  Notice  to  move  the  re- 
jection of  the  measure  ? 

Colonel  WARING  (Down,  N.) :  It 
is  not  my  intention  to  move  the  rejection 
oftlreBill. 

MOTIONS. 


NOTICES  OF  MOTIONS  AND  ORDERS  OF 
THE  DAY  — THE  GOVERNMENT  OF 
IRELAND  BILL  DEBATE  AND  THE 
ARMS  BILL. 

The  FIRST  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian),  in  moving — 

**  That  this  day,  and  on  succeeding  Tuesdays 
and  FridayR,  the  Order  for  resuming  the  Ad- 
journed Dehate  on  the  Second  Readin  ^  of  the 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  when  it  is  set 
down  among  the  Orders  of  the  Day,  have  pre- 
cedence of  Notices  of  Motions  and  Orders  of 
the  Day," 

was  understood  to  point  out  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr.  Lewie) 
that  tbe  Amendment  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice  to  that  Motion  was  not 
quite  regular. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  this  day,  and  on  succeeding  Tuesdays 
and  Fridays,  the  Order  for  resuming  the  Ad- 
journed Dehate  on  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill,  when  it  is  set 
down  among  the  Orders  of  the  Day,  have  pre- 
cedence of  Notices  of  Motions  and  Orders  of  the 
Day.*'— (J6-.  Ola<Utone.) 

Mb.  LEWIS  (Londonderry)  said,  that 
be  did  not  propose  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment of  which  ne  had  just  given  Notice. 


Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS- BEAOH 
(Bristol,  W.) :  I  think  it  would  be  for 
the  convenience  of  the  House  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  able  to  give 
us  any  information  as  to  tbe  probable 
date  of  the  termination  of  tbe  debate  on 
this  Bill.  ["  Oh,  oh  !  "]  I  think  that 
is  not  an  improper  question  to  address 
to  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman,  although, 
of  course,  I  do  not  wish  to  press  him  for 
a  more  definite  reply  than  he  is  now  able 
to  give;  but,  having  made  inquiry  in 
this  quarter  of  the  House,  I  believe  that 
it  would  be  perfectly  compatible  with  the 
desire  of  all  those  sitting  oebind  me  who 
wish  to  take  part  in  tbe  debate  if  it  were 
brought  to  a  conclusion  on  Friday  next. 
I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  can  give  us  any  information 
as  to  the  views  of  the  Government  upon 
tbe  matter  ? 

Mk.  LEWIS  :  As  it  may  be  tbe  only 
opportunity  which  the  House  will  have 
of  calling  the  attention  of  tbe  Govern- 
ment to  the  serious  position  in  which 
they  are  placed  with  regard  to  the 
renewal  of  the  Arms  Act— [CrtV*  of 
** Order!'*]  I  am  perfectly  in  Order. 
Tbe  Arms  Act  is  one  of  the  Orders  of 
the  Day-^it  is  upon  the  day's  proceed- 
ings, and  it  will  be  affected  by  tbe  Mo- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if  it  be 
carried.  The  Arms  Act  of  1881  expires 
within  a  fortnight  of  tbe  present  time — 
that  is  to  say,  upon  Monday  week.  Tbe 
Government  have  been  pressed  over  and 
over  again  upon  the  subject  of  their  in- 
tention to  renew  the  Act.  I,  myself,  on 
tbe  6tb  of  February,  gave  Notice — 
rCrtMo/**  Order!''] 
"  Sir  GEORGE  (JAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.) :  I  rise  to  Order.  I  wish  to 
point  out  that  the  Arms  Act  (Ireland) 
Bill  is  not  one  of  those  proposed  to  be 
postponed  by  the  Motion  of  tbe  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  it  being  subsequent  to 
tbe  Government  of  Ireland  Bill. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE:  Inasmuch  as  tbe 
Motion  proposes  to  postpone  the  Notices 
of  Motion  and  Orders  of  the  Day  on 
Tuesdays  and  Fridays,  and  as  there  is 
reason  to  suppose  that  the  Arms  Act  (Ire- 
land) Bill  will  be  among  the  Orders  of 
the  Day  on  those  days,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  in  Order  in  referring  to  that  Bill. 

Mr.  LEWIS  :  I  was  drawing  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  tbe  fact,  which 
should  be  known  to  no  person  better 
than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  that  I  have  never 
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allowed  him  a  week's  rest  with  regard 
to  this  subject.  On  February  6  I  drew 
the  attention  of  the  Government  and  of 
the  country  to  the  fact  that  this  Act  ex- 
pired on  the  3 let  of  May ;  but  I  was  told 
upon  that  and  upon  every  occasion  that 
my  action  on  the  subject  was  premature. 
I  have  distinguished  authority  for  my 
present  course  of  action.  Last  Session, 
when  I  put  Questions  to  the  Government 
with  regard  to  the  renewal  of  the 
Grimes  Act,  I  was  turned,  some  six  times 
over,  from  the  Prime  Minister  to  the 
Chief  Secretary,  and  from  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Prime  Minister,  and  so 
backwards  and  forwards,  without  being 
able  to  obtain  a  satisfactory  reply,  with 
the  result  that  in  the  middle  of  June 
nothing  had  been  done  in  order  to  renew 
that  Act.  Upon  the  present  occasion  I 
want  to  deal  very  frankly  with  the 
House.  I  have  pressed  the  Government 
over  and  over  ajcain  upon  this  subject 
without  the  smallest  result  until  about 
three  weeks  ago,  when  I  received  a  most 
peculiar  answer  from  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  then  said  that  the  Arms 
Act  had  no  operation  in  Ulster,  except 
in  Londonderry  and  Belfast,  although 
the  Government  found  it  necessary  to 
keep  the  Act  in  operation  over  nearly 
the  whole  of  the  remainder  of  Ireland. 
[(7rmo/**  Order!*'] 

Mr.  PARNELL  (Cork):  I  rise  to 
Order.  I  wish  to  ask  whether  the  hon. 
Member  for  Londonderry  is  entitled  to 
go  into  the  merits  of  the  renewal  or  the 
non-renewal  of  the  Arms  Act  on  the 
Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  only  latitude 
in  that  direction  which  would  be  allowed 
would  be  for  the  hon.  Member  to  argue 
the  necessity  of  giving  priority  to  the 
Arms  Act  in  the  event  of  this  Motion 
being  carried. 

Mr.  lewis  :  That  is  the  very  sub- 
ject which  I  am  endeavouring  to  press 
upon  the  House,  and  much  more  upon 
the  country.  Although  the  Arms  Act 
is  in  force  everywhere  outside  Ulster,  the 
Chief  Secretary  has  informed  us  that  it 
would  be  useful  in  preventing  large 
bodies  of  men  in  the  North  of  Ireland 
from  carrying  arms.  Now,  what  was 
the  answer  of  the  Chief  Secretary  as  to 
the  urgency  of  renewing  the  Arms  Act? — 


''The  Government  are  informed  that  this 
Act  is  of  very  little  use  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
pressing outrage." 

Mr,  Lewis 


Then    why    was    it  in    force    outside 
Ulster? 

^'  But  they  are  informed  that  it  is  likely  to 
be  useful  in  preventing  large  bodies  in  the 
North  of  Irelimd  carrying  arms." 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  John  Morley)  (Newcastle- 
ou-Tyne)  :  And  elsewhere. 

Mr.  LEWIS:  The  right  hon  Gentle- 
has  since  added  the  words  ''  and  else- 
wher© 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY :  Not  since, 
but  at  the  time. 

Mr.  lewis  :  I  cannot  find  the  words 
in  any  reports.  I,  however,  accept  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  allow  that  he  meant  the  North 
principally,  and  '*  elsewhere  "  in  a  sub- 
sidiary point  of  view.  Need  I  comment 
upon  the  extraordinary  character  of  the 
answer  as  to  the  urgency  of  renewing 
the  Act  ?  We  have  been  told  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  in  certain 
events  which  will  probably  occur  Ireland 
is  likely  to  be  inflamed..  In  that  event 
are  Irishmen  upon  both  sides  to  be  al- 
lowed to  arm  themselves  ?  [  Cries  of 
•*  Order!"] 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY (Londonderry,  S.) : 
I  rise  to  Order.  I  wish  to  know  whe- 
ther the  hon.  Member  is  in  Order  in  re- 
ferring to  a  past  debate  in  this  House 
not  upon  the  same  subject  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  do  not  see  that 
anything  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
said  in  that  direction  is  out  of  Order.  It 
would,  however,  be  quite  out  of  Order 
on  his  part  to  attempt  to  initiate  a 
debate  on  the  Arms  Bill.  The  hon. 
Member  must  confine  himself  strictly  to 
giving  technical  reasons  for  giving 
priority  to  the  Arms  Bill. 

Mr.  LEWIS:  Notwithstanding  the 
repeated  interruptions  which  I  have  met 
with,  I  must  continue  my  endeavour  to 
prove  from  the  words  of  the  Govern- 
ment, from  the  words  especially  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  there  is  every 
need  for  urgency  in  this  matter.  He 
has  told  the  House  that,  in  certain 
events  which  are  not  very  improbable, 
there  is  likely  to  be  breaking  out  of  dis- 
order of  a  most  violent  character.  How 
did  they  find  the  Gt)vernment  heeding 
this  matter?  By  putting  the  Bill  down 
day  after  day,  without  the  slightest  hope 
of  opportunity  of  asking  the  decision  of 
the  House  upon  it,  and  now,  on  the 
18th  May,  with  this  Act  of  Parliament, 
which  has  been  in  force  for  five  years 
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with  the  sanction  of  the  Government 
over  nearly  the  whole  of  Ireland,  about 
to  expire,  the  Government  are  playing 
with  this  Bill  as  they  played  with  the 
Grimes  Act  last  year,  until  it  will  be- 
come impossible  to  pass  the  measure 
before  the  1  st  of  June.  With  reference 
to  this  question  of  renewal,  I  stand  in  a 
very  peculiar  position.  I  do  not  agree 
witiii  some  of  my  hon.  Friends  who  sit 
near  me.  I  dp  not  agree  with  some  of 
those  hon.  Members  who,  when  they 
were  told  that  it  is  necessary  to  renew 
this  Act  in  order  to  repress  Protestant 
Ulster,  determined  to  oppose  it.  I  say, 
in  the  name  of  the  peace  and  prosperity 
and  safety  of  Ireland,  let  us  have  this 
Act  renewed.  We  know  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  is  responsible  for 
the  peace  of  Ireland  the  necessity  that 
exists  for  the  renewal  of  this  Act.  He 
has  himself  sounded  a  note  of  alarm, 
and  he  himself  has  informed  us  that,  in 
his  opinion,  unless  this  Act  is  renewed 
there  are  likely  to  be  outrages  of  a  most 
alarming  kind  in  Ireland.  [''  Hear, 
hear!"  and  Home  Rule  cries  of  "No!" 
and  *» Order!"] 

Mb.  PAENELL:  I  rise  to  Order. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry  has 
distinctly  addressed  to  you  an  argument 
in  favour  of  the  renewal  of  the  Arms 
Act,  and  I  wish  to  know  whether  he  is 
in  Order  in  doing  so  ? 

Me.  speaker  :  The  Bill  referred 
to  is  a  Continuance  Bill,  and  the  hon. 
Member  is  endeavouring  to  give  his 
reason  why  it  should  have  priority  in 
the  Government  arrangements.  I  have 
already  told  the  hon.  Member,  and  I 
now  repeat  the  observation,  that  he 
would  be  quite  out  of  Order  in  discuss- 
ing the  merits  of  the  renewal  of  the 
Act. 

Mb.  lewis  :  I  am  in  the  recollec- 
tion of  the  House  whether  I  have  uttered 
a  single  sentence  which  is  not  pertinent 
to  the  question  whether  the  Government 
have  exercised  due  speed  in  endeavour- 
ing to  obtain  the  renewal  of  this  Act.  I 
wish  to  read  to  the  House  a  letter  which 
I  have  this  day  received,  and  which  is  a 
perfectly  genuine  one.  I  will  not,  for 
obvious  reasons,  mention  the  writer's 
name ;  but  the  letter  will  show  the 
urgent  necessity  that  exists  for  the  Go- 
vernment exercising  a  little  more  speed 
with  regard  to  this  matter.  What  do 
we  know  as  to  what  may  happen  ?  Why, 
last  Sunday  night,  a  poor  wretched  man 


named  Quighley,  while  sitting  in  his 
own  house,  had  his  brains  dashed  out 
with  shot. 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  now  going  into  the  merits  of  the  case. 
The  latitude  I  have  allowed  him  was  to 
state  the  reasons  as  to  why  the  Govern- 
ment should  give  precedence  to  the 
Bill ;  but  he  is  going  into  the  merits  of 
the  case  and  defending  the  merits  of  the 
Arms  Act.  That  should  be  reserved  for 
the  debate  on  the  Bill. 

Mb.  LEWIS :  Then,  Sir,  I  must  ask 
the  leave  of  the  House  to  read  the  letter 
from  a  gentleman  whom  I  know  in 
County  Derry.  I  wish  to  ask  whether 
the  letter,  which  comes  from  a  gentle- 
man of  good  standing — [^Rome  Rule  cries 
of  •*  Name ! "]  There  are  very  grave 
reasons  why  I  should  not  give  the 
name  of  the  writer.  The  letter  is  as 
follows : — 

**  Dear  Sir, — Will  you  kindly  give  something 
towards  a  club  which  is  being  formed  here  for 
the  purpose  of  arming  the  Loyalist  working 
men  ?  We  wish  to  form  the  nudeus  of  a  fund, 
and  we  shall  be  very  much  obliged  if  you  will 
give  something  to  it.*' 

I  have  no  intention  of  giving  anything. 
But  the  Government  must  know,  from 
their  own  information,  that  there  are 
the  strongest  reasons,  in  the  present 
state  of  affairs  in  Ireland,  for  not  delay- 
ing this  measure,  so  that  it  may  not  be 
in  the  power  of  every  man  in  Ireland  to 
arm  himself  on  the  1st  of  June.  I  am 
the  oldest  Bepresentative  but  one  from 
Ireland  in  this  House,  and,  in  the  in- 
terests of  peace  and  good  order,  I 
thought  it  incumbent  upon  me  to  per- 
form the  duty  I  have  endeavoured  to 
discharge. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENEY  TGlasffow, 
Blackfriars) :  Before  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman answers  the  question  that  has 
been  put  to  him,  I  wish  to  say  that  those 
who  live  in  Ireland  have  a  right  to  know 
whether  the  Government  really  intend 
to  renew  this  Act  or  not.  I  will  not 
enter  into  any  merits  of  the  question  on 
one  side  or  the  other;  but  I  think  it 
stands  to  common  sense  and  to  common 
reason  that  in  the  present  state  of  Ire- 
land it  would  not  be  desirable  that  arms 
should  be  distributed  in  every  part  of 
the  country.  If  the  Government  do  not 
renew  the  Arms  Act  the  responsibility 
will  lie  at  their  door  for  many  of  the 
outrages  which  might  otherwise  have 
been  prevented. 
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The  chief  SECEETAETfor  IEE- 
LAND  (Mr.  John  Mokley)  (Newcastle- 
on-Tyne) :  In  reply  to  the  last  speaker, 
all  that  I  can  say  is  that  I  do  not  believe 
that  the  Arms  Act  is  calculated  to  pre- 
vent a  single  crime  or  outrage  of  this  kind 
committed  in  Ireland  during  the  last  12 
months.  I  am  anxious  to  do  the  fullest 
justice  to  the  consistency  of  the  hon.Mem- 
ber  for  Londonderry  (Mr.  Lewis) ;  but  I 
submit  to  him  that  his  remonstrance 
upon  this  subject  ought  not  to  be  ad- 
dressed to  us,  but  to  the  two  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  sit  beside  him.  On  the  first 
night  after  the  Easter  Holidays  I  an- 
nounced my  intention  to  bring  in  the 
Bill.  On  the  Tuesday  night  there  was, 
unfortunately,  a  **  count-out."  The  Bill 
was  read  a  first  time  on  the  Thursday, 
and  I  then  expressed  my  earnest  desire 
to  take  the  second  reading  on  the  Friday 
if  agreeable  to  hon.  Members  from  Ire- 
land, both  above  and  below  the  Gang- 
way. I  was  informed  that  the  follow- 
ing Monday  would  be  more  convenient 
to  them.  I  put  it  down  on  Monday,  and 
I  found  to  my  amazement  that  two  hon. 
Gentlemen,  both  representing  consti- 
tuencies in  Ulster,  had  put  on  the  Paper 
a  Motion  in  identical  terms  to  read  my 
Bill  a  second  time ''  this  day  six  months." 
The  consequence  of  that  action,  which 
must  have  been  intentional  and  delibe- 
rate, is  that  though  the  Bill  has  been  put 
down  every  day  since,  excepting  Wed- 
nesday, and  though  I  was  in  attendance 
every  night  until  the  arrival  of  the 
fatal  hour,  the  Bill  has  been  blocked ; 
and  it  is  owing  to  their  action,  and  to  no 
action  of  mine,  that  the  Bill  is  not  at 
this  moment  in  the  House  of  Lords. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
said,  that  there  was  another  matter  on 
which  he  would  venture  to  make  an 
appeal  to  the  Government.  While  quite 
feeling  the  force  of  the  Prime  Minister*s 
observation  that  it  was  impossible  to 
make  any  exception  in  favour  of  the 
Motion  that  stood  in  hisname  whilst  post- 
poning other  Business,  yet  he  thought 
he  was  fairly  entitled  to  ask  the  Govern- 
ment to  give  him  some  pledge  that  no 
further  commutations  of  pensions  should 
take  place  until  the.  House  had  had  an 
opportunity  of  expressing  its  opinion 
on  his  Motion.  The  Motion  was  placed 
on  the  Paper  in  1881,  when  there  had 
scarcely  been  any  commutations  for  the 
20  years  preceding,  certainly  not  one 
per  year;  while  between  1882  and  1885, 


since  that  Motion  appeared  on  the  Paper, 
nearly  330 commutations  had  taken  place. 
On  one  cle^s  of  these  commutations  be 
alleged  absolute  illegality,  though,  of 
course,  it  was  quite  impossible  he  could 
now  say  anything  in  support  of  that 
contention  or  ask  the  Government  to 
admit  it.  He  also  alleged  that  the 
rates  of  commutation  for  other  classes 
of  pensions  had  been  enormously  ex- 
cessive, varying  from  10  years  to  30 
years.  As  his  Motion  had  been  delayed 
through  no  fault  of  his  own,  he  hoped 
the  Government  would  accede  to  his  re- 
quest. 

Colonel  WARING  (Down,  N.)  said, 
that  he  thought  he  was  entitled  to  say  a 
word  by  way  of  explanation.  The  block 
put  in  his  name  to  the  second  reading  of 
this  Bill  was  the  natural  consequence  of 
the  remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  his  reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Londonderry,  when  he  told  him  that  tho 
use  to  which  the  Government  looked  to 
put  this  Act  was  to  prevent  large  bodies 
of  men  assembling  in  the  North  of  Ire- 
land. Under  those  circumstances,  he 
thought  that  the  Ulster  Members  were 
entitled  to  secure  a  hearing  for  them- 
selves on  this  subject  at  an  earlier  hour 
than  half-past  12  o'clock.  This  was  his 
object. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Londonderry, 
8.) :  Then  why  did  you  take  the  block 
off? 

Colonel  WARING  said,  that  for  that 
purpose  only  was  the  block  put  on.  He 
withdrew  it  on  the  previous  night  be- 
cause he  perceived  the  urgency  of  the 
case  for  bringing  on  the  Bill ;  but  he 
did  not,  therefore,  forfeit  his  right  to 
express  his  opinion  on  the  language  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  replying  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry.  He 
thought  it  right  to  take  that  opportunity 
of  expressing  those  opinions,  and  he 
might  say  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  he  did  hear  the  word  *'  else- 
where.'' It  appeared  not  to  have  reached 
any  of  the  other  hon.  Gentlemen  around 
him  or  the  Reporters'  Gallery.  Indeed, 
it  was  perhaps  not  intended  to  be  heard 
further  to  the  left.  He  had  thus  ex- 
plained his  reason  for  putting  the  block 
on  the  Bill  and  afterwards  withdrawing 
it.  He  would  have  another  opportunity 
of  expressing  his  opinion  on  the  BiU 
itself. 

The  8E0RETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
8URY  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowleb)  (Wol- 
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▼erhampton,  E.)  said,  in  reply  to  tho 
hoD.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Bradlaugh)  that  in  consequence  of  the 
Notice  of  Motion  placed  by  him  on  the 
Order  Book  of  the  House  impugning 
the  action  of  the  Treasury  with  respect 
to  the  commutation  of  pensions  and  ask- 
ing^ for  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  matter,  Her  Majesty's  Qovern- 
ment  did  not  think  it  would  be  respect- 
ful to  the  House  for  the  Treasury  to 
proceed  with  any  further  commuta- 
tions until  the  House  had  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  an  opinion  on  the 
Motion. 

Me.  MATHER  (Salford,  S.)  observed 
that  he  had  been  fortunate  enough  to 
obtain  the  first  place  on  the  Paper  that 
night  for  his  Motion  with  respect  to 
technical  education.  He  did  not,  how- 
ever, wish  to  delay  the  Business  of  the 
Gk>Te7nment,  and  he  should  not  bring  it 
on  that  night.  He  hoped,  however,  that 
an  early  opportunity  of  discussing  a 
subject  of  such  importance  to  the  com- 
merce of  this  country  would  be  afforded, 
after  the  Government  had  secured  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  for  the  Oo- 
vemment  of  Ireland,  which  was  of  such 
National  and  Imperial  importance. 

Mb.  RAIKES  (Cambridge  Univer- 
sity) :  I  also  have  a  Notice  of  Motion 
on  the  Paper.  It  is  one  which  would 
not  take  any  gpreat  time  to  discuss,  and 
it  would  probably  he  possible  to  bring 
it  on  after  the  debate  on  the  Govern- 
ment of  Ireland  Bill  is  adjourned.  But 
as  the  Motion  has  reference  to  the  es- 
tablishment of  this  House,  and  the  ap- 
r>intment  of  the  Clerks  of  this  House, 
feel  that,  having  regard  to  the  great 
loss  which  this  country  and  the  House 
has  sustained  by  the  premature  death 
of  one  of  whom  we  so  recently  took 
leave  in  retiring  from  the  service  of  the 
House,  it  would  be  more  respectful  to 
his  memory  to  postpone  the  Motion  to 

Sir  JOHN  SWINBURNE  (Stafford- 
shire,  Lichfield)  said,  he  had  a  Motion 
on  the  Paper  with  reference  to  Lowe's  [ 
Charity,  Lichfield,  which  he  was  willing  | 
to  postpone ;  but  he  hoped  he  might  be 
able  to  proceed  with  it  after  the  Home  I 
Bule  debate.  | 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  (Glasgow,  I 
Blaokfriars) :  I  beg  to  point  out  to  you  j 
— [  Cries  of  **  Spoken  !  "  |— that  the  Chief 
Secretary— [CrtM   of   **  Order!  "]— has 
not  answered  my  question  whether  the  ' 


Government  intend  to  proceed  with  the 
Arms  Bill? 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian)  :  I  will  endeavour 
to  give  the  best  answer  in  my  power  to 
the  question  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach), 
which  I  admit  he  is  perfectly  entitled 
to  put.  At  the  same  time,  the  best, 
answer  I  can  give  him  is  an  imperfect 
one.  The  House  will  not  be  surprised 
at  that  when  I  remind  them  of  the 
peculiar  circumstances  of  the  case.  I 
rather  think  there  was  a  stage  of  the 
Corn  Law  Repeal  Bill  which  was  ques- 
tioned and  debated  between  two  opinions 
and  sets  of  Gentlemen  alone,  and  which 
debate  extended  over  10  nights.  lam 
not  desirous  to  see  the  range  of  debate 
in  this  House  enlarged — it  is  now,  I 
think,  quite  sufficient — but  at  the  same 
time  I  must  observe  that  if  there  be  any 
occasioQ  on  which  debate  is  justifiable 
it  is  on  an  occasion  such  as  this,  not  only 
on  account  of  the  vast  importance  of  the 
question— though  even  on  that  ground 
I  may  notice  the  importance  of  it  has 
been  in  many  ways  elevated  above  every 
other  subject — ^but  on  account  of  the 
special  and  distinct  ground  that  there 
are,  in  point  of  fact,  four  Parties  in  this 
House  engaged  in  the  discussion  of  this 
subject,  ^1  of  them  having  great  in- 
terest in  it.  There  is  the  Party  opposite 
and  the  Government,  who  are  deeply 
interested,  of  course,  in  defending  the 
proposition,  the  responsibility  of  which 
rests  upon  them.  Then  there  is  a  dis- 
tinguished portion  of  the  Liberal  Party, 
who  are  most  naturally  and  most  justi- 
fiably very  anxious  to  explain  both  to 
the  House  and  to  the  constituencies  the 
ground  which  they  feel  themselves  con- 
scientiously and  honourably  obliged  to 
take,  and  the  course  which  in  every  case  I 
believe  has  been  most  repugnant  to  them 
personally.  It  is  very  natural  that  they 
should  wish  almost  individually  to  have 
that  opportunity.  Certainly,  tidings 
have  reached  me  from  a  Gentleman  who 
belongs  to  that  important  section  of  the 
House,  and  who  has  taken  some  interest 
in  ascertaining  the  current  of  these  pro- 
ceedings, that  in  their  opinion  down  to 
the  present  day  they  have  had  very 
limited  opportunities  indeed  of  ex- 
pressing the  sentiments  that  they  en- 
tertein.  Then,  Sir,  I  need  not  say 
that  the  Members  termed  Nationalists 
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from  Ireland  have  a  very  consider- 
able title  to  ask  the  attention  of  the 
House.  Under  these  circumstances,  I 
cannot  think  it  possible  that  the  debate 
can  do  otherwise  than  extend  over  a 
large  portion — over  a  considerable  num- 
ber of  days  beyond  the  present  week. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Ordered^  That  this  day,  and  on  succeeding 
Tuesdays  and  Fridays,  the  Order  for  resuming 
the  Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Second  Heading 
of  the  €K)yemment  of  Ireland  Bill,  when  it  is 
set  down  among  the  Orders  of  the  Day,  have 
precedence  of  Notices  of  Motions  and  Orders  of 
the  Day. 

ORBJSR    OF  THE  BAY, 


GOVERNMENT    OF    IRELAND 

BILL.— [Bill  181.] 

(Jfr.  OladitoMy  Mr,  Secretary  Childer;  Mr.  John 

Morley,  Mr,  Attorney  General,) 
SECOND   BEADING.     [aDJOUBNED   DEBATE.] 

[foubth  night.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to  Ques- 
tion [lOth  May],  **That  the  Bill  be  now 
read  a  second  time." 

And  which  Amendment  was,  to  leave 
out  the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  **upon 
this  day  six  months."  —  {The  Marquess 
of  Hartington,) 

Question  again  proposed,  '^That  the 
word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion." 

Debate  resumed, 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVBE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  The  opposition  which  this 
measure  has  encountered  on  this  side 
of  the  House  proceeds  from  two  distinct 
and  till  lately  widely-separated  sections 
of  the  Liberal  Party.  The  one  is  led  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Bossen- 
dale  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington),  who 
has  never,  I  venture  to  say,  in  his  many 
speeches  on  Irish  subjects  indicated  any 
sign  of  a  willingness  to  make  large  con- 
cessions to  Ireland  in  the  shape  of  auto- 
nomy, who,  so  far  as  I  understand  him, 
has  never  shown  that  he  appreciates  the 
justice  of  their  demand,  who  has  never 
recognized  the  fact  that  any  benefit 
wouhi  accrue  to  Ireland  from  giving  her 
self-government — ^whose  ideas  in  regard 
to  the  local  government  of  Ireland  are 
of  a  very  rudimentary  character,  who 
last  year    strongly    opposed    the    mo- 
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derate  scheme  for  a  National  Council 
propounded  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Cham- 
berlain), and  who  this  year  by  g^ing  on 
to  the  same  platform  with  Members  of 
the  Tory  Party,  without  disclaimer  of 
their  policy  of  coercion,  appeared,  for  the 
moment,  to  lend  the  weight  of  his  great 
authority  to  that  alternative.  The  other 
section  is  led  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Birmingham,  who  has 
for  some  time  past  consistently  advo- 
cated a  policy  of  large  concession  to  the 
Irish  in  the  direction  of  self-government, 
who  admits  that  his  scheme  for  a  Na- 
tional Council  is  now  quite  inadequate, 
but  who  objects  to  the  G-ovemment  pro- 
posal on  the  score  of  its  method  rather 
than  its  principle.  Last  Friday  these 
two  important  sections  of  the  Liberal 
Party  met  together  for  the  first  time  at 
Devonshire  House,  and  arrived  at  an 
entente  eordiale  not  merely  to  throw  out 
the  Bill  if  they  can,  but  with  respect  to 
the  future  policy  to  be  offered  to  Ire- 
land. What  that  policy  is  to  be  the 
public  was  not  informed.  It  seems  to 
me  that  the  main  body  of  the  Liberals, 
which  lies  between  those  two  sections, 
are  entitled  to  ask  and  know  what  is  the 
basis  of  that  agreement,  and  what  is 
the  policy  determined  on.  I  do  not 
think  the  noble  Lord  is  justified  in  fall- 
ing back  on  the  old  doctrine  that  he  is 
not  to  be  called  on  for  a  policy  till  he  is 
summoned  as  a  Minister  of  the  Crown. 
That  doctrine  sounds  very  well  in  the 
mouth  of  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition ; 
but  it  does  not  come  well  from  those 
who  were  our  allies  in  the  past  and  who 
we  hope  will  be  our  allies  in  the  future. 
I  feel  this  the  more  as  Lord  Salis- 
bury has  not  been  reticent  of  the  policy 
of  the  Tory  Party.  The  House  is  fully 
acquainted  now  with  that  policy.  It 
means  a  policy  of  20  years  coercion. 
[Cries  o/"  **  No,  no!"]  I  understood 
from  Lord  Salisbury  that  was  his  view. 
["No,  no!"]    He  says— 

*<  My  alternative  policy  is  that  the  Parliament 
of  England  should  enable  the  GoTemment  of 
England  to  govern  Ireland.  Apply  that  recipe 
honesty,  consistently,  and  resolutely  for  20 
years,  and  at  the  end  of  that  time  you  find 
that  Ireland  will  be  fit  to  accept  any  gifts  in 
the  way  of  local  government  or  the  repeal  of 
coercion  laws  that  you  may  wish  to  give  her." 

I  think,  therefore,  I  am  justified  in  say- 
ing it  is  intended  at  the  end  of  20  years' 
persistent  coercion— [  CriMo/**  No,  no! "] 
— at  the  end  of  that  period  some  small 
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modicum  of  local  government  might  be 
conceded,  and  that  during  that  period 
£100,000,000   are  to   be  spent   in  the 
emigration    of    1,000,000  of  the  Irish 
p€»ople  in  preference  to  a  loan  of  public 
money  to  landlords.  That  policy,  it  seems 
to  me,  comes  down  from  the  time  of  the 
Plantation  of  Ulster.     I  doubt  whether 
a  single  Member  of  the  Liberal  Party 
"will  be  found  to  support  such  a  policy. 
Bat  in  view  of  this  declaration  of  the 
Tory  policy  the  noble  Lord  and  my  right 
hoD.  Friend  are  bound  to  tell  us  what 
their  alternative  is.     Is  the  agreement 
a  surrender  on  the  part  of  the  noble 
Ijord  or  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  ?   Opi- 
nions differ  on  this  point ;  but  we  were 
told  yesterday  by  an  organ  of  the  Liberal 
Ih-ess  at  Birmingham,  which  is  always 
"well  informed  and   probably  inspired, 
that — **  It  is  not  Mr.  Chamberlain  who 
has  changed  his  opinion,  but  Lord  Hart- 
ing^n  who  has  come  round."   We  have 
no  right  to  complain  of  this,  we  welcome 
it.     I  should  be  the  last  person  to  taunt 
the  noble  Lord  with  any  change.     He 
has   given  so    many  evidences  of    his 
sincerity  and  patriotism  that  no  one  can 
doubt  he  has  good  reason  for  this  change. 
I  think  it  was  Mr.  Pitt  who  said  that  a  man 
■who  boasts  of  the  consistency  of  his  opi- 
nion for  10  years  is  a  slave  to  the  most 
idle    vanity — and  in  these  days,  when 
events  move  so  fast,  we  may  substitute 
weeks  for  years.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the 
noble    Lord    perceives    that  the  over- 
whelming majority  of  the  Liberal  Party 
outside  the  House  is  in  favour  of  the 
principles  of  this   Bill   and  of   giving 
autonomy  for  Ireland,  and  differs  only 
to  a  small  deg^e  as  to  the  details ;  in 
face  of  this  unanimity  the    alternative 
policy  of  coercion  is  practically  impos- 
sible.     Change,  and  great  change,  in 
the  direction  of  autonomy  is  therefore 
inevitable.    If  the  noble  Lord  has,  in 
fact,  come  round  it  is  a  most  important 
element  in  the  present  position.  It  must 
practically  mean  that  the  whole  of  the 
Liberal  Party  in  this  Hoiise  is  now  in 
favour   of  a  wide  policy  of   autonomy 
for  Ireland.     That  being  so,  I  think  it 
would  be  most  unfortunate — it  would  be 
little  short  of  a  calamity  to  the  Party, 
to  Ireland,    to  the  country  —  if  some 
method  could  not  be  devised  of  affirm- 
ing that  great  principle  before  we  pro- 
ceed further  to  discuss  the  details,  which 
might  be  postponed  until  the  country 
has  had  a  longer  time  for  consideration. 


In  my  belief,  when  once  the  principle  is 
affirmed  or  decided  by  the  bulk  of  the 
Liberal  Party,  the  settlement  of  details 
will  become   comparatively  easy,  diffi- 
culties which  now  seem  insuperable  will 
disappear,  and  agreement  will  be  pos- 
sible.     The  noble  Lord  says  that  the 
principle  of  the  measure  lies  in  its  de- 
tails.     I  dispute  that.     It  appears  to  me 
that  there  never  was  a  measure  where  it 
was  more    important  to    separate   the 
great  principle  involved  from  the  method 
of  carrying  it  into  effect.       There  are 
some  points  of  detail  on  which  I  myself 
have  some  difficulty  in  according  fully 
with  the  Government ;  but  I  am  strongly 
in  favour  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill. 
The  principle  is  clear  and  distinct ;  it  is 
that  of  autonomy  for  Ireland ;  that  Ire- 
land should  have  the  right  to  legislate 
for  itself,  and  administer  its  own  separate 
affairs,  but  that  Imperial  matters  and 
common  affairs  should  be  reserved  for  the 
Imperial  Parliament,  and  should  not  be 
dealt  with    by  the  Local  Legislature. 
Everything  beyond  that  remains  open,  I 
understand.     Whether  the  Irish  Mem-    • 
hers  shall  continue  to  sit  in  that  House 
as  now,  whether  they  shall  sit  on  Im- 
perial questions,  whether  Ulster  shall 
be  treated  exceptionally  in  any  way,  or 
what  the  constitution  of  the  new  Irish 
Legislature    shall    be,     are    important 
points  for  future  consideration ;  but  they 
are  subordinate  questions  for  the  mo- 
ment, and  may  be  postponed  with  ad- 
vantage.    But  until  the  main  principle 
is  setUed  nothing  can  be  done.  I  desire, 
therefore,   to  say  a  few  words  on  the 
main  principle,  and  to  point  out  why  I 
think  that  justice  to   Ireland  and   its 
highest  interests  require  that  we  should 
make  this  concession.     My  own  views 
as  to  the  necessity  for  a  change  in  this 
direction  date  from  four  years  ago,  when 
in  1882,  not  for  the  first  time,  I  visited 
Ireland,    and    had   the   opportunity  of 
seeing  something  of  the  administration, 
and  visited  also  some  of  the  most  dis- 
turbed districts  when  the  agrarian  move- 
ment was  at  its  worst.  What  I  saw  then  • 
and  at  other  times  convinced  me  that 
some  radical  change  must  be  made  in 
the  administration  and  in  the  relations  of 
the  two  countries.     I  determined  then 
that  I  would  never  accept  a  position 
which  would  make  me  the  instrument  of 
coercion.    I  re-read  Irish  history  for  the 
last   100  years  by  the  light  of  what  I 
had  seen,  and  I  came  to  the  conclusion 
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that  the  Act  of  Union  of  1800,  in  so  far 
as  it  destroyed  all  vestige  of  Irish  au- 
tonomy,  was   the  main  cause   of    the 
chronic  discontent  of  Ireland,  and  had 
worked  untold  mischief  in  its  course  of 
legislation  and  administration.     I  pur- 
posely make  a  saving  clause  in  alluding 
to  the  Act  of  Union  because  I  think  no 
one  can  look  back  at  the  relations  of  the 
Irish  Parliament  with  the  British  Par- 
liament between  1782  and  1800  and  be 
satisfied  with  them.     The  two  Legisla- 
tures were  co-ordinate  and  co-equal  in 
authority.     There  was  no  provision  for 
the  dealing  with    Imperial    questions. 
There  was  great  danger  of  serious  col- 
lision between  them  on  Imperial  ques- 
tions.    This  had  been  foreseen  by  Mr. 
Fox  and  Mr.  Grattan  when  they  agreed 
to  give  independence  to  the  Irish  Par- 
liament,  and    it    is   clear    from    their 
speeches  and  writings  that  they  intended 
that  some  agreement  should  be  come  to 
with  respect  to  Imperial  affairs.     This, 
unfortunately,  was  not  done,  and  the 
difficulties  which  arose  with  respect  to 
the  Begency  Question  and  to  commercial 
questions  were  the  main  arguments  used 
by  Mr.  Pitt  for  the  Act  of  Union.     It  is 
clear  now  that  the  difficulty  might  have 
been  provided  for  in   some  other  way 
than  by  the  suppression  of  Irish  auto- 
nomy.    Has,  then,  the  Act  of  Union  in 
this  respect  been  a  failure  or  a  success, 
and  has  it  tended  to  cement  the  real 
union  between  the  two  countries  ?     It  is 
impossible  to  answer  this  in  any  other 
than  one  way.     I  will  not  expend  time 
in  alluding  to  its  effect  in  wounding — I 
might  say  outraging — the  national  sen- 
timent of  Ireland,  though  this  is,   per- 
haps, the  most  importemt  and  most  en- 
during of  its  effects.  I  should  like,  how- 
ever, to  quote  a  few  sentences  on  this 
point  from  one   of  our  greatest  living 
historians  who    has  made  a  profound 
study  of  Irish  history,  but  who  has  lately 
shown  that  he  is  afraid  of  following  out 
his  own  historical  deductions — I  mean 
Mr.  Lecky.  Mr.  Lecky,  writing  15  years 
•  years  ago  on  Ireland,  said — 

**  In  no  other  history  can  we  investigate  more 
fully  the  evil  consequences  which  must  ensue 
from  disregarding  that  sentiment  of  nationality 
which,  whether  it  be  wise  or  foolish,  whether 
it  be  desirable  or  the  reverse,  is  at  least  one  of 
the  strongest  and  most  enduring  of  human 
passionB.  This  I  conceive  lies  at  the  root  of 
Irish  discontent.  It  is  a  question  of  nationality 
as  truly  as  in  Hungary  or  in  Poland.  Special 
grievances  or  anomaUes  may  aggravate,  but 
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do  not  cause  it,  and  they  become  formidable 
only  in  80  far  as  they  are  connected  with 
it.'* 

Never,  I  venture  to  think,  were  truer 
words  written.  Unless  we  appreciate 
this,  unless  we  are  prepared  in  what  we 
do  to  appease  the  national  sentiment  and 
to  heal  the  wounds  which  were  inflicted 
in  1800,  we  shall  not  settle  the  question, 
and  we  might  as  well  make  no  attempt 
at  aU.  It  is  this  that  constitutes  the 
main  difference  between  the  measure 
before  us  and  the  treatment  recom- 
mended by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham.  It  is  because  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minister  has 
touched  a  chord  of  sympathy  in  Ireland, 
and  because  this  great  subject  is  treated 
from  the  point  of  view  of  sentiment, 
that  it  is  likely  to  be  successful ;  and  it 
is  because  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Birmingham,  in  the  reforms 
which  he  has  recommended,  has  not 
recognized  the  national  sentiment  as  at 
the  root  of  discontent  in  Ireland,  that 
bis  measures  have  failed  in  the  past  and 
will,  I  fear,  inevitably  fail  in  the  future. 
The  next  point  I  desire  to  notice  is  the 
effect  of  the  suppression  of  Irish  auto- 
nomy on  the  remedial  legislation  for  that 
country  since  the  Union.  The  effect  of 
suppressing  the  self-government  of  Ire- 
land and  relegating  all  legislation  to  this 
Parliament  in  Westminster  has  been  that 
Irish  questions  in  ordinary  times  bava 
been  discussed  and  dealt  with  from 
purely  English  points  of  view  and  with- 
out regard  to  Irish  traditions  or  to  the 
views  of  the  majority  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers or  Irish  people.  The  result  has  been 
that  no  remedial  measure  for  Ireland 
has  ever  been  passed  by  this  Parliament 
during  the  86  years  in  deference  to  argu- 
ment or  reason  ;  it  has  only  been  when 
Ireland  was  a  prey  to  agitation,  the 
scene  of  outrage,  or  on  the  brink  of  re- 
bellion, that  it  has  been  possible  for 
English  Ministers  to  obtain  the  force 
sufficient  to  induce  this  House  to  carry 
reforms  for  Ireland,  and  it  has  then  been 
necessary  to  appease  English  opinion 
by  accompanying  them  with  coercive 
measures  to  put  down  the  disturbances 
which  had  arisen  in  consequence  of  the 
delays  in  reform,  and  which  alone  had 
made  reform  possible.  There  is  no  ex- 
ception to  be  found  to  this.  I  defy  any 
hon.  Member  to  point  out  a  single  case 
in  which  important  reforms  have  been 
carried    for  Ireland   under   any  other 
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conditions.  I  have  counted  six  remedial 
measures  of  first-class  importance  which 
have  been  carried  during  the  period  I 
referred  to.  Catholic  Emancipation,  the 
abolition  of  Church  rates,  the  commuta- 
tion of  tithes,  the  Disestablishment  of 
the  Church,  the  two  Land  Acts — they 
were  all  treated  in  the  same  way,  they 
were  all  refused  to  argument  or  reason, 
they  were  denied  through  long  years, 
and  were  conceded  at  last  to  agitation 
and  outrage  and  rebellion.  The  number 
is  sufficient  to  strike  an  average ;  and  it 
may  be  safely  said  that  35  or  40  years, 
as  a  rule,  elapse  between  the  demand  of 
the  Irish  people  and  the  satisfaction  of 
it ;  it  might  be,  perhaps,  possible  to  dis- 
cover how  many  agrarian  outrages  and 
murders  are  sufficient  to  rouse  English 
opinion.  Let  me  take,  by  way  of  illus- 
tration, the  first  and  last  of  the  cases  I 
have  referred  to.  Catholic  Emancipation 
was  demanded  by  Lreland  as  a  whole  in 
1795.  It  would  have  been  conceded  by 
the  Protestant  Parliament  of  Ireland  if 
Mr.  Pitt  had  not  recalled  Lord  Fitz- 
william  and  forbidden  it.  It  was  not  till 
1829,  when  Ireland  had  passed  through 
years  of  agitation,  when  it  was  on  the 
brink  of  rebellion,  that  the  Duke  of 
Wellington  gave  way ;  and  his  main 
motive,  as  he  informed  the  King,  was 
the  fear  that  there  would  be  a  general 
strike  against  rent  which  he  was  power- 
less to  prevent.  But  the  concession  was 
accompanied  by  measures  which  took 
dway  all  its  grace.  The  40«.  freeholders 
were  disfranchised,  the  Catholic  Associa- 
tion, which  had  been  the  main  cause  of 
the  measure  being  carried,  was  sup- 
pressed, Mr.  O'Connell,  the  leader  of  the 
movement,  was  treated  with  the  greatest 
indignity,  a  coercive  measure  was  passed 
which  suspended  all  the  Constitutional 
liberties  of  the  country  ;  as  a  result,  Ire- 
land was  again  exasperated,  and  the 
Hepeal  Movement  was  commenced,  which 
has  practically  never  subsided  since, 
though  it  has  taken  many  different  forms. 
Let  me  take  the  last  of  the  measures,  the 
Land  Act.  It  was  the  Repeal  Movement 
which  first  sowed  feelings  of  distrust 
and  hate  between  landlord  and  tenant. 
It  soon  became  necessary  to  probe  the 
disease.  The  Devon  Commission  ap- 
pointed by  Sir  Robert  Peel  in  1842 
proved  conclusively  the  justice  of  the 
complaints  of  the  Irish  tenants,  showed 
the  insecurity  of  their  holdings,  and  the 
injustice  to  which  they  were  frequently 


subjected.  In  vain,  however,  were 
efforts  made  to  introduce  moderate  re- 
forms. Successive  Ministers  tried  their 
hands.  The  House  of  Lords  stopped  all 
legislation.  It  was  not  till  1870  and 
1881  that  it  was  possible  to  carry  great 
reforms  in  the  tenure  of  land  in  Ireland  ; 
and  it  is  as  certain  as  anything  can  be 
that  neither  of  those  measures  would 
have  been  passed  if  it  had  not  been  that 
the  landlords  of  Ireland  were  deeply 
alarmed  by  the  agrarian  agitation  and 
feared  lest  they  should  by  resistance 
lose  everything.  I  could,  if  time  per- 
mitted, show  how,  in  a  host  of  minor 
measures,  the  same  evil  genius  has  pre- 
vented justice  being  done  to  the  demands 
of  Ireland ;  how  they  have  been  delayed, 
maimed,  or  ruined,  by  the  action  of  this 
Parliament,  and  chiefly  by  the  action  of 
the  House  of  Lords.  It  is  absolutely 
certain  that  if  the  Irish  Legislature  had 
continued  to  exist,  there  is  not  one  of 
those  reforms  which  I  have  alluded  to 
which  would  not  have  been  carried  30 
years  earlier,  in  deference  to  the  views 
of  the  people,  expressed  in  a  Consti- 
tutional method,  rather  than  as  a  con- 
cession to  violence  and  outrage.  It  is 
my  belief  that  no  class  will  have  suffered 
more  than  the  landlords  from  the  sup- 
pression of  Irish  autonomy.  Let  me 
now  turn  to  the  administration  of  the 
country.  The  administration  has  been 
conducted  by  English  statesmen  and 
English  permanent  officials  sent  over 
from  this  country  and  responsible  to  this 
Parliament,  and  not  to  Irish  opinion. 
The  administration  consists,  for  the 
most  part,  of  a  gigantic  and  costly  system 
of  police,  and  of  criminal  jurisdiction 
through  the  stipendiary  magistrates.  In 
four  out  of  every  five  years  since  1800 
these  statesmen  have  had  to  administer 
coercive  laws,  investing  them  with  arbi- 
trary powers  as  great  or  greater  than 
ever  tne  Bourbons  had  before  the  French 
Revolution — power  to  arrest  and  im- 
prison on  a  lettre  de  eaehet ;  power  to 
suppress  public  meeting ;  power  to  sus- 
pend trial  by  jury ;  power  to  invade 
private  houses  at  all  hours  on  mere 
suspicion,  and  to  search  for  arms  or  cor- 
respondence. As  the  only  crime  in  Ire- 
land has  been  agrarian  or  political,  the 
system  of  administration  has  been  iden- 
tified in  the  minds  of  the  people  with  the 
police,  and  the  police  have  been  regarded 
as  a  means  of  enforcing  ejectments,  and 
as  the  main  instruments  of  a  system  of 


1307 


Owerfiment  of 


{COMMONS} 


Ireland  BtU. 


130S 


land  tenure  which  recent  legislation  has 
admitted  to  be  unjust.  As  a  result  the 
administration  has  been  entirely  sepa- 
rated from  the  people,  and  is  as  remote 
from  them  and  from  their  leaders  as  if 
the  people  were  in  Fiji.  It  is  impos- 
sible for  any  Englishman  who  has  not 
seen  it  to  understand  the  isolation  in 
which  the  English  Ministers  and  English 
officials  who  rule  Ireland  exist;  how 
remote  they  are  from  the  people  they 
rule.  They  are  surrounded  by  the  in- 
struments of  coercion,  for  whose  mis- 
deeds and  mistakes  they  are  responsible 
in  Irish  opinion,  and  whom  they  often 
dare  not  overrule  for  fear  of  destroying 
the  only  means  of  governing  which  they 
have.  I  doubt  whether  any  Ministers 
ever  used  arbitrary  powers  more  care- 
fully, with  greater  patience,  with  greater 
moral  and  physical  courage,  than  Lord 
Spencer  and  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Border  Burghs  (Mr. 
Trevelyan) ;  but  even  under  their  pa- 
ternal rule  things  were  done  which  it 
was  impossible  to  justify,  and  which 
caused  the  greatest  exasperation  in  Ire- 
land. I  conceive  that  they  found  it  im- 
possible to  overrule  their  subordinates 
without  destroying  their  authority  in 
face  of  the  tremendous  force  of  the 
National  Party.  With  the  single  excep- 
tion of  Lord  Melbourne's  Government, 
when  there  was  close  alliance  with  Mr. 
O'Oonnell,  and  when  he  practically  ad- 
vised and  directed  the  Irish  policy,  and 
when  Mr.  Drummond  was  Permanent 
Secretary,  there  has  never  been  a  time 
in  the  86  years  since  the  Union  when 
the  Irish  administration  has  been  in 
harmony  with  Irish  opinion.  What  has 
been  the  financial  and  economic  result  of 
this  administration  ?  The  old  system  of 
corruption,  by  which,  before  1800,  the 
English  Government  endeavoured  to 
maintain  its  power  in  Ireland  has  been 
continued  in  another  form.  The  civil 
administration  in  Ireland  is  the  most 
costly  and  the  least  effective  of  any 
in  Europe.  No  Minister  is  able  to  deal 
with  this  subject.  His  life  at  Dublin 
would  be  unendurable  if  he  did.  Pub- 
lic opinion  in  Ireland  naturally  sup- 
ports any  pull  upon  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chequer. The.  police  is  three  time  more 
costly  in  proportion  than  the  similar 
force  in  England  and  Scotland.  Every 
service  is  largely  in  excess  of  the  public 
requirements.  As  a  result  the  cost  of 
civil  administration  is  so  great  that  after 
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paying  for  it  out  of  Irish  taxation  there 
remains  a  balance  not  sufficient  to  pay 
the  cost  of  the  Army  which  supports  our 
system  of  government  there.  And  it 
is  absolutely  certain  that  Ireland  contri- 
butes nothing  whatever  to  the  Imperial 
Expenditure,  or  the  maintenance  of  the 
Army  and  Navy  which  sustains  our 
great  Empire,  or  to  the  Public  Debt ; 
while,  on  the  other  hand,  it  must  be  ad- 
mitted that  the  system  of  taxation  tells 
heavily  on  Ireland,  and  that  in  propor- 
tion to  its  means  Ireland  is  more  heavily 
taxed  than  England  or  Scotland.  What 
a  marked  contrast  there  is  between  Ire- 
land and  Scotland.  Scotland,  with  a 
population  of  3,500,000,  gives  a  balance 
of  £5,000,000  after  paying  for  its  civil 
administration,  of  which  a  small  part 
only  is  necessary  to  maintain  the  Im- 
perial troops  quartered  in  it.  Ireland, 
with  5,000,000,  gives  a  balance  of 
£2,000,000,  which  is  much  less  than 
the  cost  of  maintaining  them.  Lastly, 
Sir,  let  me  ask  the  House  to  look  at 
the  effect  of  the  suppression  of  Irish 
autonomy  on  the  social  condition  of  Ire- 
land and  the  relation  of  its  classes.  The 
effect  has  been  to  separate  classes  in  Ire- 
land, to  throw  the  minority  there,  the 
landlords  and  the  Protestants,  upon 
English  support,  to  denationalize  them, 
to  sectarianize  them.  Before  the  Union 
the  Irish  Protestants  and  the  Irish  land- 
lords were  the  National  Party  in  Ire- 
land ;  they  headed  the  movement  of  the 
United  Irishmen  in  1782 ;  they  were  the 
most  determined  opponents  to  the  Union 
in  1800.  It  is  true  that  they  had  a  mono- 
poly of  political  power  in  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment, but  they  were  quite  ready  to  share 
it  with  their  Catholic  fellow-citizens; 
they  admitted  the  Catholics  to  the  fran- 
chise in  1793;  they  repealed  the  penal 
laws  against  Catholics;  they  admitted 
Catholics  to  the  Professions ;  they  threw 
open  Trinity  College  to  the  Catholics  30 
years  before  the  English  Universities 
adopted  the  same  course.  They  founded 
Maynooth  ;  they  would  have  carried  this 
policy  to  its  legitimate  conclusion  if  Mr. 
Pitt  had  permitted  them.  No  human 
being  in  those  days  ever  suggested  such 
a  calumny  on  Ireland  as  that  it  consisted 
of  two  nations.  The  effect  of  the  Act 
of  Union  has  been  to  separate  classes 
more  and  more ;  although  it  is  a  great 
exaggeration  to  speak  of  Ireland  as 
consisting  of  two  nations,  it  is  true  that 
classes  are  more  separated  there  now 
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than  in  almost  any  part  of  Europe.  It 
is  demonstrable  that  this  is  due  to  the 
suppression  of  Irish  self-government; 
and  it  can  only  be  cured  by  restoring 
that  self-government.  In  my  opinion, 
the  ills  of  Ireland  can  only  be  cured  by 
reuniting  classes,  and  by  compelling 
them  to  come  to  terms  under  the  same 
Government.  I  might,  if  time  permitted, 
glance  at  the  effect  of  the  Union  on 
English  institutions  and  this  Parlia- 
ment ;  I  miffht  show  how  legislation  for 
England  had  been  postponed  for  years  by 
the  necessity  for  dealiog  with  Ireland  ; 
how  Irish  questions  have  been  the  dis- 
turbing elements  in  English  policy,  and 
I  make  the  reservation  so  far  as  the  au- 
tonomy of  Ireland  is  concerned,  because, 
as  I  have  said,  I  think  in  looking  back 
to  the  Irish  Parliaments  from  1782  to 
1 800  nobody  can  admit  that  her  relations 
to  the  Imperial  Parliament  were  satis- 
factory. The  two  Parliaments  in  those 
days  were  co-ordinate  and  co-equal,  and 
there  was  no  provision  for  dealing  with 
Imperial  questions.  The  Irish  Parlia- 
ment had  as  great  a  right  to  deal  with 
Imperial  questions  at  that  time  as  the 
English  Parliament  had,  and,  conse- 
quently, there  was  great  danger  of  col- 
lision between  the  two  Legislatures,  and, 
as  is  well  known,  there  were  collisions 
on  important  matters,  especially  in  re- 
spect of  the  Eegency  Bill,  and  also  the 
enfranchisement  of  Eoman  Catholics. 
But  anyone  will  see  who  looks  at  the 
speeches  of  Mr.  Fox  and  at  the  letters 
of  Mr.  Ghrattan  that  this  danger  was 
predicted  by  those  statesmen  in  1782, 
when  the  independence  of  the  Irish 
Parliament  was  admitted,  and  it  was 
fully  intended  by  them  that  some  agree- 
ment should  be  come  to  between  the  two 
Parliaments  in  reference  to  the  control 
of  Imperial  questions.  Unfortunately, 
no  such  agreement  was  come  to,  and  as 
the  result  the  difficulties  I  have  adverted 
to  did  occur,  and  they  formed  the  prin- 
cipal argument  used  by  Mr.  Pitt  for 
bringing  about  the  Union.  Looking 
back,  I  cannot  but  think  it  was  a  great 
misfortune  that  that  agreement  was  not 
come  to,  and  my  belief  is  that  had  it 
been  it  would  not  have  been  necessary, 
in  the  view  of  Mr.  Pitt,  to  bring  about 
the  Union,  and  so  to  destroy  the  Irish 
Legislature.  I  say,  then,  that,  looking 
back  at  the  86  years  which  have  elapsed 
since  the  Union,  we  can  come  to  no  other 
oondosion  than  that  the  result  has  been 


disastrous  from  every  point  of  view.  It 
has  not  caused  content  between  the  two 
countries.  In  my  view  it  has  not  really 
tended  to  a  true  union  between  the  two 
countries;  it  has  not  expedited  the 
enactment  of  remedial  measures  for  Ire- 
land ;  and,  finally,  it  has  had  a  most  un-> 
fortunate  effect  on  the  relations  of  classes 
in  Ireland.  I  understand  the  object  of 
this  measure  to  be  not  to  repeal  the  Act 
of  Union,  but  to  reverse  its  policy  in 
respect  of  that  portion  of  it  which  expe- 
rience has  shown  to  be  mischievous  in 
the  highest  degree  to  the  interests  of 
both  countries ;  to  reconstitute  an  Irish 
Parliament  for  the  purpose  of  dealing 
with  purely  Irish  questions  and  to  con- 
trol Irish  administration,  but  to  do  it  in 
such  a  way  as  to  reserve  all  Imperial 
questions  and  all  matters  common  to 
the  two  countries  to  this  Parliament  in 
Westminster.  It  is  said  by  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bury  (Sir  Henry  James)  that  this  pro- 
posal will  destroy  the  supremacy  of  this 
Parliament.  That  is  founded  on  a  mis- 
conception of  the  measure.  The  Im- 
perial Parliament  will  remain  supreme 
in  the  same  way  in  which  it  is  now 
supreme  oveir  our  Colonial  Legislature, 
which  owes  its  existence  to  statutory 
powers;  if  the  d7th  clause  points  out 
the  mode  of  amending  this  Act,  that  is 
a  promise  which  Parliament  will  cer- 
tainly follow,  but  which  will  not  in  strict 
law  be  binding,  for  the  same  power 
which  passes  this  law  will  be  able  to 
amend  it ;  it  will  not  be  competent  for 
any  tribunal  to  declare  any  enactment 
of  this  Parliament  to  be  ultra  vtret  or 
unconstitutional.  On  the  other  hand, 
if  the  Irish  Parliament  exceeds  its 
powers,  it  will  be  competent  for  a  Court 
of  Law  to  determine  this  question. 
Again,  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Bossendale  and  my  right,  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Bury 
object  that  the  effect  will  be  that  there 
may  be  different  laws  for  England  and 
Ireland.  I  admit  this ;  but  they  have 
different  laws  already.  There  can  be  no 
greater  difference  than  the  laws  which 
relate  to  the  tenure  of  land  in  the  two 
countries.  The  only  object  of  granting 
autonomy  is  to  give  greater  opportunity 
for  adapting  laws  to  the  wants  of  dif- 
ferent communities  ;  and  the  Act  of 
Union  has  failed  because  we  have  at- 
tempted to  centralize  and  to  insist  upon 
the    same    laws    for    Ireland    as    for 
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Sngland,  except  where  we  have  been 
compelled  by  agitation  or  outrage  to 
deal  exceptionally  with  Ireland.  Again, 
it  is  said,  are  we  g^ing  to  hand  over  the 
govemmentof  Ireland  to  men  who  have 
shown  by  their  conduct  here  how  little 
they  respect  the  rights  of  property  or  of 
law  and  order  ?  The  state  of  the  Irish 
representation  the  last  few  years  has 
been  the  measure  of  the  exasperation  of 
Ireland.  Its  Members  have  been  sent 
here  as  a  party  of  combat,  to  extract 
the  concession  of  Home  Eule  by  making 
English  legislation  impracticable.  To 
those  who  take  the  worst  possible  view 
of  the  Irish  Members,  I  would  remind 
them  of  the  well-known  prophecy  of 
Grattan  in  1800.  He  said  that  Ireland 
would  revenge  herself  on  England  for 
the  suppression  of  its  liberties,  and  the 
day  would  come  when  it  would  send  100 
rebels  to  the  Imperial  Parliament  to 
invade  our  Constitution.  I,  of  course, 
do  not  myself  wish  to  apply  these  words 
to  hon.  Members  from  Ireland.  We  are 
not  to  suppose  that  the  Irish  representa- 
tion will  be  in  the  future  as  it  has  been 
in  the  past.  Varied  interests  will  find 
their  expression;  it  will  be  impossible 
for  any  Leader  to  dictate  to  Ireland; 
new  combinations  will  be  formed;  the 
ablest  of  the  men  opposite  will  find 
careers  not  now  open  to  them ;  the  sense 
of  a  responsibility  will  be  felt  by  them. 
The  rebels  of  the  Yoimg  Ireland  Party, 
who  were  driven  from  Ireland  by  our 
policy,  rose  to  be  able  Ministers  in  our 
Colonies — ^like  Mr.  Gavan  Duffy.  The 
rebels  in  Canada  governed  Canada 
when  we  gave  to  it  an  independent  Gt)- 
vernment ;  and  similarly  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  will  rise  to  the  occasion 
presented  to  them.  If  we  can  settle 
finally  the  agrarian  question,  I  could 
predict  that  Ireland  will  be  profoundly 
Conservative  or  very  Democratic.  Al- 
ready Mr.  Henry  George  found  less 
support  for  his  views  on  land  ownership 
in  Ireland  than  in  any  other  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  I  observed  a  very 
able  speech  directed  against  him  in  one 
of  the  Irish  papers,  delivered  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar). 
For  my  part,  I  have  unbounded  confi- 
dence in  the  effect  of  popular  self-go- 
vernment, that  Ireland  farA  da  se  and 
will  administer  her  own  affairs  with 
credit  and  honour.  For  my  part,  I  shall 
be  glad  to  see  some  scheme  by  which, 
without  interfering  with  l^e  main  prin- 

^   Mr,  Shato  Zefevre 


ciple  of  this  measure,  there  could  be  a 
certain  representation  of  Irish  Members 
in  this  House.  The  subject  is  a  very 
difficult  one.  I  believe  it  is  better  post- 
poned until  we  have  decided  the  main 
question.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Birmingham  proposes  to 
retain  the  Irish  Members  in  their  full 
number ;  and  he  does  so  for  the  express 
purpose  of  enabling  this  House  to  exer- 
cise full  control  over  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture, and  to  act  as  an  appeal.  The 
scheme,  I  venture  to  think,  an  impolitic 
one.  It  would  not  work ;  it  would  not 
have  the  effect  the  right  hon.  Member 
desires.  The  Irish  Members  here  would 
always  be  able  to  prevent  the  review  of 
the  Irish  Legislature.  The  scheme,  how* 
ever,  aims  at  reducing  the  Insh  As- 
sembly to  the  position  of  a  mere  Council. 
It  is,  in  fact,  a  revival  of  the  National 
Council  scheme  under  another  name.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  will,  I  think,  admit 
that  no  one  gave  him  a  warmer  support 
for  his  scheme  last  year  than  I  did.  I 
did  so  upon  the  express  understanding 
that  it  received  the  support  of  the  Irish 
Leaders.  It  seemed  to  me  then,  as  it 
seems  now,  that  it  is  useless  to  pro- 
pound any  scheme  which  does  not  meet 
with  the  hearty  support  of  the  Iridi 
Leaders  and  Irish  opinion.  Unfortu- 
nately, when  the  scheme  came  to  light, 
it  did  not  meet  with  the  approval  of  the 
Irish  Party,  and  it  was  repudiated  by 
their  Leaders.  I  venture  to  think  that 
it  is  not  now  more  practicable  than  it 
was  last  year.  I  do  not  know  whether 
my  right  hon.  Friend  now  sees  that  the 
exigencies  of  the  moment  require  some- 
thing stronger.  I  would  advert  to  his 
scheme  of  National  Councils  simply  to 
point  out  that  there  were  two  features 
in  it  which  are  common  to  the  Bill. 
The  first  of  them  is  that  in  a  National 
Council  for  Ireland  the  representation 
was  proposed  to  be  of  a  double  cha- 
racter; he  proposed  that  the  National 
Council  should  consist  of  two  classes  of 
representatives— one  of  owners  of  pro- 
perty, and  the  other  of  ratepayers.  I 
recollect  well  my  right  hon.  Friend  say- 
ing it  was  an  arrangement  he  could  not 
propose  for  local  government  in  Eng- 
land ;  but,  having  regard  to  the  difficul- 
ties of  Ireland,  he  thought  it  was  not 
altogether  unacceptable. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  CHAMBEELAIN  (Bir- 
mingham,  W.) :  I  am  sorry  to  interrupt 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  but  he  is  now 
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speaking  of  matters  which  oame  within 
his  knowledge  in  the  Cabinet. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEA.LY  :  Like  yourself. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  CHAMBERLAIN: 
But,  nnlike  myself,  he  has  not  received 
the  authority  of  Her  Majesty  to  disclose 
them.  All  I  want  to  say,  if  I  am  at 
liberty  to  refer  to  this  matter  at  all,  is 
that  the  proposals  my  right  hon.  Friend 
describes,  so  far,  at  least,  as  details  are 
concerned,  were  not  my  proposals,  but 
were  sugcrested  by  somebody  else. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  I  should  be 
sorry  to  infringe  the  Rule  to  which  my 
right  hoD.  Friend  has  alluded ;  but  the 
proposals  which  he  made  were  communi- 
cated to  me  not  merely  in  the  Cabinet, 
but  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  outside. 
They  were  the  subject  of  numerous  oon- 
yersations ;  and  I  do  not  think  my  right 
hon.  Friend  has  been  very  reticent  him- 
self on  the  subject.  In  fact,  if  I  recollect 
rightly,  he  was  the  first  to  announce  to 
the  public  that  proposals  of  that  kind 
had  been  made  to  the  late  Govern- 
ment. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  CHAMBERLAIN:  I 
am  very  sorry  to  interrupt  my  right 
hon.  Friend  again;  but  he  was  refer- 
ring, when  I  first  interrupted  him,  to 
some  proposal  for  a  double  representa- 
tion of  property  and  of  persons,  and  all 
I  wished  to  say  to  the  House  and  to  him 
was  that  that  was  not  my  proposal. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  :  I  certainly 
understood  it  was  the  proposal  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend ;  but  if  I  am  wrong  in 
that  I,  of  course,  withdraw  my  state- 
ment. Certainly  a  proposal  that  came 
before  me  had  that  peculiar  feature; 
and  all  I  wish  to  point  out  is  that  the 
measure  now  before  the  House  has  a 
proposal  in  it  very  similar  to  that  I 
refer  to.  Before  sitting  down  there  is 
another  question  to  which  I  wish  to  refer 
— I  allude  to  the  question  of  Ulster.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  proposes  that  Ulster 
should  be  excluded  from  the  operation 
of  the  Bill.  In  my  opinion,  it  would  not 
be  possible  to  suggest  a  more  in- 
expedient arrangement.  I  do  not  know 
what  is  intended  to  be  meant  by  Ulster, 
whether  it  is  the  whole  of  Ulster  or  only 
the  more  Protestant  pkrt  of  it — namely, 
Antrim  and  Down.  If  my  right  hon. 
Friend  means  the  whole,  I  would  point 
out  to  him  that  the  majority  of  the  people 
of  Ulster  are  Catholics  ;  at  all  events,  the 
two  religions  are  so  evenly  balanced  that 
it  would  be  difficult  to  determine  which 
is  in  the  majority.    No  doubt,  in    a 
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corner  of  Ulster — namely,  in  Antrim, 
and  in  a  portion  of  Down,  and  portions 
of  Derry  and  Armagh,  it  would  be  pos- 
sible to  carve  out  a  district  in  which  the 
Protestants  are  in  the  proportion  of  three 
to  one  to  the  Catholics.  If  we  are  to 
begin  with  consideration  for  minorities, 
why  are  we  to  put  a  minority  of  the 
Catholics  under  Protestants?  For  my 
part,  I  believe  that  the  Protestants  of 
other  parts  of  Ireland  would  be  very 
little  obliged  for  a  proposal  of  this  kind. 
In  my  view,  the  Protestants  of  Ulster 
would  be  a  most  important  element  in 
the  Legislature  of  Ireland.  I  believe 
it  would  be  highly  contrary  to  the  in- 
terests of  the  Protestants  and  of  the 
landlords  if  the  Protestants  of  Ulster 
were  to  be  excluded  from  the  Irish 
Legislature,  and  were  to  have  a  separate 
one  of  their  own.  I  can  scarcely  imagine 
that  any  proposal  of  this  kind  can  be 
submitted  in  a  practicable  form.  Lastly, 
I  would  observe  that  many  of  the  objec- 
tions to  this  measure,  many  of  the  fears 
which  have  arisen  that  it  will  lead  to 
separation  and  disintegration  of  the  Em- 
pire, have  their  origin  in  a  want  of 
appreciation  of  the  relative  position  of 
Ireland  to  England,  and  come  down  to 
us  from  a  time  when  she  was  relatively 
far  stronger  in  population,  wealth,  and 
resources  than  she  now  is.  At  the  time 
of  the  Union  the  population  of  Ireland 
was  one-half  that  of  England,  and  its 
wealth  about  one- seventh.  Its  popula- 
tion is  now  one-seventh  that  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  its  wealth  is 
certainly  not  more  than  l-24th,  possibly 
even  much  less.  The  difference  is  enor- 
mous. I  have  already  shown  that  it 
adds  nothing  to  the  strength  and  re- 
sources of  the  Empire.  In  fact,  Ireland 
never  contributed  anything  appreciable 
in  taxation  to  the  building  up  of  our 
great  Empire;  though  she  has  freely 
given  us  the  blood  of  her  people.  The 
weight  of  the  Empire  has  fallen  on  Great 
Britain.  In  the  words  of  Burke,  spoken 
in  1785,  when  Ireland  had  her  indepen- 
dent Legislature,  a  measure  which  had 
Mr.  Burke's  hearty  approval — 

"  It  was  Great  Britain  alone  that  bore  the 
hardens  and  weight  of  the  Empire  ;  she  alone 
I  must  pour  out  the  river  of  wealth  necessary 
for  the  defence  of  it.  Ireland  and  other  parts 
might  empty  their  little  rivers  to  swell  the  tide ; 
they  miffht  wield  their  puny  tridents  ;  but  the 
great  tndent  must  be  grasped  by  England  alune, 
and  dearly  it  cost  her  to  hold  it.  Independence 
of  legislation  bad  been  granted  to  Ireland ;  yet 
no  other  independence  could  Great  Britain  give 
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her  withont  reyeninff  the  order  and  decree  of 
nature.  Ireland  could  not  be  separated  from 
England  ;  she  could  not  exist  without  her ;  she 
must  for  ever  remain  under  the  protection  of 
England,  her  guardian  angel." 

If  that  was  true  in  Burke's  time,  it  is 
far  more  true  now,  when  the  resources 
of  Oreat  Britain  are  so  infinitely  greater 
in  proportion  to  those  of  Ireland  than 
they  ever  were  before.  We  can  laugh 
to  scorn  any  suggestion  of  separation. 
The  strength  and  superiority  of  this 
country  are  so  great  that,  in  my  opinion, 
we  can  afford  to  be  generous  to  Ireland. 
It  is  my  confident  belief  it  is  possible  to 
concede  to  Ireland  all  she  really  requires 
in  the  direction  of  local  government 
without  imperilling  any  of  the  great  in- 
terests of  this  country ;  and  in  so  doing 
we  shall  add  much  to  the  real  union  of 
the  two  countries,  and  we  shall  secure 
and  increase,  rather  than  diminish,  the 
real  strength  and  force  of  the  Empire. 

Me.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford) :  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary  for 
me  to  follow  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down  into  the  details 
of  his  speech,  for  it  consisted  mainly  of 
a  hostile  criticism  of  the  evil  effects 
which  have  followed  from  the  Union 
between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 
And  as  to  the  best  of  my  belief 
there  has  been  no  more  consistent  sup- 
porter of  the  Union  for  the  years  he 
nas  been  in  Parliament  than  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself,  his  career  and 
his  opinions  in  the  past  are  the  most 
effective  reply  that  can  be  given  to  his 
speech  to-day.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man complained  that  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Bossendale  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington)  did  not  divulge 
the  policy  he  intended  to  pursue  in  the 
event  of  this  Bill  being  defeated.  He 
asked  whether  the  noble  Lord  and  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  Ohamberlain)  had  come  to  an 
agreement ;  and,  if  they  had,  what  was 
the  nature  of  it  ?  That  inquiry  has  been 
answered  already  by  the  noble  Lord, 
and  the  experience  of  political  and  official 
life  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
teach  him  that  on  a  question  of  this 
supreme  importance  it  would  have  been 
most  unwise  and  imprudent  on  the  part 
of  anyone  in  the  position  of  the  noble 
Lord  to  formulate  a  plan  without  all  the 
official  information  which  would  be  at 
his  disposal  in  the  event  of  his  being  in 
Office.  And,  besides,  the  noble  Lord 
only  followed  the  example  which  was  set 
him  by  the  Prime  Minister  two  or  three 
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months  ago,  in  certain  observations  lie 
made  in  the  course  of  the  contest  in  Mid 
Lothian.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proceeded  to  give  us  the  advantage  of 
his  own  view  of  the  alternative  policy  of 
Lord  Salisbury,  and  that  he  described 
as  a  policy  of  20  years  of  persistent 
coercion.  Sir,  nothing  is  easier  than  to 
take  an  isolated  passage  from  a  speech, 
and  upon  that  to  put  almost  any  inter- 
pretation you  please.  But  Lord  Salis- 
bury said — 

"My  alternative  policy  is  that  Parliament 
should  enahle  the  Goyemment  of  England  to 
govern  Ireland  honestly,  consistently,  and  reso- 
lutely for  20  years." 

Then,  said  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  of  course  means  coercion.  [  CfrtM  of 
"  Read  on  !  "1  That  is  precisely  what  I 
am  going  to  do.  What  definition  does 
Lord  Salisbury  give  of  coercion?  He 
says  that  it  means  nothing  but  forcing 
Ireland  to  abstain— from  what  ?  From 
shooting  agents  and  vivisecting  animals, 
and  from  breaking  the  law  by  outrages 
and  violence.  Am  I  to  understand  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  approves  these 
things  ?  If  he  does  not,  I  fail  to  see  in 
what  consists  the  difference  between  the 
views  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
those  of  Lord  Salisbury.  Now,  Sir,  I 
pass  to  the  consideration  of  the  great 
question  which  is  before  us  at  this  mo- 
ment. The  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
speaking  on  behalf  of  the  Government 
the  other  night,  stated  that  the  Bill 
which  is  now  before  us  was  the  most 
startling  political  event  in  the  life  of  any 
man  among  us. 

The  secretary  op  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Oampbbll-Bakitermax)  (Stir- 
ling, &c.) :  I  said  the  most  grave  and 
startling. 

Me.  CHAPLIN :  The  most  grave  and 
startling  political  event  in  the  life  of  any 
man  among  us.  I  agree  in  that  asser- 
tion ;  I  say  that  it  is  something  more ; 
for  most  of  us  still  agree,  in  spite  of  the 
definition  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  it  is  the  most  tremendous  political 
experiment  that  has  ever  been  suggested 
by  an  English  Minister  to  Parliament. 
If  that  be  so,  the  very  first  thing  we 
should  naturally  have  expected  would 
be  this — that  reasons  of  the  gravest  and 
even  most  overwhelming  character  would 
have  been  offered  to  us  by  the  Minister 
for  its  adoption.  But  what  I  find  to  be 
chiefly  remarkable  throughout  the  whole 
of  these  proceedings  is  this — ^that  from 
first  to   last  not  one  solid    and  sub- 
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Btantial  reason  of  this  oharaoter  has 
been  offered  to  us  whatever.  Why 
has  this  great  scheme  for  the  crea- 
tion of  an  Irish  Parliament  been  sud- 
denly produced  in  a  manner  which  all 
previous  declarations  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister made  it  absolutely  impossible  for 
anyone  to  anticipate?  I  gather,  Sir, 
from  the  Prime  Minister  himself  that  the 
terrible  exigencies  of  social  order  in  Ire- 
land and  the  imperative  necessity  of  deal- 
ing with  that  question  are  in  reality  the 
raison  d^itre  of  these  proposals,  the  very 
essence  of  which  is  the  creation  of  an  Irish 
Parliament.  Nothing  could  be  more  em- 
phatic than  his  language  on  this  point. 

*'  This  ffreat  chan|^e/'  he  said,  <<  is  not  proposed 
on  grounds  of  expediency  alone,  or  in  the  view  of 
abstract  improvement  aJone ;  it  is  proposed  in 
order  to  meet  the  first  necessity  of  civilized 
society.  Social  order  is  not  broken  up ;  it  is 
undermined,  it  is  sapped ;  and  by  general  and 
universal  consent  it  unperatively  requires  to  be 
dealt  with/' 

Those  are  the  Prime  Minister's  words, 
and  I  must  say  that  a  most  striking  con- 
fession they  afford  of  the  collapse,  the 
folly,  and,  to  use  the  words  of  the  Pre-* 
sident  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
last  night,  the  demonstrated  and  disas- 
trous failure  of  the  whole  of  his  own  past 
policy  in  Ireland.  Now,  I  admit  the 
duty,  I  acknowledge  the  necessity,  which 
rests  upon  the  Qovemment  of  dealing 
with  this  question  without  delay.  But 
what  I  wish  to  point  out  is  this— that 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  has  told  us 
absolutely  nothing  whatever  up  till  now 
to  warrant  the  belief  either  that  the 
want  of  social  order  can  justly  be 
traced  to  the  rule  of  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament, or  that  the  establishment  of  a 
new  and  separate  Parliament  would  do 
anything  to  restore  it.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  having  told  us  nothing,  we 
must  look,  therefore,  elsewhere  for  the 
information.  Have  we  any  grounds  for 
this  belief  either  in  the  teaching  of  his- 
tory or  in  the  experience  of  l£e  past  ? 
No,  Sir ;  we  have  none ;  and  I  maintain, 
on  the  other  hand,  that  exactly  the  op- 
posite is  the  case.  I  will  quote  an  au- 
thority on  this  poiut,  who  is  a  favourite 
authority  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — 
namely,  the  authority  of  Mr.  Froude. 
He  quoted  Mr.  Froude  the  other  night 
as  to  the  shortcomings  of  the  Irish  land- 
lords. I  desire  to  quote  him  with  refer- 
ence to  social  order  under  a  separate 
Parliament  in  Ireland.  What  does  he 
say  ?  Writing  of  1786  the  following  is 
bis  description  ;— 


''A  country  where  girls  might  be  ravished, 
soldiers  hamstrung,  and  statesmen  who  objected 
to  such  proceedings  held  up  as  marks  for  assas- 
sins' poignards  was  unfit  for  the  habitation  of 
human  beings.'* 

And  then,  as  if  to  bring  home  the  accu- 
sation, he  comes  to  the  capital  of  the 
country— to  Dublin  itself — 

"  The  House  of  Commons— that  is,  the  Irish 
House  of  Commons — had  been  half-a-dozen 
times  invaded  by  the  mob;  a  tarring  and 
feathering  conmiittee  had  maintained  a  reig^  of 
terror  for  six  months ;  the  newspapers  openly 
preached  assassination,  and  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment had  been  necessary  to  prevent  enthusiastic 
Satriots  from  slicing  the  tendons  of  British  sol- 
iers  who  might  happen  to  be  straying  in  the 
streets." 

That  is  a  cheering  prospect  certainly 
for  that  portion  of  the  Imperial  Forces 
which  I  understand,  if  the  Bill  is  car- 
ried, is  still  to  be  located  in  Dublin, 
or  in  other  parts  of  the  country.  So 
much,  then,  for  the  question  of  social 
order ;  and  if  it  were  necessary  or  de- 
sirable to  do  so,  I  could  support  the 
authority  of  Mr.  Froude  by  quotations 
from  other  historians,  whose  accuracy 
is  unimpeached,  and  which  would  bear 
out  to  the  letter  every  word  that  he  has 
written  on  the  subject.  Are  there  any 
other  grounds  on  which  the  Bill  of  the 
Governmeut  can  be  supported  ?  What 
about  the  material  prosperity  of  the 
country?  Did  the  material  prosperity 
of  Ireland  decline,  or  did  it  increase, 
under  a  separate  Parliament  in  Ireland  ? 
Was  it  greater,  or  was  it  less,  before  or 
after  the  Union  ?  I  wish  to  bring 
these  questions  to  the  test  of  expe- 
rience and  proof.  Fortunately,  we  have 
some  trustworthy  data  to  go  upon ;  and 
it  would  not  have  been  difficult  for  me  or 
anyone  to  prove  that  the  material  pros- 
perity of  the  country  which,  during 
Grattan's  Parliament  and  before  the 
Union  upon  the  whole  steadily  declined, 
after  the  Union  and  until  the  Famine 
steadily  increased,  and  after  the  Famine 
and  until  the  recent  years  of  severe  agri- 
cultural depression  continued  steadily 
to  do  so.  But  it  is  not  necessary  for 
me,  or  for  anyone  to  show  this,  because 
it  has  been  shown  already  in  the  Irish 
Correspondence  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House,  and  in  the  communications  pre- 
sented to  the  Prime  Minister  by  the 
Loyal  Irish  Patriotic  Union. 

Me.  T.  0.  HAEEINGTON  (Dublin, 
Harbour):  Oh,  oh ! 

Me.  CHAPLIN :  Does  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman impugn  the  accuracy  of  those 
statements? 
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Mb.  T.  C.  HARRINGTON :  Certainly. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN:  Well, the hon. Mem- 
ber will  have  an  opportunity  of  speak- 
ing in  this  debate,  and  of  endeavouring 
to  show  in  what  respect  they  are  wrong, 
which  most  certainly  has  not  been 
done  at  present;  they  contain  a  great 
deal  of  most  interesting  and  instructive 
information.  They  point,  in  the  first 
place,  to  the  trade  and  to  the  commerce 
of  the  country  as  indicated  by  the  ex- 
ports and  imports.  They  point  to  the 
tonnage  of  ships  and  shipbuilding,  to 
the  consumption  of  articles  of  luxury; 
and  in  relation  to  this  matter  they 
make  a  comparison  of  the  position  be- 
fore and  after  the  Union,  which  shows 
unmistakably  that  it  was  entirely  in 
favour  of  the  Union.  Again,  they  draw 
attention  to  the  enormous  number  of 
Petitions  which,  during  the  time  of  the 
Irish  Parliament,  were  presented  to  that 
Assembly  from  almost  every  trade  in  Ire- 
land complaining  of  the  ruinous  depres- 
sion from  which  they  had  begun  to  sufifer ; 
and,  at  the  same  time,  they  pointed  to  the 
immense  increase  in  the  National  Debt 
during  the  same  period.  What  is  the 
case  after  the  Union?  They  show  an 
enormous  increase  in  the  savings  of  the 
people  in  the  banks,  a  ereat  increase 
also  in  the  number  of  cattle  and  stock  in 
the  country,  and  a  still  more  marked  im- 
provement in  the  character  of  the  houses 
and  the  dwellings  of  the  poor.  If  the 
hon.  Member  who  interrupted  me  is 
able  to  contradict  the  accuracy  of  these 
facts,  which  have  been  presented  in  the 
Irish  Correspondence,  I  hope  he  will 
take  an  early  opportunity  of  doing  so 
before  the  debate  closes.  I  think  it  is 
not  too  much  for  me  to  say  that  in  these 
circumstances  I  have  every  right  to  be- 
lieve that  there  is  nothing  to  be  hoped 
for  in  the  way  of  gain,  and  that  there 
is  much  to  be  feared  in  the  way  of  loss, 
as  regards  the  material  prosperity  of  the 
country  under  a  Parliament  in  Ireland 
which  is  to  be  separate  from  that  of 
England.  Sir,  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  the  Prime  Minister  himself  must 
have  had  the  greatest  possible  difficulty  in 
finding  those  broad  and  solid  grounds 
which  he  himself  admitted  were  abso- 
lutely necessary  as  a  justification  for 
his  measure  ;  because,  when  I  come  to 
examine  those  which  he  did  adduce,  I  am 
able  to  find  in  them  absolutely  nothing 
but  what  I  should  describe  as  a  purely 
negative  iustifioation  of  his  scheme.  As 
I  hftve  shown,  social  order  is  the  prime 


I  motive  of  the  Prime  Minister's  proposals, 
I  and  in  order  to  make  out  his  case  he 
I  proceeded  in  this  way.  His  argument 
was  to  this  effect — Agrarian  crime  has 
become  almost  habitual  in  Ireland,  and 
your  repressive  legislation  has  become 
as  habitual  as  the  crime  which  it  is  in- 
tended to  repress.  Your  coercion  in 
the  past  has  been  a  spurious  and  in- 
effectual coercion ;  and  it  is  useless  to 
attempt  to  conceal,  either  from  yourselves 
or  from  the  world,  that  it  has  failed 
altogether  in  the  accomplishment  of  its 
purpose.  True  it  is,  there  is  another 
kind  of  coercion,  stem,  resolute,  and 
consistent,  which  would  succeed  in  the 
accomplishment  of  its  purpose  ;  but  it  is 
a  coercion  which  neither  England  nor 
Scotland  will  ever  consent  to  for  a  moment 
until  every  other  alternative  has  been 
tried  and  been  exhausted ;  and  there  is 
one  alternative  which  has  not  been  tried 
— namely,  the  alternative  which  I  pro- 
pose, and  that  is,  to  strip  your  legislation 
of  the  foreign  aspect  and  the  foreign  garb 
.it  wears  at  present.  I  take  issue  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  directly  upon  these 
points.  I  deny  that  coercion  has  in- 
variably failed  in  the  past,  and  I  say  if 
it  has  failed  it  has  been  owing  to  the 
fault  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
his  Colleagues,  and  the  uncertain,  ever- 
changing  attitude  on  their  part  with  re- 
gard to  the  exercise  and  administration 
of  their  repressive  legislation.  Again, 
I  deny  that  the  only  alternative  to  his 
scheme  is  coercion  of  exceptional  and 
additional  severity ;  and  if  it  was,  I  say 
that  both  Scotland  and  England  would 
prefer  it,  as  the  lesser  of  two  evils,  to 
the  proposals  which  they  and  we  be- 
lieve would  sooner  or  later  lead  most 
inevitably  either  to  separation,  or  to 
civil  war,  or  to  something  like  the  re- 
conquest  of  Ireland  before  two  years 
were  over.  Nothing  could  be  more 
striking  or  remarkable  than  the  lan- 
guage of  one  of  the  Ministers  of  the 
Crown  on  this  point.  I  heard  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  make  a  most 
amusing  speech  on  the  introduction  of 
the  measure,  and  as  he  came  to  the  close 
of  his  speech,  and  anticipating  the  in- 
quiry whether  he  had  no  misgiving  as 
to  the  Prime  Minister's  proposals,  he 
admitted  that  he  had;  but  he  added 
this — **If  by  any  accident  our  schemes 
should  fail,  remember  we  are  80,000,000 
and  they  are  5,000,000,  and  we  have  all 
the  resources  of  i^gland  at  our  back." 
I  thought  at  the  time  that  this  was  not 
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a  particularly  hopeful  prospect  for  the 
schemes  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
If  there  has  been  failure  in  the  systemi 
the  reason  of  the  failure  is  not  very  far 
to  seek.  When  a  Minister  begins  by 
re-echoing  the  parrot  cry  that  **  force  is 
no  remedy  "  for  murder  and  outrages 
in  Ireland — when  a  Colleague  declares 
against  **  anything  which  would  stifle 
agitation,  for  fear  it  should  prevent  re- 
form," at  the  very  moment  when  out- 
rages of  every  sort  and  kind  were  oc- 
curring every  day  in  Ireland — why,  in 
his  hands  repressive  legislation  is,  of 
course,  foredoomed  to  fail.  Again,  when 
the  Minister  makes  use  of  the  coercive 
powers  which  at  last  he  has  asked  for, 
and  tardily  obtained,  to  imprison  Irish 
Members  by  the  score  on  one  day,  and 
to  make  Kilmainham  Treaties  with  them 
on  the  next,  why  repressive  legislation 
in  his  hands,  of  course,  becomes  a  farce. 
Again,  when  the  lesson  of  his  Irish 
policy  to  the  Irish  Leaders,  from  its  first 
inception  down  to  the  present  moment, 
has  been  to  teach  them  this— that  they 
were  dealing  with  a  man  whom  they 
knew  they  could  terrify,  frighten,  and 
cajole  into  anything — [Mr.  Gladstone  : 
Hear,  hear !] — the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
recognizes  the  truth  of  the  accusation — 
-why,  repressive  legislation  in  his  hands 
fails — naturally  and  necessarily  fails — in 
the  accomplishment  of  its  purpose.  I  do 
not  want  to  make  unnecessarily  offen- 
sive observations;  but  the  fact  is  that  it  is 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  who 
has  always  been  the  obstacle — the  in- 
superable obstacle — to  its  success.  The 
-whole  tenour  of  his  policy  for  years  has 
been  to  teach  the  Irish  people— aye,  and 
to  teach  the  world — that  there  is  no  sur- 
render, no  concession  which  cannot  be 
extorted  from  him,  if  only  the  pressure 
be  sufficiently  severe.  The  proof  of  it 
is  in  the  concession  of  Home  Bule  after 
all  the  declarations  he  has  made  against 
it  in  the  past— the  proof  of  it  is  to  be 
found  in  the  very  Bills  now  lying  on  the 
Table  of  this  House.  If  the  history  of 
Ireland  teaches  anything  at  all,  it 
teaches  this — ^that  Irish  sedition  is  only 
formidable  and  only  dangerous  to  those 
who  are  afraid  to  grapple  with  it. 
That  is  the  reason  why  it  has  always 

gayed  such  havoc  with  the  right  hon. 
entleman  and  the  successive  Govern- 
ments of  which  he  has  been  the  Chief. 
Get  rid  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and, 
in  my  opinion,  one-half  of  your  Irish  diffi- 
culties will  begin  to  disappear  at  once. 


The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  taunted 
my  noble  Friend  with  having  no  plan. 
But  that  is  the  plan — the  foundation  of 
any  plan  and  every  plan — for  deeding 
successfully  with  the  question;  and 
though  I  do  not  wish  to  give  offence,  I 
say  that  is  the  teaching  of  all  our  ex- 
perience in  the  past.  Twelve  months  ago, 
everyone  remembers,  we  were  hampered, 
oppressed  —  almost  overwhelmed  —  by 
foreign  difficulties  and  complications  in 
Egypt,  in  the  Soudan,  on  the  Indian 
Frontier,  and  elsewhere,  of  every  sort  and 
kind.  And  what  happened  then?  Why, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  shortly  after 
disappeared  from  the  Treasury  Bench,  as 
he  has  done  just  now — [Mr.  Gladstone 
had  the  moment  before  left  the  House] — 
and  almost  as  if  by  magic  those  foreign 
difficulties  and  complications  began  to 
subside,  and  cdmost  all  of  them  gra- 
dually and  steadily  terminated.  Every- 
body remembers  this,  and  knows  that 
it  is  perfectly  true ;  and  you  may  depend 
upon  it  that  what  happened  then  in  the 
case  of  the  foreign  troubles  in  which  we 
were  involved  will  happen  again  in  the 
same  degree  in  regard  to  our  Irish 
troubles  and  difficulties.  With  the  per- 
mission of  the  House,  I  wish  to  say  one 
word  more  on  coercion.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Bryce)  made  an 
able  and  striking  speech  last  night.  He 
said — **We  are  a  democracy.  A  modem 
democracy  is  fitted  neither  by  its  methods 
of  government  nor  by  its  sentiments  for 
any  policy  of  this  kind."  **  A  demo- 
cracy," he  said,  ''loves  equality,  and  it 
could  not  bear  to  think  that  it  was 
made  the  means  of  oppressing  the  Irish 
people."  Now,  I  am  not  enamoured  of 
coercion  any  more  than  other  pepole; 
I  lament  its  exercise  and  I  deplore 
its  need ;  but  if  by  coercion  you  mean 
the  enforcement  of  the  law,  and  the 
granting  by  Parliament  of  whaterer 
powers  may  be  necessary  to  enforce  the 
law  in  every  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Do- 
minions, I  say  we  are  in  the  enjoyment 
of  that  equality  already,  and  that  coer- 
cion— although  I  hold  the  name  itself 
to  be  a  misnomer  altogether — is  being 
practised  at  this  monxent  in  England,  in 
Scotland,  in  Wales,  and  in  every  otiier 
civilized  community  in  the  world ;  and  I 
confess  I  am  totally  at  a  loss  to  discover 
a  reason  why  Ireland  is  to  be  excepted 
from  that  general  and  necessary  rule. 
Moreover,  there  are  two  kinds  of  coercion 
in  Ireland  to-day.  There  is  the  coercion 
that  is  used  to  enforce  and  to  support, 
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and  there  is  tlie  coercion  that  is  used 
to  frustrate  and  to  thwart  the  law; 
there  is  the  lawful  coercion  of  a  recog- 
nized Government  on  the  one  hand,  and 
the  lawless  coercion  of  a  lawless  League 
upon  the  other.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Aberdeen  said  that  *'  a  democracy  loves 
freedom."  Ofcourseit  does.  But  what 
kind  of  freedom  does  he  mean  ?  Free- 
dom to  go  about  one's  business,  the 
duties  of  one's  daily  life — freedom  to 
ful61  one's  legal  obligations  without 
injury  or  molestation,  or  does  he  mean 
freedom  to  rob,  murder,  mutilate,  and 
commit  every  sort  of  outrage  with  ab- 
solute impunity?  I  say  that  to  talk 
this  kind  of  trash  about  coercion  and 
democracy  is  the  veriest  libel  upon  the 
common  sense  and  intelligence  of  the 
new  democracy  that  ever  has  proceeded 
from  the  mouth  of  a  Member  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  Which  of  these 
two  kinds  of  coercion,  I  want  to  know, 
most  oppresses  Ireland  at  the  pre- 
sent time  ?  Is  it  the  coercion  of  Eng- 
land, or  is  it  not  rather  the  remorse- 
less and  despotic  domination  of  a 
League  whose  doctrines,  in  the  words  of 
two  Ministers,  one  of  whom  was  on  the 
Treasury  Bench  not  two  minutes  ago, 
are  the  doctrines  of  treason  and  assassi- 
nation? [**No!"]  I  am  quoting  the 
words  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. A  noble  Friend  near  me  reminds 
me  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
stated  not  very  long  ago  that  the  Na- 
tional League  was  ^'the  apostolic  suc- 
cession "  of  the  Land  League ;  and  the 
Prime  Minister  made  use  of  this  obser- 
vation— *'  That  its  edicts  were  only  sanc- 
tioned and  enforced  by  the  murders 
which  are  not  denounced."  This  is  the 
domination.  Sir,  which  has  done  more 
injury  to  Ireland  than  I  can  tell — a 
domination  which  has  disturbed  all  the 
relations  and  has  poisoned  all  the  inter- 
course of  society;  which  has  banished 
capital  and  confidence,  and  is  destroying 
every  trade ;  which  has  rendered  freedom 
of  speech,  freedom  of  action,  freedom  of 
vote — aye,  and  even  freedom  of  thought 
— a  thing  almost  unknown  in  Ireland 
to-day,  except  at  the  bidding  of  a 
priesthood,  and  except  at  the  bidding 
of  a  lawless  League.  I  am  not  one  of 
those  who  have  ever  thought,  or  who 
now  believe,  that  the  whole  Irish  popu- 
lation of  the  South — we  know  that  it  is 
not  in  the  North — is  disloyal,  or  dis- 
affected towards  the  British  Qovem- 
ment ;  nor  am  I  convinced  that  its  true 
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feeling  is  correctly  represented  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway ;  and  I 
am  persuaded  that  the  day  is  not  far 
distant  when  the  English  Government 
and  the  English  Parliament  that  shall 
have  the  patriotism  and  the  courage  to 
use  all  those  resources  of  civilization  of 
which  the  Prime  Minister  only  boasted, 
and  boasted  but  in  vain,  to  break  up 
this  **  vile  conspiracy,"  to  lift  its  shackles 
from  the  people's  necks,  and  once  and 
for  ever  destroy  its  cruel  and  tyrannieal 
pretensions,  will  reap  their  best  and 
highest  reward  in  the  gratitude  and  de- 
votion of  a  loyal  and  converted,  because 
they  are  a  liberated,  people.  So  far  I 
have  tried  to  show  the  fallacy  of  the 
arguments  which  have  been  adduced  in 
favour  of  this  scheme ;  and  now,  if  I 
glance  for  a  moment  at  those  which  can 
be  urged  against  it,  I  will  endeavour, 
as  far  as  possible,  to  avoid  travelling 
over  ground  which  has  been  occu- 
pied before.  My  cardinal  objections 
to  the  Bill  are  two.  In  the  first  place, 
you  are  about  to  impose  obligations  on 
the  Government  in  Ireland  with  regard 
to  which  you  have  absolutely  no  power 
whatsoever  to  enforce  them  except,  if  it 
be  necessary  in  the  last  resort,  by  the 
arbitrament  of  war;  and  if  force  is  to  be 
used  at  all,  I,  for  one,  would  infinitely 
prefer  coercion  now  to  anything  in  the 
nature  of  war,  or  the  reconquest  of  the 
country,  probably  some  two  years  hence. 
My  second  cardinal  objection  is  this — 
that  if  the  Bill  does  not  lead  directly  to 
separation,  undoubtedly  it  gives  to  the 
Separatist  Party  an  enormous  ground  of 
vantage,  and  a  powerful  lever  for  efifeot- 
ing  separation  in  future  if  they  desire 
it.  What  I  want  to  know  is  this — how 
is  this  lever  going  to  be  used?  And 
you  must  remember  that  this  question 
is  more  than  ever  important  at  this 
moment,  since  we  have  been  made  ac- 
quainted with  the  contemplated  altera- 
tions in  the  Bill.  You  are  going  to  have 
a  separate  Parliament  in  Ireland ;  and 
now  weare  told — itismore  than  whispered 
— that,  under  some  circumstances,  the 
whole  of  the  Irish  Members  are  to  come 
back  to  Westminster  as  well.  Now,  just 
conceive  what  a  weapon  you  are  placing 
in  their  hands.  If  86  Irish  Members, 
vrithin  two  months  of  the  meeting  of  a 
Parliament  elected  under  the  new  suf- 
frage, have  been  able  to  extort  from  the 
Prime  Minister  and  the  Gt>vemment  of 
the  day  the  concession  of  Home  Rule, 
when  they  stood  unaided  and  alone,  what 
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is  there  in  the  world  that  86  Irish  Mem- 
bers, with  a  whole  Parliament  in  Dublin 
behind  them,  will  not  be  able  to  obtain  ? 
They  will  be  able  to  dictate  especially  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Government 
their  own  terms  upon  any  given  sub- 
ject relating  to  Ireland  that  they  please. 
What  I  want  to  know  from  hon.  Mem- 
bers representing  Ireland  is  whether 
this  measure  is  to  be  regarded  as  a  final 
settlement  of  this  question,  or  only  as  an 
instalment  ?  Do  the  Irish  Members  still 
adhere  to,  or  have  they  abandoned  aU 
idea  of,  national  independence  and  sepa- 
ration? Can  the  Prime  Minister  giye 
ns  any  assurance  upon  this  point ;  and, 
what  is  infinitely  more  important,  is  the 
bon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell) 
either  willing  or  able  to  give  us  any  gua- 
rantee upon  the  subject?  It  is  all  very  well 
for  the  Government  to  point  to  what  they 
term  a  change  of  tone  in  the  speeches  of 
Irish  Members ;  but  we  have  before  us 
the  speeches  of  the  hon.  Member  for  • 
C5ork,  which  he  has  neither  explained  ' 
nor  withdrawn.  In  these  circumstances  / 
I  should  wish  to  put  a  question  to  the ; 
hon.  Member  for  Cork ;  but  in  his  ab-  | 
sence  for  the  moment  I  have  no  doubt  | 
that  the  question  will  be  repeated  to  him 
by  some  of  his  followers.  I  could  quote 
scores  of  speeches  to  the  same  effect; 
but  I  will  only  refer  to  one  which  was 
made  only  last  year  in  London.  He  had 
already,  in  1888,  on  the  famous  occasion 
of  the  testimonial  of  £40,000 — presented 
to  him  in  Dublin — declared  the  deter- 
mination of  the  Irish  Party  **  to  bequeath 
the  ^eat  birthright  *' — not  of  legislative 
— I  beg  the  Prime  Minister  to  mark  the 
difference,  but  "of  national — indepen- 
dence to  those  who  came  after  them." 
And  on  the  17th  of  March  last  year  he 
is  reported  to  have  used  these  words — 

"  We  can  none  of  us  do  more  than  strive  for 
that  which  may  seem  attainable  to-day  ;  but  we 
ought  at  the  same  time  to  recollect  that  we 
should  not  impede  or  hamper  the  march  of  our 
nation ;  that  though  our  programme  may  be 
limited  and  small,  it  should  be  such  a  one  as 
idiall  not  hereafter  prevent  the  fullest  realiza- 
tion of  the  hopes  of  Ireland/ ' 

What  is  the  programme  of  which  he 
speaks  as  being  so  limited  and  small  ? 
Why,  I  take  it  to  be  the  scheme  which 
ifl  before  us  now.  What  is  the  meaning 
of  '^  the  fullest  realization  of  the  hopes 
of  Ireland  hereafter  ? ' '  Can  any  human 
being  doubt  that  they  point  to  that 
*'  birthright  of  national  independence," 
and  that  severance  of  the  last  link  be- 
tween the  two  countries,  of  which  he  had 


so  often  spoken  before?  I  therefore 
wish  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
whether  he  adheres  to  or  renounces 
the  opinion  and  views  which  he  ex- 
pressed in  the  Botunda  of  Dublin  on 
the  occasion  to  which  I  refer?  If  ho 
does,  then  there  may  be  some  grounds 
for  hoping  that  the  sentiment  and  the 
tone  of  Irish  Members  have  undergone 
a  change,  such  as  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Halifax  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  so 
unctuously  referred  to  last  night.  If  he 
does  not,  then  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say 
that  the  Minister  who  deliberately 
places  this  weapon  in  the  hands  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  is  guilty  of  betray- 
ing the  sacred  trust  which  is  reposed  in 
him,  of  maintaining  to  the  utmost  of  his 
power  the  unity  of  the  Empire  which  he 
is  bound  in  duty  to  protect.  Again,  I 
say  that,  whether  they  want  separation 
and  national  independence  or  not,  legis- 
lative independence  is  practically  im- 
possible without  it,  and  legislative  in- 
dependence is  the  very  minimum  of 
the  Irish  demands.  Is  there  any  Irish 
Member  present  who  will  contramct  that 
statement  ?  The  hon .  Member  for  Aber- 
deen (Mr.  Bryce)  made  a  statement  upon 
this  point  which  I  wish  to  notice.  He 
said — 

"  We  have  a  right  in  this  Parliament  to 
legislate  for  Ireland,  and  we  shall  have  that 
right  left ;  for  when  the  Bill  becomes  an  Act,  we 
shall  retain  as  a  matter  of  right  the  power  of 
legislation  for  Ireland  for  all  purposes  what- 
ever.'' 

That  statement  was  received,  as  hon. 
Members  may  very  well  suppose,  with  a 
chilling  silence  from  the  Insh  Members. 
I  am  not  at  all  surprised  at  that,  be- 
cause the  Prime  Minister,  only  a  few  days 
before,had  said  that  the  Irish  Parliament 
would  be  practically  an  independent 
Parliament.  It  is  quite  evident  that 
there  is  as  little  unity  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  with  regard  to  their  own 
Bill  as  there  would  be  in  the  Empire  if 
this  Bill  were  to  pass.  We  have  heard  a 
good  deal  lately  about  Qrattan's  Parlia- 
ment. The  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen 
told  us  that  between  1782  and  1800 
we  had  had  two  Crowns,  two  Armies, 
two  Ministries,  and  that,  in  fact,  Ireland 
and  Great  Britain  were  two  distinct 
countries ;  while  the  Prime  Minister 
stated,  upon  the  introduction  of  the  Bill, 
that  Grattan's  Parliament  was  as  inde- 
pendent as  any  Parliament  in  the  wide 
world.  But  does  not  the  hon.  Member 
for  Aberdeen  perceive  that  it  was  ia 
consequence  of  the  very  ciroumstanoeV 
[Fowth  Night.'] 
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he  refers  to  that  the  difficulties  arose 
between  the  two  countries  which  led  to 
union  between  England  and  Ireland 
being  established?  Unless  I  am  mis- 
informed, the  Prime  Minister  was  totally 
in  error  in  his  statement  as  to  Grattan's 
Parliament ;  no  Bills  passed  by  Qrattan's 
Parliament  ever  had  the  force  of  law 
until  they  were  returned  to  Ireland 
under  the  Great  Seal  of  England. 
[*'  No,  no  !  "]  It  is  a  matter  of  history 
which  is  capable  of  proof.  [Mr.  Sul- 
livan :  Not  after  1782.]  I  state  it  as  a 
fact  on  which  I  challenge  contradiction  ; 
and  if  the  Irish  Parliament  was,  as  the 
Prime  Minister  had  said,  as  indepen- 
dent as  any  in  the  wide  world,  why  was 
not  the  Great  Seal  of  Ireland  used  to 
certify  its  Bills  insjead  of  the  Great  Seal 
of  England  ?  But  I  confront  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  with  an  authority  not 
less  than  his  own.  In  1834  Sir  Hobert 
Peel  said  this — 

"  A  separate  Parliament  you  may  have :  an 
independent  Parliament  you  cannot  have  ;  you 
never  had  an  independent  Parliament;  you 
never  can  have  one  consistently  with  the 
Sovereipity  of  the  British  Crown  and  the 
connection  with  the  Island  of  Great  Britain." 

Now,  if  Sir  Robert  Peel  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Aberdeen  are  right,  what 
becomes  of  your  Bill?— because  one  of 
the  three  conditions  you  have  named  as 
vital  to  your  Bill  is  this — that  it  should 
present  the  character  of  being  a  final 
and  complete  settlement  of  this  ques- 
tion ;  and  it  is  manifestly  impossible 
that  any  Bill  can  be  a  final  and  complete 
settlement  of  the  question  which  does 
not  even  grant  the  minimum  of  the  Irish 
demands.  Again,  there  is  another  most 
important  point,  which  ought  to  be  made 
plain.  I  refer  to  the  Prerogative  of  the 
Crown  in  the  exercise  of  the  veto.  I 
fail  to  understand  whether  the  Preroga- 
tive of  veto  is  to  be  absolutely  delegated 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  to  be 
exercised  by  him  upon  the  advice  of  his 
Irish  Ministers,  or  whether  it  is  to  be 
exercised  as  it  is  at  present.  In  either 
case  I  see  the  gravest  possible  difficulties 
before  you.  1  will  assume  for  the  mo- 
ment that  it  is  to  be  exercised  as  at  pre- 
sent. Well,  supposing  that  you  carry 
your  two  Irish  Bills — a  supposition 
which  appears  to  me  to  be  an  unlikely 
one  to  be  realized — and  supposing  that 
next  year  the  second  one — the  Irish 
Land  Bill — is  repealed  by  the  Irish 
Parliament,  there  is  absolutely  nothing 
in  this  Bill  to  prevent  it.     It  does  not 
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require  a  very  great  stretch  of  imagina- 
tion to  believe  that  Addresses  would  be 
moved  and  carried  in  both  Houses  of 
Parliament  in  England  praying  her  to 
withhold  Her  Boyal  Assent  from  the 
Irish  measure  to  repeal  the  Land  Act. 
What  is  the  position  in  which  you  place 
the  Crown.  If  the  Sovereign  declines, 
you  bring  her  into  conflict  with  her 
English  Parliament  at  once.  If  she 
complies,  then  the  English  and  the  Irish 
Parliaments  are  at  two,  and  the  Sove- 
reign is  brought  into  conflict  with  the 
Irish  Parliament  as  well.  On  the  other 
supposition,  that  the  Prerogative  is  to 
be  exercised  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
under  the  advice  and  control  of  the 
Irish  Ministry  alone,  you  part  at  once 
with  all  control  over  Irish  afi'airs,  and 
there  will  be  nothing  to  prevent  the 
repeal  of  the  Land  Bill,  which  you 
yourselves  have  told  us  is  inseparable 
from,  and  vital  to,  the  success  of  the  mea- 
sure now  before  us.  I  do  not  wish  to 
trespass  too  long;  but  there  is  just  one 
other  matter  I  should  like  to  mention. 
The  real  difficulties  of  Ireland,  after 
all,  are  agrarian,  and  not  political ;  and 
they  are  to  be  found  in  the  circumstances 
of  the  country,  and  in  the  conditions 
under  which  the  people  live.  Land- 
hunger  and  the  absence  of  all  other  in- 
dustries in  Ireland  lie  at  the  very  root 
of  all  your  Irish  troubles  at  this  mo- 
ment. I  have  always  thought,  for  many 
years,  until  the  mistaken  policy  of  the 
Prime  Minister's  two  Irish  Land  Bills 
placed  almost  insuperable  obstacles  in 
the  way,  that  there  was,  indeed,  a  wide 
field  for  statesmanship  in  Ireland,  in  the 
development  of  her  material  prosperity 
and  the  improvement  of  the  condition 
of  her  people  —  the  consolidation  of 
wretched  little  farms,  too  small  to  pro- 
vide a  decent  livelihood  or  subsistence  ; 
the  relief  of  the  congested  districts,  by 
the  migration  as  well  as  the  emigration 
of  the  people,  humanely  and  properly 
conducted;  and  the  encouragement  of 
manufactures  and  other  industries  which 
were  destroyed  by  the  bitterly  unjust  and 
selfish  commercial  policy  of  England  in 
former  days.  This  is  the  direction.  Sir, 
in  my  view,  when  you  talk  of  plans  and 
a  policy  for  Ireland,  in  which  20  years 
ago  a  wise  and  patriotic  statesman 
would  have  endeavoured  to  proceed. 
But  for  all  these  things  the  one  essen- 
tial, above  all,  is  capital  and  credit ;  and 
capital  and  credit  by  your  Bill  you  are 
going  to  banish  from  the  oountry.  There 
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are  many  other  points  upon  which  I 
should  have  wished  to  dwell ;  but  I  feel 
that  I  have  trespassed  far  too  long  al- 
ready. Of  two  things  I  am  certain — 
that  every  other  consideration  is  merged 
in  the  danger  which  lurks  within  the 
four  comers  of  this  Bill  of  promoting 
the  separation  of  Ireland  from  England ; 
and  that,  even  if  we  were  to  pass  this 
Bill  to-morrow,  it  never  can  become  a 
final  settlement  of  this  question.  Will 
the  Prime  Minister  and  his  Colleagues 
never  learn  wisdom  from  experience? 
In  1870  you  asked  us,  by  the  first  of 
your  two  Land  Bills,  **to  close  and  to 
heal  up  for  ever  " — those  were  your  own 
words  —  **by  a  manful  effort"  this 
great  question,  which  so  much  affected 
the  happiness  of  Ireland.  Within  a 
lew  short  years,  upon  the  recommenda- 
tion of  a  Commission  of  your  own,  it 
was  ignominiously  repealed.  Again, 
you  were  warned  in  1881 — I  remember 
warning  you  myself — 

**  That  the  ink  would  not  be  dry  which  made 
judicial  rent  the  law  throughout  the  land,  be- 
fore a  new  and  more  determined  agitation  would 
arise  from  the  nshes  of  the  old  one  against  the 
intolerable  injustice  of  paying  any  rent  at 
aU."— (3  Hansard  [a6i]  868). 

How  many  months,  Sir,  had  elapsed  be- 
fore that  prediction  was  literally  fulfilled 
by  the  issue  of  the  **No  Rent"  Mani- 
festo to  the  world  ?  And  so  I  make  bold 
to  say  again  to-day.  Keep  this  Bill 
unaltered  if  you  will  to-morrow,  and  so 
surely  as  the  sun  fulfils  its  orbit  in  the 
heavens,  so  surely  on  the  morrow  of  your 
measure  will  the  cycle  of  Irish  agitation 
again  begin.  On  every  ground  then, 
Mr.  Speaker,  that  can  be  drawn,  from 
reason,  from  experience,  from  judgment, 
and  a  knowledge  of  the  facts,  we  are 
bound,  alike  in  duty  and  in  honour,  to 
oppose  this  Bill.  And,  acting  on  this 
certain  and  this  sure  belief,  there  is  no 
sacrifice,  no  effort  we  will  spare,  to  com- 
pass the  destruction — not  for  to-day  or  for 
to-morrow,  but  for  all  time  to  come — of 
this  ill-omened  and  unhallowed  scheme, 
conceived  in  darkness  and  concealment, 
hatched  in  secrecy  and  brought  forth 
in  shame,  and  which  we  believe  will 
bring  no  blessing  but  a  curse  to  Ire- 
land itself,  will  constitute  a  danger  and 
a  standing  menace  to  this  country,  which 
will  sap  and  will  impair,  and  eventually 
undermine,  the  very  foundations  upon 
which  we  have  been  hitherto  content  to 
rest  the  noblest  monument  of  na- 
tional  and   human  greatness    that  the 


I  world  has  ever  seen,  in  the  Sovereign 
:  Parliament  and  the  Sovereign  Empire 
I  of  our  Queen. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
I  said,  he  really  did  not  know  which  was 
I  the  grander — the  exordium  or  the  perora- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  It 
I  was,  no  doubt,  exceedingly  difficult  to 
I  say  anything  new  on  the  subject,  which 
!  had  been  discussed  in  the  House  and 
out  of  the  House  by  speakers  on  plat- 
forms throughout  the  country.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  however,  had 
succeeded  in  saying  something  new,  for, 
commenting  on  what  had  been  said  on 
this  side  of  the  House  that  this  was  the 
most  startling  proposal  ever  made  by  an 
English  Minister,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  he  would  go  further  and  tell 
the  House  it  was  the  most  tremendous 
proposal.  [Mr.  Chaplin:  I  said  ex- 
periment.] He  was  sure  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Rossendale  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington)  would  thank  the* 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  having  made 
clear  to  the  House  and  the  country  what 
the  position  of  the  noble  Lord  was. 
Though  he  did  his  best,  the  noble  Lord 
himself  did  not  make  his  position  clear  ; 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been 
kind  enough  to  let  the  cat  out  of  the 
bag,  and  told  them  that  his  object  and 
that  of  his  Friends  was  to  get  rid  of  the 
Prime, Minister.  They  knew  perfectly 
well  that  for  many  a  year  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  had  endeavoured  to 
get  rid  of  the  Prime  Minister,  and  the 
difference  between  them  was  that  the 
Liberals  did  not  intend  to  get  rid  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  but  to  stand  by  him. 
Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  fell  foul 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen  (Mr. 
Bryce)  for  stating  that  a  democracy  was 
not  fitted  for  coercion.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  informed  them  that 
coercion  was  simply  the  enforcement  of 
the  law  ;  but,  as  they  understood  it  on 
that  side  of  the  House,  it  was  the 
enforcement  of  the  law,  not  as  it  was 
enforced  in  England,  but  by  exceptional 
laws  with  regard  to  Ireland.  He  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen  that 
a  democracy  was  not  fitted  for  coercion, 
because  there  was  no  permanent  action 
on  the  part  of  a  democracy  when  called 
to  act  against  a  portion  of  the  inhabi- 
tants of  some  other  portion  of  the  same 
Realm.  They  knew  what  had  occurred 
during  the  past  Session,  how  a  Coercion 
Bill  was  passed  in  the  last  Parliament, 
and  they  remembered — and  he  regretted 
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it — how  the  Oentlemen  who  then  occu- 
pied the  Treasury  Bench,  the  Liberal 
Minietry,  wished  to  maintain  a  portion 
of  that  Coercion  Bill.  What  happened  ? 
They  were  turned  out  of  Office  upon  a 
surprise  vote,  and  the  Bepresentatives 
of  the  Conservative  Party  came  into 
power.  They  came  into  power  by  making 
a  bargain  with  hon.  Members  following 
the  lead  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
that  they  would  bring  in  no  Coercion 
Bill.  Those  who  had  been  twitting  the 
Liberal  Ministry  because  their  Coercion 
Bill  was  not  strong  enough,  for  the  sake 
of  acquiring  Office  made  a  bargain  with 
the  Nationalist  Members.  [Otw  of 
"  Oh,  oh  !  "]  He  defied  the  denial  of 
that  statement.  \_A  lauffh.']  The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Paddington  (Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill)  smiled ;  but  he 
knew  perfectly  well  how  that  sort  of 
bargain  was  made.  He  did  not  suppose 
that  the  noble  Lord,  or  any  Member  on 
the  Front  Bench,  or  any  Member  of  the 
Conservative  Party  in  the  House  went 
to  the  Irish  Party  and  said — **  You  will 
vote  for  us  against  the  Ministry,  and  we 
promise  not  to  bring  in  a  Coercion  Bill." 
Not  a  bit  of  it ;  but  the  idea  and  the 
knowledge  was  brought  to  the  minds  of 
the  Irish  Members  that  if  they  did  turn 
out  the  Government  there  would  not  be 
a  Coercion  Bill.  And,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  idea  was  conveyed  to  the  heads  of 
the  Conservative  Party  that  if  they  did 
not  bring  in  any  Coercion  Bill,  not  only 
would  hon.  Gentlemen  vote  to  turn  out 
the  Liberals,  but  they  would  vote  for 
them  at  the  General  Election ;  and  they 
did  vote  for  them  accordingly.  As  long 
as  they  had  Parties  in  that  House  ready 
to  make  such  bargains,  it  was  vain  to 
hope  thatcoercion  could  ever  be  madeper- 
manent  with  regard  to  Ireland.  For  his 
part,  he  was  delighted  that  coercion  in 
Ireland  was  impossible.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  used  a  most  extraordi- 
nary argument  against  the  Bill.  He  said 
he  desired  that  the  Irish  Members  should 
remain  in  the  House ;  but  he  said  they 
could  obtain  any  further  concessions 
with  regard  to  Ireland  that  they  de- 
sired, and  the  best  proof  of  that  was 
that  if  they  insisted  upon  anything  they 
were  perfectly  certain  to  obtain  it.  He 
would  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  Bill,  as  it  stood,  did  not  give  re- 
presentation to  hon.  Members  opposite. 
He  should  like  some  Member  of  the 
Conservative  Party  to  state  whether  his 
objection  to  the  Bill  was  that  it  did  not 
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give  representation  to  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers, or  that  Irish  Members  ought  not 
to  take  part  in  the  Business  of  the  House. 
If  the  Bill  were  not  passed  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  would  be  able  as  before 
to  vote  on  Imperial  as  well  as  local 
measures.  How  could  it  be  supposed 
that  they  would  acquire  more  power 
over  the  councils  of  the  nation  when 
they  could  come  there  only  for  Imperial 
matters,  whereas  now  they  could  vote 
on  all  subjects  ?  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  asked  whether  the  Bill  was 
to  be  a  final  one,  and  whether  Ireland 
would  regard  the  Bill  as  final,  or  whe- 
ther it  would  consider  it  a  step  to 
national  independence  and  separation  ? 
That  question  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
put  to  some  Minister,  and  asked  for  an 
assurance  on  the  point.  But  how  could 
any  Minister  give  an  assurance — ^for  he 
knew  nothing  more  than  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  ?  The  Prime  Minister 
has  expressed  his  belief  that  the  Bill 
would  be  a  final  settlement,  and  he  could 
not  say  any  more.  The  right  hon.  G^en- 
tleman  had  further  charged  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  with  making  a  specific 
statement  entirely  contrary  to  the  idea 
of  this  being  a  final  settlement.  Surely 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  knew  that 
when  two  countries  or  two  parties  were 
almost  in  a  state  of  war,  one  side  asked 
a  larger  concession  than  it  was  ready  to 
accept  ?  A  little  margin  must  be  allowed 
in  these  matters.  He  had  no  doubt  that 
amongst  the  utterances  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  and  his 
Friends  could  be  found  exceedingly 
strong  expressions,  which  he  should 
imagine  these  hon.  Gentlemen  would 
regret.  But,  supposing  they  were  to 
apply  the  same  rule  to  the  utterances  of 


whom  he  saw  opposite.  He  was  per- 
fectly sure  that  the  noble  Lord — who  as 
he  grew  older  ripened — would  have  the 
grace  frankly  to  admit  that  he  regretted 
exceedingly  above  two-thirds  of  what 
he  had  said.  Thejf  could  not  pin  men 
down  to  every  word  they  had  saia  during 
years  of  a  great  struggle  like  the  pre- 
sent. A  treaty  of  peace  and  amity  sup- 
posed that  they  forgot  the  previous 
utterances.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cork, 
it  appeared  to  him,  had  already  an- 
swered the  question  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  That  hon.  Member,  in  his 
place  in  the  House,  had  said  that  he 
considered  this  Bill,  with  some  minor 
alterations,  would  be  a  final  settlement 
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ef  the  great  issue  whicH  had  lasted  so 
long  between  Ireland  and  England. 
Probably  eyery  Member  of  that  House 
had  the  idea  in  his  mind  of  some  modi- 
fication in  the  Bill.  He  did  not  think 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Oork  should 
be  bound  by  everything  that  he  had 
said  in  the  heat  of  this  controversy. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  that  he  asked 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  whether  he 
was  ready  to  say  that  he  renounced  the 
opinions  he  expressed  on  the  occasion  of 
the  meeting  in  1883  ? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  asked  whether 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  to  get  up  in 
that  House  in  sackcloth  and  ashes  and 
solemnly  renounce  the  opinions  he  had 
expressed?  The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
stated  that  he  accepted  this  Bill  as  a 
final  settlement— and  what  moie  could 
he  do?  When  he  said  a  final  settle- 
ment, he  did  not  mean  that  the  Irish 
Members  would  be  unwise  if  they 
sought  to  make  minor  alterations ;  but 
they  were  ready  to  take  this  as  a  final 
settiement  of  the  relations  which  were 
to  subsist  between  the  two  countries. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  and 
many  other  Gentlemen,  had  complained 
of  Tarious  details  of  the  Bill.  The 
better  a  Constitution  was  on  paper  the 
worse  it  was  in  practice.  That  might 
be  laid  down  as  an  almost  universal 
rule.  It  was  true.  France  had  had 
dozens  of  Constitutions.  They  had  all 
been  beautifully  made  by  very  wise 
heads ;  but  they  had,  every  one,  failed, 
because  they  had  been  too  neat.  In 
England  we  had  a  Constitution  which 
was  a  mass  of  anomalies  and  absurdi- 
ties, and  no  one  would  defend  it 
theoretically  if  its  different  arrange- 
ments were  put  down  on  paper ;  but,  on  the 
whole,  we  found  it  a  very  good  Consti- 
tution, because  it  suited  us.  The  mistake 
we  had  always  made  was  in  imagining 
that  what  suited  us  must  also  suit  Ire- 
land. We  had  endeavoured  to  force 
down  the  throats  of  the  Irish  people  our 
system  of  law,  because  we  considered  that 
it  must  begood  for  them  as  it  was  good 
for  us.  What  was  one  man's  meat  was 
another  man's  poison.  The  only  statesman 
of  eminence  who  had  recognized  that  was 
the  Prime  Minister,  who  went  to  the 
bottom  of  the  evil  and  endeavoured  to 
remove  by  the  present  Bill  the  grievance 
of  which  Ireland  complained.  He  con- 
sidered that  it  was  a  very  able  mode  of 
dealing  with  the  matter.  It  was  sur- 
prising that  a  scheme  should  have  been 


found  which  was  satisfactory  to  the  Irish 
people,  and  also  to  the  great  mass  of  the 
Liberal  Party   in   this  country.      The 
hon.    Member    for    Huddersfield   (Mr. 
Leatham)  had  sneered  at  the  idea  of 
their  looking  abroad  for  any  parallel 
case  to  that  of  Ireland  ;  but  it  seemed  to 
him  to  be  the  best  thing  they  could  do  in 
the  circumstances.  He  would  not  refer  to 
Hungary,  which  had  often  been  cited, 
but  to  a  country  which  it  might  seem 
singular  for  a  Badical  to    refer  to— 
namely,  Eussia.     In  Russia  there  were, 
so  to  speak,  two  Irelands — Poland  and 
Finland.    In  Poland  every  concession 
had  been  refused,  and  they  knew  what 
its  state  was  at  that  moment.    In  Fin- 
land autonomy  had  been  granted,  and 
Finland,  so  far  from  being  a  cause  of 
trouble  to  Hussia,  was  most  loyal  to 
Bussia.    That  seemed  to  be  a  pretty 
clear  proof  that  by  giving  local  auto- 
nomous institutions  to  a  small  State  con- 
nected with  a  larger  one  they  established 
a  bond  of  affection,  instead  of  a  desire 
for  separation.  But  England  very  slowly 
digested  a  new  idea.     When  it  was  first 
rumoured  that  the  Prime  Minister  in- 
tended to  bring  in  a  Home  Bule  Bill 
they  were  told  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  not  be  able  to  form  a 
Cabinet.     For  his  own  part,  however, 
he  never  doubted  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  be  able  to  form  one. 
He  asked  whether  the  feeling  of  the 
country  was  not  entirely  in  favour  of 
Home  Rule  ?    Of  course,  the  Conserva- 
tives, and  some  Liberals,  were  opposed 
to  it;  but  he  thought  if  they  looked  to 
the  expression  of  public  opinion  they 
would  find  that  in  the  main  the  Liberal 
portion  of  the  constituencies  were,  by  a 
vast  majority,  in  favour  of  Home  Bule. 
Many  were  opposed  to  it,  no  doubt ;  but 
the  Prime  Minister   well    defined    the 
position  when  he  said  that  the  privileged 
olasses  were  on  one  side  while  the  people 
were  on  the  other.     He  presumed  that 
Conservative    Gentlemen   agreed    with 
the  Prime  Minister,  for  they  said  exactly 
the  same  thing—they  were  always  telling 
us  that  wealth,  rank,  and  intelligence 
were  on  their  side.     When  some  pitiable 
Peer,  of  whose  existence  scarcely  any- 
body knew,  wrote  to  the  papers  an  an- 
nouncement of  his  conversion  to  Con- 
servative views,  it  was  said  that  **  every- 
body was  coming  over."     He  saw  the 
other  day  in  The  Tifnes,  as  a  proof  of 
how  every  man  of  intelligence  and  posi- 
tion was  opposed  to  the  Prime  Minister 
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that  Lord  Wolseley,  Lord  Tennyson,  and 
Sir  Frederick  Leighton  were  opposed  to 
the  Bill.  Now,  was  it  likely  that  they 
on  that  side  of  the  House  were  going 
to  give  up  their  opinions  on  a  political 
question  m  deference  to  the  opinion  of  a 
soldier,  or  of  a  Poet  Laureate,  or  of  a 
President  of  the  Royal  Academy  ?  He 
admitted  that  there  were  intelligent 
gentlemen  who  were  opposed  to  the 
Bill;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  there  were 
some  exceedingly  intelligent  persons 
who  were  in  favour  of  it.  Q-entlemen 
who  told  them — and  Heaven  knew  how 
often  they  had  told  them — that  all  the 
intelligence  of  the  country  was  opposed 
to  the  Bill  had  a  very  simple  way  of 
proving  it.  They  established  as  a 
standard  of  intelligence  opposition  to 
the  BUI,  and  therefore  it  followed  as  a 
necessary  consequence  that  every  intelli- 
gent man  was  opposed  to  it.  That  was 
a  convenient  doctrine ;  but  it  was,  in  his 
opinion,  one  of  the  most  impudent  that 
had  been  laid  before  the  House.  In  all 
political  matters  the  presumption  was 
against  the  upper  classes  being  right.  A 
man  of  the  upper  class,  perhaps,  had 
more  education  than  an  artizan ;  but  his 
mind  was  entirely  warped  by  belonging 
to  a  privileged  class.  No  doubt  the 
superior  classes  had  the  money  ;  but  he 
denied  that  they  had  greater  intelligence 
on  matters  of  general  politics.  Expe- 
rience showed  this  to  be  the  fact.  If  they 
looked  back  on  all  the  great  questions 
which  had  been  decided  in  that  House, 
on  which  side  were  the  superior  classes, 
and  on  which  side  were  the  artizans  and 
the  labouring  classes  ?  Who  were  the 
opponents  of  the  Bill  in  that  House,  and 
what  was  their  policy  ?  In  the  first  place 
they  had  the  Conservative  coming  for- 
ward with  their  nolumus  leges  Anglia 
mutari.  They  learnt  from  the  speech  of 
Lord  Salisbury,  who  had  very  foolishly 
broken  the  silence  of  his  Party,  what  the 
alternative  policy  of  the  Conservatives 
was  if  they  were  to  come  into  power. 
Lord  Salisbury  told  them  that  it  was 
absurd  to  give  free  institutions  to  Ire- 
land any  more  than  to  Hottentots,  the 
implication,  therefore,  being  that  he  put 
the  Irish  in  the  same  category  with 
Hottentots.  Then  they  were  to  have  no 
confidence  in  Ireland,  and  they  were  told 
that  these  proposals,  however  much 
modified,  led  them  by  an  appreciable 
stage  nearer  separation.  According  to 
that  there  was  to  be  no  criticism  on  the 
part  of  the  Conservatives  as  to  any  ques- 
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tion  of  details.  They  were  told  what 
Lord  Salisbury  would  do.  Ireland  was 
to  be  governed  resolutely  for  20  years, 
and  then  she  would  be  ready  for  a  scheme 
of  local  self-government,  and  a  repeal  of 
Coercion  Laws.  That  meant  coercion. 
How  could  they  repeal  Coercion  Laws  if 
there  were  none,  and  none  were  in 
existence  at  the  present  moment?  It 
was  absurd  for  the  Conservatives 
to  deny  what  the  intentions  of  Lord 
Salisbury  were.  When  they  had  come 
into  power  they  had  come  down  to  that 
House  and  wanted  to  stop  the  discussion 
on  the  Address  in  order  to  "bring  in  an 
exceptional  Coercion  Bill.  Lord  Salis- 
bury had  boldly  and  plainly  said  so.  But 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench  had  got  up  and  tried 
to  explain  away  the  meaning  of  Lord 
Salisbury's  words.  They  had  not  the 
honesty  of  their  own  convictions.  Lord 
Salisbury,  who,  he  had  always  believed, 
w€ui  one  of  the  most  honest  men  of  his 
Party,  though  he  could  not  agree  with 
his  political  principles,  had  stated  plainly 
what  his  views  were,  and  yet  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  got  up  on  the  Front  Opposi- 
tion Bench  and  tried  to  explain  away 
his  words.  That,  however,  had  not  been 
the  only  scheme  of  Lord  Salisbury ;  he 
had  also  proposed  to  emigrate  a  million 
or  so  of  the  Irish  people.  He  did  not 
think  that  these  men,  forced  out  of  their 
country  by  unfair  coercion,  would  tend 
to  increase  the  loyal  feeling  which  now 
existed  in  Canada  with  respect  to  this 
country.  Then  Lord  Salisbury  had  said 
— "  Our  policy  to-day  is  the  traditional 
policy  of  the  Conservative  Party."  That 
was  precisely  what  it  was — and  he  would 
ask  hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the 
House  who  were  doing  their  best  to 
bring  in  a  Conservative  Government  to 
take  to  heart  the  fact  that  Lord  Salis- 
bury did  not  imagine  or  say  that  he  was 
going  to  pluck  the  chestnuts  out  of  the 
lire  for  any  Whig  or  Eadical,  and  in 
voting  against  the  Bill  they  would  be 
voting  to  give  effect  to  that  traditional 
policy.  Why  had  Lord  Salisbury  made 
that  speech  ?  Because  he  had  imagined 
that  the  Conservative  Party  were  being 
put  aside  by  Gentlemen  on  that  aide  of 
\  the  House— by  the  Whig-Radical  com- 
bination. For  his  own  part,  he  could 
conceive  a  certain  kind  of  alliance  and 
community  of  feeling  between  the  Con- 
servatives and  some  Whig  Gentlemen, 
and  to  some  extent  Lord  Salisbury  might 
have  supported  a  Whig  Government ; 
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but  when  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Bossendale  had  given  one  hand  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Birmingham,  who  had  been  accused 
of  being  an  anarchist,  a  robber,  and  a 
spoliator,  then  Lord  Salisbury  had 
thought  that  he  must  explain  his  posi- 
tion to  his  own  Party,  or  else  that  they 
might  be  under  the  impression  that  the 
Conservative  Party  was  going  to  aid  and 
abet  in  that  robber  and  spoliator  coming 
in  and  having  the  destinies  of  the  coun- 
try in  his  hands.  For  his  own  part, 
speaking  as  a  Kadical,  he  would  not 
mind  if  a  Government  of  the  privileged 
classes  did  come  in  for  a  little  time ;  he 
suspected  that  the  Union  would  not  be 
the  only  grievance  that  would  be  done 
away  with.  Well,  there  were  many 
Gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the  House 
who  were  going  to  vote  against  the  Bill, 
though  he  hoped  they  would  get  wiser 
before  the  division.  But  who  were 
their  Leaders  ?  There  were  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Bossendale  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Edin- 
burgh (Mr  Goschen).  He  had  always 
admired  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Bossendale,  and  for  this  reason — that, 
in  spite  of  the  disadvantages  of  his  birth, 
the  noble  Lord  had  always  been  a  fair 
Liberal.  He  had  never  considered  the 
noble  Lord  a  Eadical,  or  even  a  robust 
Liberal ;  but  they  must  remember  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  refused  to  vote  for 
the  Amendment  of  Mr.  Jesse  Collings, 
and  that  he  had  never  himself  asserted 
that  he  was  a  strong  Liberal  or  a  Radi- 
cal. The  other  Leader  was  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Edin- 
burgh. Now,  would  anybody  suggest 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a 
Liberal?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  not  been  able  to  find  a  single  con- 
stituency in  England  to  return  him.  He 
had  to  go  to  Scotland,  and  get  a  seat  by 
the  aid  of  the  Conservatives  of  Edin- 
burgh. 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MAODONALD  (Edin- 
burgh and  St.  Andrew's  Universities): 
Oh.  oh! 

Mr.  LABOUOHERE  :  Does  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  say  that 
Edinburgh  Conservatives  did  not  vote 
for  him  ? 

Me.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD :  Not  by 
my  advice. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  :  Well,  he  had 
some  hope  of  the  Conservatives  of  Edin- 
burgh, if  they  did  not  take  the  right  hon. 


and  learned  Gentleman's  advice.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Rossendale 
told  them  that  the  Bill  limited  the  autho- 
rity of  Parliament.  That  was  simply  a 
truism,  not  an  argument.  How  could 
they  possibly  establish  a  local  domestic 
Legislature  in  Ireland  without  so  far 
limiting  the  authority  of  Parliament? 
But  when  they  were  not  indulging  in 
truisms  these  Gentlemen  indulged  in 
prognostications,  and  one  of  these  prog- 
nostications was  that  trade  and  com- 
merce would  disappear  in  Ireland,  and 
that  English  capital  would  also  disap- 
pear. Now,  he  would  like  to  know  what 
trade  would  disappear  ?  The  main  ex- 
ports from  Ireland  were  agricultural 
products,  and  why  should  the  Irish 
be  such  lunatics  as  to  injure  their  trade 
in  those  products?  The  trade  would 
remain  precisely  the  same  as  it  was. 
What  capital  went  now  from  England 
to  Ireland  ?  The  only  capital  that  went 
was  in  the  form  of  advances  on  mort- 
gage for  the  benefit  of  men  who  had 
outrun  the  constable,  and  were  gene- 
rally absentees  and  spent  the  money  in 
England,  whereas  the  interest  went  from 
Ireland  to  England.  Then  it  was  said 
that  the  credit  of  the  country  would 
suffer.  But  the  credit  of  a  country  de- 
pended on  whether  the  Government  was 
good  or  bad,  and  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Edinburgh  prognosticated  that  it 
would  be  bad  because  the  upper  classes 
would  not  join  it.  But  when  the  upper 
classes  found  that  the  Government  was 
established  they  would  be  quick  enough 
to  join  it ;  but  he  confessed  if  he  were 
an  Irishman  he  would  not  cry  his  eyes  out 
if  the  upper  classes  did  not  join  the  Go- 
vernment. We  had  had  an  excess  of 
landlords  in  this  House  of  Commons, 
and  that  was  why  our  Land  Laws  were  a 
reproach  to  us  in  the  eyes  of  Europe. 
We  had  an  excess  of  plutocrats.  We 
were  now  paying  £500,000  for  the  occu- 
pation of  Egypt,  because  there  were  so 
many  money-lenders  and  their  friends 
in  that  House.  If  the  Irish  lost  the 
presence  of  landlords  and  loanmongers, 
their  country  would  probably  soon  be  in 
a  far  better  position  than  was  this  coun- 
try now.  But  to  protect  the  landlords' 
interests  there  were  the  two  Orders,  who 
completely  obviated  the  objection  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh.  It 
was  absurd  to  say  that  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment would  be  unfit  to  legislate,  when 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had  shown 
themselves  such  admirable  Parli amenta^ 
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rians  in  that  House.     Now,  what  was 
the  alternative  proposed  by  the  Whigs  ? 
He  had  read   with  ereat  interest  the 
speech  of  the  right  non.  Member  for 
Edinburgh,  though  he  skipped  some  of 
it  because  it  was  rather  dull.   The  right 
hon.   Oentleman  prided  himself   upon 
being  thoroughly  a  practical  man ;  but 
his  only  recommendations  were  firmness 
and  fairness,  and  patriotism  and  prin- 
ciple.    Thus  the  right  hon.  Qentleman's 
only    alternative    was    an    alliterative 
jingle.    The  noble  Lord,  the  Member 
for  Bossendale  was  in  despair,  and  his 
only  hope   was  that  everybody  would 
unite  to  deal  with  the  question  in  a 
proper  and  legitimate  way.     We  nught 
as  well  wait  for  the  Millennium.     The 
Prime  Minister  had  rightly  said  that  it 
was  essential  to  deal  with  the  question 
in  such  a  way  as  to  satisfy  the  Irish 
themselves.     Was  it  to  be  expected  that 
the  noble  Lord  would  ever  deal  with  the 
question  in  that  spirit  ?  We  must  either 
rule  with  the  Irish  or  over  them.     But 
against  the  Bill  were  not  only  the  Whigs 
and  Conservatives,  there  were  also  some 
few  Badicals.     The  majority  of  those 
who,  on  the  Liberal  Benches,  were  op- 
posed to  the  Bill,  were  followers  of  the 
noble  Lord  or  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamber- 
lain), and  men  who  occupied  a  frontier 
position  between  the   Whigs  and  the 
Badicals.     They  were  not,  for  the  most 
part,  opposed  to  the  principle  of  Home 
Kule,  but  disliked  some  of  the  details  of 
the  Bill.     Well,  he  disliked  some  of  the 
details,  but  would  vote  for  the  Bill  be- 
cause it  established  the  principle  of  a 
domestic  Legislature  for  Ii^land.  Among 
the  Badical  opponents  of  the  Bill  the 
only  one  of  any  eminence  was  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham.    His  right  hon.  Friend  had 
always  been  the  object  of  his  special 
admiration.   He  liked  many  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend's  ideas.     He  liked  his  ideas 
about  ransom,  about  a  progressive  In- 
come Tax,  and  the  compulsory  taking 
of  land  from  the  landlords  to  grant  it 
to  those  who  wanted  allotments.    But| 
he  was  surprised  to  find  his  right  hon. ! 
Friend  acting  the  part  of  a  Conservative  | 
jackal,  and  leading  men  into  a  Whig  i 
cave.  He  admired  his  right  hon.  Friend,  | 
but  he  believed  that  an  essential  element 
of  friendship  was  candour.     He  would, 
therefore,  be  candid  to  his  right  hon. ' 
Friend.  His  right  hon.  Friend  had  great ! 
qualities,  but  these  were  somewhat  marred 
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by  their  combination,  and  by  what  the 
French  called  the  "  defects  of  qualities." 
His  right  hon.  Friend  had  a  most  mag- 
nificent confidence  in  himself.  As  was 
said  of  Lord  Eussell,  his  right  hon. 
Friend  would  be  perfectly  willing  to 
command  the  Channel  Fleet  at  a  minute's 
notice.  The  intensity  of  this  quality  led 
his  right  hon.  Friend  to  believe  that 
nothing  was  good  which  was  not  in- 
augurated by  himself.  If  anything  was 
proposed  by  anybody  else  he  was  con- 
vinced that  it  was  not  a  sound  proposal. 
He  insisted  upon  its  being  entirely 
altered  to  suit  him.  There  were,  un- 
doubtedly, many  other  great  men  who 
possessed  this  quality.  Then  his  right 
hon.  Friend  was  sometimes  very  im- 
pulsive, and  those  who  were  very 
impulsive  should  ''look  before  they 
leap."  His  right  hon.  Friend,  however, 
always  **  leaped  before  he  looked," 
without  knowing  where  he  was  likely 
to  land.  He  objected  to  anyone  dis- 
agreeing with  him,  but  said  when  any- 
one else  had  a  proposal  that  ^*  he  could 
not  compromise  himself  by  pursuing  an 
erroneous  course."  If  they  looked  to 
his  former  position  as  regarded  Ireland, 
they  found  that  when  a  candidate  for 
Sheffield  he  had  been  a  Home  Buler, 
and  in  favour  of  the  principles  of  Mr. 
Butt.  During  the  last  Parliament, 
although  a  Member  of  the  Coercion 
Government,  he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  never 
saw  him  taking  part  in  the  debates.  He 
had  said  himself  that  he  was  always 
opposed  to  coercion.  Before  the  last 
Parliament  he  had  a  plan  of  Councils 
which  went  too  far  for  some,  and  not  far 
enough  for  others.  The  Irish  Members, 
however,  would  not  assent  to  it,  and  so 
it  fell  to  the  ground.  But  he  seemed  to 
love  his  child,  and  he  was  very  indignant 
that  anyone  should  resist  his  '*  plan  " 
to  settle  the  whole  Irish  Question.  He 
seemed  struck  with  horror  when  he 
heard  that  the  Prime  Minister  himself 
had  a  plan,  and  appeared  to  think  that 
the  Prime  Minister  was  poadiing  on  his 
preserves.  His  riffht  hon.  Friend  always 
reminded  him  of  Moses  coming  down 
from  Mount  Sinai — the  House  would  re- 
member— when  he  broke  the  Tables  of 
Stone.  He  was  just  as  amazed  at  anyone 
not  accepting  his  inspired  plan  as  Moses 
would  have  been  had  an  Israelite  sug- 
gested an  amendment  in  the  Ten  Com- 
mandments. He  presumed  he  went  into 
the  Cabinet  because  he  was  a  man  of  a 
certain  amount  of  firmness,  and  he  had 
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an  idea  of  being  able  to  conyert  hie 
Oolleagues,  who  would  allow  him  to 
settle  the  whole  question.    Well,  they 
did  not.     Then  followed  his  resignation, 
and  then  there  was  another  child.  Then 
he  insisted  on  his  resignation  at  once 
when  he  saw  the  Prime  Minister's  Bill. 
Then  he  was  very  indignant,  and  after 
he  left  the  Cabinet  modifications  were 
made  in  the  Bill.     Why  did  he  not  re- 
main there  and  discuss  it  ?  He  seemed  to 
think  that  any  other  modifications  than 
his  own  were  a  species  of  monstrosity. 
But  he  stuck  to  his  second  child,  gave 
up  the  Councils,  and  took  to  federation,. 
which  was  a  most  extraordinary  scheme. 
According  to  this  scheme  the  Irish  Ques* 
tion   was  to  wait  until  the  Canadians, 
New  Zealanders,  and  all  were  asked  to 
join  in  a  scheme  of  federation.     What 
was  his  view  with  regard  to  Ulster  ?   It 
was  difficult   to  understand   it,  for   he 
seemed  to  be  carrying  on  a  sort  of  flirta- 
tion with  the  Orangemen.     He  had  in- 
creased   race  prejudice    and    sectarian 
animosities,  which  had  been  the  curse  of 
Ireland,  and  he  came  within  the  right 
hen.  and  learned  Member  for  Bury's  (Sir 
Henry  James's)  description  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Paddington  (Lord 
Bandolph   Churchill) —he  was  half   a 
traitor.  Whatwas  this  Protestant  Ulster? 
The  whole  thing  was  a  sort  of  fraud  as 
concerned  this  Parliament.    If  they  ex- 
cepted Belfast  Ulster  was  not  Protestant, 
and  even  including  Belfast  the  majority 
of  Protestants  did  not  amount  to  more 
than   10,000.     Even  the  Presbyterians 
of    that  Province  did  not  wish   to  be 
separated    from    the    rest  of   Ireland. 
Ulster  returned  a  majority  of  Nationalist 
Members.     The  Bepresentatives  of  the 
Orangemen  seemed  to  consider  them- 
s^vee  exponents  of  the  whole  of  Ulster. 
Bat    there    were    only    about    60,000 
Orang^emen  in  Ulster,  and  they  were 
mainly  congregated    in   towns.     Now, 
these   men  were,  as  far  as   he  could 
understand,  steady,  sensible,   practical 
men,  law-abiding  men  ;  but  once  a  year 
thej  were  seized  with  a  sort  of  erotic 
season.     About  the  commencement  of 
July  to  the  15th  it  was  dangerous  for  a 
Catholic  to  come  in  their  way.     This 
was  called  the  celebrating  of  the  Boyne. 
After  the  15th  they  became  once  more 
perfectly    reasoning     human     beings. 
The  religion  of  these  Orangemen,  how- 
ever, was  the  most  intolerant  religion  in 
the  whole  world  ;  and  in  regard  to  their 
loyalty  the  Beport  of  Mr.  Hume's  Com- 


mittee showed  that  these  exceedingly 
loyal  men  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
Her  present  Majesty  was  not  sufficient 
for  them,  and  that  they  wished  to  place 
the  destinies  of  the  country  in  the  hands 
of  that  most  disreputable  human  being, 
the  Duke  of  Cumberland.  Their  prin- 
cipal Eepresentative  in  that  House  was 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bally kilbeg.  If 
they  judged  the  intelligence,  or  the 
loyalty,  or  the  patriotism  of  these 
Orangemen  by  their  chosen  Eepresenta- 
tive they  should  have  an  exceedingly 
poor  opinion  of  them.  They  were 
threatening  at  present  to  wage  war 
against  the  British  Empire.  He  be- 
lieved more  arrant  humbug  did  not 
exist.  Did  anybody  suppose  that  if 
this  swagger  and  these  boasts  were  not 
simply  a  game  of  brag  that  these  people 
would  put  advertisements  in  the  papers 
asking  for  20,000  Snider  rifles,  and  for 
men  to  drill  them  ?  That  was  not  what 
men  did.  But  they  might  believe  what 
they  liked  about  what  these  people  were 
doing,  whether  it  were  drilling  or  whe- 
ther it  were  not.  For  his  part,  he 
believed  exceedingly  little  of  it.  In  the 
St  Jamen^e  Chronicle  he  found  something 
to  the  following  effect  from  Ulster : — 

It  is  stated  that  300  London  Yolonteers  and 
100  officers  are  going  to  give  np  their  oocupa- 
tions,  and  without  pay  are  determined  to  come 
over  as  soon  as  possible  to  join  the  Orange- 
men." 

Ck>uld  there  be  greater  stuff?  They 
were  told  that  Lord  Wolseley  was  going 
over.  But  he  was  going  to  do  nothing 
of  the  kind.  These  unfortunate  men 
were  buoyed  up  by  these  cock-and-bull 
stories.  Would  their  Bepresentatives 
think  the  House  would  be  such  idiots  as 
to  believe  these  absurd  statements  ?  But 
it  was  the  same  sort  of  swagger  and 
boast  that  prevailed  when  the  right  hon. 
G-entleman  introduced  his  Bill  for  the 
Disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Ohurch. 
The  Orangemen  were  then  going  to  re- 
sist— they  were  in  arms.  Did  any  single 
man  flght?  Not  one.  They  accepted 
what  they  considered  the  destruction 
of  the  Ohurch  of  the  country  like 
lambs.  He  would  ask  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham whether  he  was  going  to  propose 
the  separation  of  all  Ulster,  or  only  part 
of  it?  In  parts  there  was  a  Oatholio 
majority ;  in  parts  the  population  was 
mixed.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  going  to  apply  his  proposal  to  the 
whole  of  Ulster,  could  anything  more 
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atrocious  be  conceived  than  a  larg^ 
Catholic  Body  being  subject  to  the  rule 
of  such  gentlemen  as  the  Orange  Body 
sent  over  here  ?  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  Catholics  of  Ireland  were  far  less 
intolerant  than  the  Orangemen.  The 
Leader  of  the  Party  was  a  Protestant ; 
the  National  movement  had  done  away 
with  all  species  of  religious  intolerance. 
He  admitted  that  there  was  a  good  deal 
in  favour  of  the  Irish  Representatives 
remaining  at  Westminster.  Although 
hon.  G-entlemen  opposite,  he  believed, 
were  acting  in  perfect  good  faith,  he 
very  much  doubted  whether  their  suc- 
cessors or  the  Irish  nation  would  for  a 
long  time  frankly  and  fairly  assent  to 
their  exclusion  from  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament. But  to  a  very  great  extent 
that  had  already  been  conceded  by  the 
Prime  Minister ;  and,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  stated,  he  had  no  funda- 
mental objection  to  the  Irish  Members 
being  at  Westminster  to  discuss  Im- 
perial matters.  There  was  reason  to 
hope  he  would  be  able  to  elaborate 
some  such  scheme.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  a  perfect  right  to  say  to  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham—**  Tell  me  your  plan;"  and  he 
hoped  that  before  this  debate  was  over 
they  would  have  the  plan.  A  heavy 
responsibility  would  lie  upon  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  that  side  who  were  in  favour  of 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and  who  voted 
against  it.  The  issue  was  entirely  with 
them,  and  he  asked  them  seriously  to 
consider  whether  they  would  not  be 
doing  more  harm  than  good  to  the  Badi- 
cal  cause,  and  whether  they  would  not 
be  aiding  and  abetting  the  Conservatives, 
by  voting  against  this  Bill  ?  They  were 
going  admittedly  against  the  wishes  of 
those  who  sent  them  there.  [Crk»«  of 
*  *  No !  "  fl«i  **  Yes ! "]  Let  any  GenUe- 
man  in  the  House  who  thought  that  his 
Liberal  constituents  were  with  him  go 
boldly  down  and  meet  them.  Even  the 
National  Federation,  the  creation  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham,  had,  by  an  immense 
majority,  voted  for  the  Bill.  Suppose 
the  Bill  were  defeated ;  what  would  be 
the  effect  of  the  Dissolution?  Those 
Gentlemen  knew  they  would  not  get  in 
again  by  the  Liberal  vote  ;  they  would 
have  to  appeal  to  the  Tory  vote.  It  was 
a  scandal  to  the  Liberal  Party.  Could 
anyone  imagine  anyone  occupying  a 
more  contemptible  position  than  a  Gen- 
tleman sitting  on  the  Liberal  side,  and 
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yet  having  been  sent  there  by  Conser- 
vatives ?  He  roust  either  be  untrue  to 
his  own  Party,  or  untrue  to  those  who 
elected  him.  He  did  not  believe,  how- 
ever, the  arrangements  with  the  Tories 
would  hold  water.  In  regard  to  one  or 
two  of  the  chief  Liberal  seceders  it 
would ;  but  in  most  cases  some  wicked 
local  Conservative  would  insist  on  stand- 
ing, and  they  would  lose  the  pleasure  of 
the  presence  in  that  House  of  the  small 
fi'y  of  the  Cave.  Now,  The  Times  had 
started  almost  a  crusade  against  the 
Bill,  and  from  The  Times^  point  of  view 
The  Times  was  perfectly  right.  The 
Times  wrote  some  time  ago,  in  regard 
to  this  Bill— **  Mr.  Gladstone's  plan  is 
invented  for  personal  ends  for  a  personal 
crisis."  In  entertaining  such  views  of 
the  Prime  Minister  and  such  views  of 
this  plan  The  Times  was  right  to  oppose 
the  Bill.  The  Times  was  wild  with  ela- 
tion at  the  meeting  held  at  Devonshire 
House,  when  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  joined  the  Whig 
Party.  The  Times  said  that  in  the  Com- 
mons there  were  six  men — Lord  Hart- 
ington,  Mr.  Chamberlain,  Mr.  Gt>schen, 
Mr.  Trevelyan,  Sir  Henry  James,  and 
Mr.  Courtney — who  would  compare  fa- 
vourably in  point  of  ability  and  expe- 
rience with  any  six  men  who  might  be 
selected  out  of  the  present  Cabinet. 
Very  likely.  And  in  the  Lords  The  Times 
said  there  were  four  or  five  Peers  of 
Cabinet  rank  available  for  a  Union  Mi- 
nistry, including  Lord  Selbome  and  the 
Duke  of  Argyll.  Only  fancy  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham  and 
the  Duke  of  Argyll  in  the  same  Cabinet ! 
The  T$mes  added  that  the  minor  ad- 
ministrative posts  could  be  readily  filled 
up.  That  meant  that  if  Members  were 
faithful  to  the  Devonshire  House  alliance, 
a  good  many  of  them  would  be  provided 
for  on  the  Treasury  Bench.  Any  doubts 
there  might  be  of  the  continuance  of  the 
Hartington  Cabinet  were  to  disappear 
when  once  they  became  dispensers  of 
patronage.  What  a  contemptible  thing. 
Some  would  be  in  the  Cabinet ;  some 
would  find  little  places  on  the  Treasury 
Bench ;  in  other  words,  if  Members  con- 
ducted themselves  well,  they  would  be 
paid  for  it.  But  would  such  a  mar- 
vellous Cabinet  be  likely  to  last  for  very 
long  ?  It  was  stated  that  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  had  said 
there  was  substantial  agreement  be- 
tween him  and  the  noble  Marquess  as 
to  the  policy  to  be  pursued ;  but  tbf^t 
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seemed  to  be  denied.     It  appeared  to  be 
a  eubstantial  agreement  to  tnm  out  the 
jresent  Government,    and   to   wait  for 
circumstances  to  turn  up  to  their  advan- 
tage.    If  they  had  a  plan,  why  did  not 
they  say  so  ?    At  present  they  appeared 
to  differ  as  widely  as  did  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister and  Lord  Salisbury.     He  believed 
in  the  honesty  of  these  seceders ;  some 
were  conscientiously  opposed  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill,  and  some  to  details. 
The  latter,  at  least,  ought  to  consider 
whether  it  was  not  possible  to  come  to 
some  arrangement   before    they    voted 
against  the  Bill.     The  Members  of  a 
Party  ought  not  to    wash    their  dirty 
linen  in  public,  but  ought  to  come  to 
some  agreement,  as  they  had  done  hun- 
dreds of  times  before.     If  these  Gentle- 
men would  consider  their  position  and 
the  great  services  of  the  Prime  Minister 
to  the  country  and  to  the  House,  they 
would  see  that  they  owed  it  to  them- 
pelves,  to    their   constituents,   to  their 
Party,  and  to  the   Prime   Minister   to 
exhaust  every  means  of  coming  to  an 
understanding    before    destroying    the 
Government,  depriving  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister of  power.     He  suggested  that  the 
Bill  should  be  read  a  second  time,  and 
then  withdrawn.      [**  No,  no  !  "]     He 
did  not  think  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
would  accuse  him  of  being  desirous  that 
the  Bill  should  be  withdrawn ;  but  what 
he  was  anxious  to  secure  was  the  pass- 
ing of  the  measure,  and  if  it  were  found 
that    they  were  unable    to  do  that  in 
consequence  of  the  obstinacy  or  preju- 
dice oi  a  certain  number  of  Gentlemen 
who  were  fully  prepared  to  accept  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  and  yet  vote  against 
it,  he  said  the  Irish  Party  gained  more 
by  accepting  that  arrangement.     Irish 
Members  would  do  well,  as  a  matter  of 
strategy,  to  acquiesce  in  that  arrange- 
ment,   because  the  defeat  of  the    Bill 
meant  a  Dissolution,  and  no  one  could 
say  at  the  present  moment  what  would 
be  the  decision    of   the  constituencies. 
On  two  occasions  confident  anticipations 
had  been  falsified.     He  should  like  to 
carry  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  as 
the  recognition  of  the  principle   of  a 
domestic  Legislature  for  Ireland.  Every 
day  the  country  was  more    and    more 
realizing  the  fact  that  Ireland  must  have 
a    domestic    Legislature.     If   through 
Liberal  dissensions    the    Conservatives 
came  in,  they  would  have  an  instalment 
of  Lord  Sdisbury's  20  years  of  tradi- 
tional Tory  policy.    No  doubt  the  Home 
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Bule  Members  would  do  their  best  to 
resist  that,  and  they  would  be  assisted  ; 
but  still,  a  bird  in  the  hand  was  worth 
any  number  of  birds  in  the  bush.  The 
Bill  could  be  passed  as  a  recognition  of 
its  main  principle,  and  it  would  be  in- 
finitely the  best  to  pass  it  as  a  Besolu- 
tion.  It  was  all  very  to  figlit  it  out; 
but  they  might  be  beaten.  For  his  own 
part,  speaking  honestly,  he  believed  the 
course  he  recommended  would  be  the 
best  for  Ireland  and  for  the  country. 
But  if  there  were  a  Dissolution,  he  be- 
lieved the  country,  when  it  realized  that 
the  only  alternative  was  Lord  Salisbury's 
traditional  policy  of  the  Tory  Party, 
would  declare  for  the  Bill,  which  carried 
out  the  traditional  policy  of  the  Liberal 
Party. 

The  LOED  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
rMr.  T.  D.  Sullivan)  (Dublin,  College 
Green)  said,  he  had  noticed  from  the 
opening  of  that  debate  that  a  great 
appeal  had  been  made  to  hon.  Members 
not  to  treat  the  subject  before  the  House 
as  a  Party  question.  He  had  also  no- 
ticed that  the  appeal  came  chiefly  from 
the  Tory  Members  of  the  House,  and  he 
believed  in  so  saying  that  they  were  all 
the  time  simply  playing  their  own  Tory 
game.  As  soon  as  it  was  thought  that 
all  the  birds  that  could  be  snared  were 
snared  the  piping  of  that  tune  came  to 
an  end.  As  soon  as  it  was  thought  that 
all  the  birds  had  been  gathered  into 
the  net,  the  Head  of  the  Tory  Party  an- 
nounced to  those  little  birds  that  there 
was  no  grain  for  them,  and  that  the 
spoils  of  Office  in  the  good  time  coming 
would  not  be  for  them,  but  for  the  Tory 
Party.  He  wondered  what  the  se- 
ceders from  the  Liberal  Party  thought 
when  they  heard  that  announcement. 
He  had  no  doubt  it  gave  some  of  them 
a  very  bad  quarter  of  an  hour  indeed. 
He  wished  that  this  question  should  be 
considered  nol  only  irrespective  of  Party 
considerations,  but  also  of  personal  con- 
siderations, irrespective  of  personal  spite, 
jealousy,  spleen,  or  ambition;  but  he 
did  not  think  that  the  question  had  been 
so  treated  in  the  House.  With  reference 
to  the  speech  of  Lord  Salisbury,  he 
thought  that  the  noble  Lord  had  spoken 
a  little  too  soon.  The  noble  Lord  pro- 
posed an  alternative  plan  to  that  which 
was  before  the  House.  They  had  heard 
in  the  earlier  stages  of  the  debate  about 
a  judicious  mixture.  They  always  un- 
derstood that  the  so-called  ''judicious 
mixture"  was  a  mixture  of  sweet  and 
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bitter — a  mixture  of  concession  and 
coercion ;  but  the  judicious  mixture  of 
Lord  Salisbury  was  entirely  different. 
It  was  a  mixture  of  coercion  and  emi- 
^ation ;  it  was  all  bitter  and  no  sweet. 
It  was  a  judicious  mixture  of  Kilmain- 
ham  and  Manitoba.  The  noble  Lord 
justified  all  that  by  saying  that  he  had 
no  confidence  in  the  good  faith  of  the 
Irish  Members,  or  the  good  faith  of  the 
Irish  people.  He  wished  to  remind  him 
and  the  House  of  Commons  of  an  his- 
torical fact  for  which  no  Member  of 
that  House  to-day  was  personally  re- 
sponsible—  namely,  that  in  all  the 
arrangements  and  the  Treaties  made 
between  Ireland  and  England,  Ireland 
kept  faith  and  England  broke  it.  It 
was  English  Kings,  English  Princes, 
and  English  Parliaments  that  broke 
faith  with  the  Irish  nation,  and  not  the 
Irish  nation  that  broke  faith  with  them. 
In  the  time  of  Charles  I.  the  Irish  people 
were  harried,  persecuted,  and  robbed 
by  the  Government  of  England  for  the 
profit  of  that  Monarch.  Nefi;otiations 
were  entered  into  by  the  Iris  a  Parlia- 
ment whereby,  on  consideration  of  their 
paying  into  the  coffers  of  the  King 
£120,000  within  three  years,  they  would 
get  what  were  called  certain  graces. 
The  Irish  Parliament  paid  the  first  in- 
stalment of  the  money,  and  the  English 
King  put  the  money  into  his  pocket  and 
refused  the  graces.  Who  broke  faith, 
he  should  like  to  ask,  in  this  case? 
Then,  again,  with  regard  to  the  Treaty 
of  Limerick.  This  was  a  Treaty  made 
at  the  close  of  a  long  war  which  had 
been  stiffly  fought  out  on  both  sides. 
This  Treaty  guaranteed,  among  other 
things,  freedom  of  worship  for  the  Irish 
Catholics ;  and  H  it  had  been  kept  the 

freat  trouble  which  followed  would  not 
aye  occurred,  and  the  long  enmity 
which  was  bred  thereby  would  never 
have  come  into  existence.  «  The  ink  on 
the  Treaty  was  scarcely  dry  when  it  was 
violated  by  the  King  and  the  Parliament 
of  England  ;  and  subsequent  to  that  the 
Irish  people  suffered  from  a  horrible  and 
dreary  series  of  penal  laws  and  confisca- 
tions. The  Treaty  had  hardly  been  con- 
cluded when  into  the  mouth  of  the  Shan- 
non came  reinforcements  from  France, 
which  would  have  enabled  the  Irish 
Leaders  to  carry  on  the  war,  if  they  had 
been  base  enough  to  break  the  Treaty 
which  they  had  signed.  Then,  the  Act 
of  Union  was  a  violation  of  the  solemn 
Treaty,  entered  intobetween  the  twoPar- 
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liaments,  whereby  it  was  stated  that  the 
independence  of  the  Irish  Parliament 
was  settled  and  ascertained  for  ever,  and 
was  at  no  time  to  be  questioned.  Than, 
again,  one  of  the  understandings  con- 
nected with  the  Act  of  Union  was  that 
.Catholic  Emancipation  was  immediately 
to  follow  it.  Catholic  Emancipation  was 
withheld  for  29  years,  which  might  seem 
a  brief  period  in  the  history  of  ages ;  but 
29  years  of  oppression,  suffering,  and 
persecution  was  a  long  period  for  those 
who  had  to  endure  it.  He  claimed, 
therefore,  that  the  Irish  were  faith- 
keepers,  and  the  taunt  could  not  be 
thrown  in  their  face  that  they  were 
faith- breakers,  least  of  all  by  an  English 
Nobleman.  The  whole  history  of  Ire- 
land showed  that  it  was  Ireland  kept 
its  bargains,  and  that  it  was  England 
that  broke  them.  Lord  Salisbury  said 
that  the  Irish  Representatives  would 
not  only  say  anything,  but  that  they 
would  swear  anything.  He  charged 
them,  not  only  with  being  liars  and  per- 
jurers, but  with  sympathizing  with  all 
those  criminal  and  evil  doings  which  had 
occurred  in  their  unfortunate  country. 
But  if  they  were  such  a  class  of  men  as 
that,  why  were  they  to  be  retained  at 
Westminster  for  the  protection  of  Im- 
perial interests  ?  They  were  charged 
with  being  the  implacable  enemies  of 
the  Empire,  the  irreconcilable  enemies 
of  England.  If  that  were  so,  here  it 
was,  with  their  hands  upon  the  springs 
of  Imperial  power,  that  they  could,  if 
such  was  their  desire,  on  many  and  im- 
portant and  critical  questions,  do  injury 
to  the  interests  of  this  country  and  of 
the  Empire.  But  were  they,  after  all, 
irreconcilable  enemies  of  England  and 
of  the  British  Empire  ?  There  had  been, 
no  doubt,  among  the  Irish  people  hatred 
of  British  power,  disaffection,  disloyalty 
— if  they  would— rebellion.  But  he 
would  ask  hon.  Members,  now  that  they 
had  come  to  give  more  attention  than 
ever  before  to  Irish  history  and  Irish 
affairs,  whether  they  were  surprised  that 
such  a  state  of  things  had  existed  ?  Did 
they  gather  grapes  from  thorns  or  fi&^s 
from  thistles  ?  Out  of  oppression  could 
they  have  love,  affection,  loyalty,  devo- 
tion ?  Give  the  Irish  reason  to  be  loyal. 
Aye,  give  them  even  a  fair  excuse  for 
being  loyal.  It  would  be  hoping  against 
hope  that  there  could  be  an  enthusiastic 
feeling  of  loyalty  in  Ireland  until  the 
arrangements  between  the  two  countries 
were  so  constituted  that  the  Irish  people 
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conld,  with  honour  to  themselves,  turn 
their  hearts  to  the  country  with  which 
they  were  connected,  and  the  institutions 
under  which  they  were  to  live.  He  denied 
that  the  Irish  people  were  implacable 
haters  of  England  and  of  English  insti- 
tutions, and  in  saying  so  he  was  only 
using  language  which  had  been  used 
over  and  over  again  by  the  most  trusted 
Irish  Leaders,  by  men  who  enjoyed  the 
confidence  of  the  Irish  people,  and  who 
had  suffered  for  the  Irish  cause.  John 
Martin,  who  was  concerned  in  the  '48 
movement,  who  was  transported  to  Aus- 
tralia, and  lived  there  for  some  years  in 
exile,  but  who  was  afterwards  Member 
for  the  county  of  Meath,  and  who  had 
enjoyed  the  affection  and  admiration  of 
all  who  knew  his  personal  character,  used 
these  words — 

**  Clearly  it  is  quite  possible  for  Irishmen  to 
live  happily,  prosperoosly,  and  honourably 
under  the  English  Crow^n,  and  in  connection 
with  the  English  nation.  Witness  Canada, 
Australia,  and  the  Colonies  generally.  The 
only  condition  required  is  self-government  and 
Constitutional  freedom.  With  Home  Kule.  and 
the  National  and  Constitutional  freedom  which 
Home  Rule  would  bestow  on  us,  we  might  live 
for  ages  in  friendly  connection  with  our  British 
neighbours,  giving  and  receiving  benefits  from 
the  connection." 

These  words  were  true  at  that  time ;  they 
were  true  to-day  ;  and  to  the  same  effect 
spoke  Daniel  O'Connell,  Isaac  Butt,  and 
every  other  Leader  of  the  Irish  people 
each  in  his  own  time.  He  (Mr.  T.  D. 
Sullivan)  sincerely  believed  that  under 
such  a  measure  as  was  proposed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter the  mass  of  the  Irish  people  would 
be  content ;  that  ill-feeling  against  this 
country  would  abate;  and  that  good 
feeling  would  grow  up.  They  were 
told  that  that  was  a  measure  almost  of 
separation,  and  that  it  would  inevit- 
ably lead  to  separation ;  but  those  who 
said  so  failed  to  explain  how,  and  he 
challenged  any  man  to  show  how  it 
oould  be  done.  He  wished  to  know  how 
separation  was  to  be  brought  about  be- 
tween England  and  Ireland  ?  Under  the 
conditions  of  the  Bill  Ireland  was  to  have 
no  Army,  no  Navy  j  Customs  and  Excise 
were  to  be  in  the  hands  of  the  English 
Parliament ;  and  he  would  have  supposed 
that  with  such  a  state  of  things  sepa- 
ration would  be  impossible,  especially  if 
the  "  Loyal  minority  "  were  to  remain, 
though  by  that  time  they  would  pro- 
bably have  in  Ireland  a  Loyal  majority. 
It  they  desired,  therefore,  to  h^ve  separ^* 


tion,  they  would  have  to  face  the  Loyal 
Party,  backed  by  the  whole  power  of 
the  British  Empire.  How  was  it  to  be 
done  ?  Lord  Bramwell,  in  a  letter  to 
The  Times  the  other  day,  implied  that 
that  was  a  separatist  measure,  and  one 
that  would  lead  to  separation  ;  then  by  a 
hop,  skip,  and  jump  he  went  on  to  say 
— **  Suppose  separation  effected,  Eng- 
land would  have  a  hostile  State  by  its 
side.*'  Well,  they  might,  of  course, 
suppose  anything  they  liked  ;  they  might 
suppose  that  the  cow  jumped  over  the 
moon  ;  but  they  could  not  reasonably 
suppose  any  such  thing  as  a  separation 
being  effected  under  the  terms  and 
arrangements  of  that  Bill.  Moreover, 
the  Loyal  minority  must  have  very  little 
faith  in  their  own  virtue  of  constancy, 
because  for  Ireland  to  make  the  slightest 
progress  towards  separation  it  would  be 
necessary  that  she  should  have  a  united 
people  ;  and  were  the  Loyalists  all  going 
to  turn  disloyal  ?  But  it  was  said  that 
in  the  eyes  of  foreign  nations  the  unity 
of  the  Empire  would  be  impaired  and 
its  strength  diminished  by  the  passing 
of  that  measure.  Well,  what  a  spectacle 
to  foreign  nations  was  presented  by  the 
events  of  the  last  86  years,  during  which 
these  three  United  Kingdoms,  as  they 
were  called,  had  been  almost  at  each 
other's  throats.  They  were  told  that  at 
present  a  law  which  was  not  the  law  of 
the  Parliament  of  the  United  Kingdom 
was  more  respected  and  obeyed  than  the 
law  made  by  that  authority.  What  a 
charming  evidence  that  was  to  foreign 
nations  of  the  unity  of  the  Empire !  The 
world  could  see  not  only  that  the  Irish 
people  were  not  united  in  heart  and 
feeling  with  the  Government  of  Eng- 
land, not  only  that  the  Eepresentatives  of 
Ireland  were  returned  to  the  House  for 
the  one  purpose  of  working  out  the 
liberation  of  their  own  country,  but  that 
all  over  the  habitable  globe  the  Irish 
race  were  in  sympathy  with  the  aspira- 
tions of  their  kindred  at  home,  and  con- 
tributed generously  towards  sustaining 
the  Nationalist  movement  and  caiTying 
it  to  a  successful  issue.  Again,  it  was 
alleged  that  the  Protestant  minority 
could  not  be  left  to  what  were  called  the 
tender  mercies  of  their  Eoman  Catholic 
fellow-countrymen,  on  account  of  the 
religious  bigotry  and  intolerance  of  the 
latter.  That  was  a  base,  a  cruel,  and 
an  ungrateful  calumny  upon  the  Irish 
people,  for  there  was  not  in  the  whole, 
worid  a  people  with  less  taste  for  rej^ 
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ligioQS  persecution  than  tbe  Gatholio 
people  of  Ireland.  He  could  quote  from 
a  speech  of  the  late  Mr.  John  Martin, 
to  whom  he  had  already  referred,  and 
who  was  himself  aProtestant  Nationalist, 
in  which  he  said  that  in  his  long  political 
life  he 

'*  had  neyer  read  a  word  written,  or  heard  a 
word  spoken,  by  any  of  the  Irish  Nationalists 
intimating  a  purpose  to  deprive  persons  of  £ng- 
lish  descent  or  persons  of  any  religion  prevail- 
ing in  England  of  their  property  or  of  equal 
rights  as  Irish  citizens.  In  a  self-governing 
country,  and  in  the  times  in  which  we  live, 
there  was  neither  the  inclination  nor  practically 
the  power  in  any  sect  to  wrong  and  persecute.*' 

It  was  amazing  to  hear  addresses  by 
hon.  Members  from  the  North  of  Ireland 
expressing  at  one  time  these  foolish 
fears  and  terrors  and  at  the  next  mo- 
ment a  lot  of  ridiculous  braggadocio.  In 
an  Irish  Parliament  the  Protestants 
would  have  their  share,  and  more  than 
their  share,  of  influence,  place,  and 
power ;  and  it  was  only  natural  and  a 
matter  of  plain  policy,  to  say  nothing  of 
principle,  that  the  Catholics  should  de- 
sire their  Protestant  countrymen  to  take 
their  fair  position  in  an  Irish  Parlia- 
ment. Why,  then,  should  these  chi- 
merical yisionsof  persecution,  oppression, 
and  robbery  be  conjured  up  against 
them  ?  Mr.  Isaac  Butt  had  also  charac- 
terized the  apprehensions  of  danger  to 
Protestant  liberty  from  an  Irish  Parlia- 
ment as  not  only  absurd,  but  as  unworthy 
of  men  who  were  strong  enough  to  protect 
themselves  with  their  own  right  arms 
against  oppression.  Mr.  O'Connell  de- 
clared that  he  would  rather  take  an 
Irish  Protestant  Parliament  back  again, 
and  take  the  penal  laws  with  them,  than 
have  Ireland  without  a  native  Parlia- 
ment. That  was  no  chance  expression 
of  O'Connell's,  but  one  deliberately 
made  and  published.  When  there  was 
a  Protestant  Parliament  in  Ireland  it 
protected  Irish  rights,  fostered  Irish  in- 
dustry, developed  Irish  trade  and  com- 
merce, and  its  liberalizing  spirit  was  in- 
creasing every  day.  O'Connell  pre- 
sented a  Petition  with  the  signatures  of 
80,000  Boman  Catholics  in  favour  of  the 
removal  of  the  Dissenters'  disabilitiep, 
and  he  had  worked  hard  in  this  cause. 
On  one  occasion,  before  the  Dublin  Cor- 
poration, he  said — 

'*  This  hand  drew  up  a  Petition  in  favour  of 
the  freedom  of  Protestant  Dissenters  in  Eng- 
land. It  was  twice  approved  of  hy  the  private 
committee  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Association, 
twice  hy  the  Association  itself.    It  was  after- 
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wards  carried  unanimously  at  an  aggregate 
meeting  of  Catholics  in  Clarendon  Street  chapel, 
where  its  adoption  was  proposed  by  a  Carmelite 
friar.  It  was  presented  to  Parliament  with  several 
thousand  signatures,  and  within  a  few  weeks 
after  its  presentation  they  were  liberated." 

Let  the  Protestant  Dissenters  of  Eng- 
land not  forget  that  O'Connell  took  an 
effective  part  in  securing  their  libera- 
tion. He  would  also  point  out  that 
when  the  Irish  Protestant  Church  was 
disestablished  there  was  not  a  single 
demonstration  of  triumph  in  Ireland 
that  could  be  offensive  to  the  ascen- 
dancy class,  which  then  got  its  knock- 
down blow.  There  was  no  jeer  or  insult 
or  vaunting  over  those  who  had  thus 
been  defeated.  Nothing  was  done  that 
could  give  offence  to  the  Protestants. 
Were  those  the  signs  of  an  intolerant 
people?  On  the  contrary,  they  were 
the  signs  of  a  fair-minded  and  kindly 
people  who  strove  hard  for  justice,  who 
did  not  want  for  themselves  any  ascen- 
dancy over  their  Protestant  fellow- 
countrymen,  but  who  desired  to  form 
with  them  a  united  and  prosperous  Irish 
nation.  It  was  said  that  Ulster  would 
not  have  this  measure ;  but  the  word 
**  Ulster"  was  being  used  most  fraudu- 
lently by  many  persons.  Under  cover 
of  this  word  it  was  attempted  to  convey 
the  false  impression  to  the  English  mind 
that  the  people  of  Ulster  were  prac- 
tically all  Protestants  and  Anti-Na- 
tionalists ;  but  in  five  of  the  nine  counties 
of  Ulster  the  Boman  Catholics  prepon- 
derated, and  Ulster,  as  a  whole,  had  re- 
turned a  majority  of  Nationalist  Mem- 
bers to  the  present  Parliament.  If  hon. 
Members  looked  into  this  point  they 
would  perceive  the  imposture  of  talking 
as  if  Ulster  was  united  in  opposition  to 
Home  Bulo.  It  was  said  that  ''Ulster 
would  arm  "  and  resist.  The  Orange- 
men of  Ulster  said  so  themselves ;  but 
exactly  the  same  sort  of  trash  was  talked 
by  them  when  it  was  proposed  to  dis- 
establish the  Irish  Church.  He  would 
verify  this  fact  with  a  few  quotations. 
At  a  meeting  held  in  the  Chapter  Boom 
of  St.  Patrick's  Cathedral,  Dublin,  on 
the  31st  of  March,  1869,  the  senior 
Member  for  Dublin  University  (Mr. 
Plunket)  said — 

"  We  will  appeal  to  oiir  hrother  Protestants 
in  England  and  Scotland  and  Wales  in  this  last 
awful  hour  of  our  fortunes.  We  will  call  upon 
them  not  to  allow  these  provisions  to  he  made 
law  to  hamper  our  organization.*' 

Now  thejr  must  look  for  the  thunder— 
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*' And  not  to  drive  us  again  to  that  old  kind 
of  material  and  physical  resistance  -which  ac- 
companied the  first  protesting  of  our  forefathers 
three  centuries  ago,  which  accompanied  the 
second  protest  in  this  Kingdom  by  our  fore- 
fathers 200  years  ago,  which  accompanied 
the  glorious  struggle  for  liberty  and  Protes- 
tantism of  our  predecessors,  and  was  a  pro- 
test in  act  and  word  which  they  were  willing  to 
seal  with  their  blood  in  martyrdom  and  battle, 
if  need  be,  to  protest  against  the  oppression  and 
the  slavery  of  a  system  which  they  could  not, 
and  should  not,  and  which  their  descendants 
never  will,  submit  to." 

He  was  glad  to  see  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, the  **la3t  awful  hour"  of  whose  for- 
tunes had  come  many  years  ago,  nothing 
the  worse  for  it,  but  still  smiling  and 
radiant.  At  another  demonstration  on 
June  17,  1869,  in  Tyrone,  the  chair- 
man of  the  meeting,  a  D.G.M.  of  the 
Orange  Lodge — for  all  Orangemen  were 
either  g^and  or  demi-grand — said  that — 

'*  They  would  be  all  ready  at  the  roll  of  the 
drum  to  strike  a  blow  for  their  country  with 
their  Minie  rifles,  asjwere^their  fathers  before 
them." 

Then,  as  now.  they  talked  a  great  deal 
about  the  battle  of  the  Boyne,  and  about 
arming  themselves  for  another  battle  of 
the  kind.  Their  talk  about  the  battle 
of  the  Boyne  was  as  great  a  fraud  as 
their  talk  about  Ulster.  They  take 
the  whole  credit  of  it  to  themselves. 
Why,  the  Irish  Protestants  at  the  battle 
of  the  Boyne  formed  only  one- eighth  of 
King  William's  Army,  and  as  an  Irish- 
man he  was  almost  ashamed  to  say  that 
they  were  the  least  effective  portion  of  it. 
Those  terrible  people,  who  were  ready 
to  fight  the  battle  of  the  Boyne  over  and 
over  again,  were  descendants  of  the  only 
portion  of  William's  Army  which  was 
routed ;  they  were  routed  by  the  Irish 
Horse,  and  itrequired  King  William  him- 
self to  rally  them.  The  strength  of  King 
William's  Army  lay  in  the  seasoned  and 
trained  troops  that  ho  had  gathered 
from  every  part  of  Europe,  and  in  the 
fact  that  it  had  a  brilliant  general  at 
its  head.  The  House  would  thus  see 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  above  the  Gang- 
way took  honours  that  did  not  belong 
to  them.  Then,  how  had  the  loyalty  of 
the  Ulster  Orangemen  been  displayed  ? 
When  there  was  a  talk  of  disestablish- 
ing the  Irish  Church  there  was  a  threat 
that  20,000  Ulster  Orangemen  would 
hold  a  meeting  in  Hyde  Park,  and  the 
only  difficulty  they  were  told  in  the 
matter  was  the  fact  that  the  Great 
Northern  Eailway  could  not  find  trans- 


port for  them.  A  Ftotestaut  clergyman 
on  the  26th  of  July,  1861,  in  a  letter 
to  The  Daily  Expreee^  Dublin,  recom- 
mended a  deputation  of  the  '^rank, 
wealth,  and  intelligence,"  of  Ireland  to 
proceed  to  London,  walking  on  foot 
through  the  streets,  and  demand  admit- 
tance to  the  Queen's  Palace  in  order  to 
impress  upon  Her  Majesty  that  in 
assenting  to  any  measure  for  carrying 
out  that  proposal  she  would  be  violating 
her  Coronation  Oath — thus  making  out 
that  Her  Majesty  would  be  a  perjurer 
if  she  ratified  an  Act  of  Parliament. 
This  was  the  language  which  was  held 
by  the  Loyal  minority  of  Ulster.  But 
that  was  not  enough  to  show  their 
loyalty.  This  Loyal  minority  threatened 
to  invade  the  House  of  Commons.  He 
gathered  from  what  occurred  that  some 
of  their  orators  did  not  receive  as 
patient  a  hearing  in  that  House  as  they 
wished,  or  as  the  Orange  Party  in  Ire- 
land thought  they  ought  to  receive.  The 
present  Members  of  the  Irish  Party 
were  not  in  the  House  then,  so  they 
could  not  be  held  responsible  for  what 
occurred  at  that  time.  The  way  the 
Ulster  Hepresentatives  were  treated  in 
that  House  gave  rise  to  great  resent- 
ment over  the  way,  and  one  of  their 
spokesmen — the  Rev.  Leslie  Carter — 
thus  referred  to  the  House  of  Commons — 

*'  The  Orangemen  will  not  allow-  Gladstone 
and  his  crew  to  trample  down  the  Protestants. 
They  would  appeal  to  the  House  of  Commons  to 
listen  to  the  voice  of  Ulster.  Only  a  Channel 
rolled  between  them.** 

What  a  fortunate  escape  for  the  British 
House  of  Commons  that  the  Channel  did 
roll  between  them  and  those  desperate 
men  !  Their  spokesman  continued  that — 

"  The  Protestants  of  the  North  would  march 
to  the  House  of  Commons,  and  compel  their 
enemies  to  be  silent  whilst  their  Hepresentativer 
were  speaking." 

He  supposed  thiit  it  would  come  to  that 
by- and- bye.  One  of  the  orators  of  the 
North  on  this  subject  actually  blossomed 
into  verse.  Here  are  some  of  the  lines 
— he  knew  not  whence  they  came— this 
orator  had  used — 

*'  Our  bosoms  we*  11  bare  to  the  flowing  strife. 
Our  vows  are  recorded  on  high. 
To  prevail  in  the  cause  that  is  dearer  than  lif0. 
Or  crushed  in  its  ruins  to  die." 

At  the  time  of  the  Disestablishment  of 
the  Irish  Church  even  harder  things  were 
said  of  the  Prime  Minister  than  were  said 
of  him  now.  For  example,  one  reverend 
gentleman  called  him  nothing  lees  than  • 
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Maher-Bhalal-liash-baz.  And  when  called 
upon  to  give  the  meaning  of  tlie  ap- 
pellation, he  referred  his  interrogators 
to  Isaiah,  chapter  8.  But  a  very  belli- 
gerent spirit  was  evinced  in  that  House 
at  the  present  time  by  Hepresentatives 
who  were  not  ashamed  to  incite  to  civil 
strife.  One  of  these  Representatives  al- 
ways reminded  him  (Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan), 
when  he  rose  to  speak,  of  the  Scriptural 
description  of  the  war-horse.  He  re- 
ferred to  the  Bepresentative  of  North 
Armagh  (Major  Saunderson).  "  His 
neck  is  clothed  with  thunder,  the  glare 
of  his  nostrils  is  terrible,  and  he  smelleth 
the  battle  afar  off,  the  thunder  of  the 
captains  and  the  shoutings."  He 
thought  some  excuse  might  be  urged 
for  some  of  the  Orangemen  who  used 
the  language  to  which  they  were  now 
accustomed  —  men  who  were  brought 
up  in  an  atmosphere  of  suspicion 
and  hate  of  their  Catholic  fellow- 
countrymen.  He  was  amazed  at  the 
extent  to  which  their  minds  dwelt 
upon  the  history  of  the  past  of  strife  and 
bloodshed.  He  was  sure  that,  as  far  as 
one  of  those  bon.  Members  was  con- 
cerned, his  dreams  at  night  were  of  King 
William;  that  he  imagined  himself 
mounted  on  a  great  white  horse,  with 
his  sword  in  hand,  charging  by  the  side 
of  King  William  at  the  battle  of  the 
Boyne,  smiting  the  unfortunate  Papists 
hip  and  thigh.  But,  whatever  excuse 
could  be  made  for  such  silly  speeches  as 
they  had  heard  from  some  of  the  Ulster 
Members,  there  were  many  men  in  this 
country,  and  in  this  Parliament,  aiding 
and  abetting  that  evil  work,  who  had 
not  the  same  excuse.  No  such  excuse 
could  be  oflfered  on  behalf  of  the  lively 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill),  who,  only  a  few  weeks  ago, 
was  doing  his  best  to  educate  the  Tory 
Party  up  to  Home  Rule,  but  who.  with 
the  agility  of  a  squirrel,  had  hopped  off 
that  branch  of  the  tree  on  to  another. 
Nor  could  any  such  excuse  be  urged 
for  a  cold-blooded  and  calculating 
English  politician  (Mr.  J.  Chamber- 
lain), whom  nobody  suspected  of  being 
moved  by  religious  passion,  and  who, 
though  deeply  committed  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  Home  Rule,  had  not  scrupled  to 
give  encouragement  to  the  men  who 
were  doing  their  best  to  re-kindle  the 
baneful  fires  of  religious  animosity  in 
Ireland.  But  after  all  that  was  said  and 
written,  it  was  certain  that  the  ma- 
jority of  hon.  Members  of  that  House 
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agreed  in  the  belief  that  something  must 
be  done  for  Ireland,  and  that  the  pre- 
sent order,  or  rather  disorder,  of  things 
should  no  longer  be  allowed  to  continue. 
That  being  the  general  feeling,  why  not, 
he  would  say,  in  the  words  of  the  late 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  **  do  the  thing  hand- 
somely?" Let  them  pass  a  large  and 
generous  measure  which  would  win  the 
hearts  of  the  Irish  people,  remembering 
that  if  they  should  fail  to  win  those 
hearts  any  measures  which  they  might 
pass  in  London  for  the  better  govern- 
ment of  Ireland  would  be  of  small  avail. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamber- 
lain) some  time  ago  said,  with  reference 
to  his  scheme  for  National  Councils — 

**  The  notion  was  a  very  good  notion 

But  it  has,  at  the  present  moment,  one  fatal 
defect— if  bon.  Members  opposite  (referring 
to  the  Home  Rule  Members)  were  at  any  time 
disposed  to  give  it  their  consideration  tbey  are 
no  longer  willing  to  do  so ;  they  reject  it ;  and, 
under  those  circumstances,  Heaven  foref end  that 
any  English  Party  or  statesman  should  attempt 
to  impose  that  benefit  upon  them." — (3  Sanmtrd^ 
[304]  1203.) 

If  that  was  a  good  reason  for  abandon- 
ing the  idea  of  National  Councils,  was 
it  not  an  equally  good  reason  for  aban- 
doning the  newer  project  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  brought  forwa^  ? 
This  more  recent  idea  of  his  had  the 
same  fatal  defect;  it  was  not  accepted 
by  the  Irish  Members,  and  would  not 
be  accepted  by  the  Irish  people.  The 
measure  of  the  Prime  Minister,  on  the 
other  hand,  had  the  crowning  merit  of 
being  regarded  as  satisfactory  by  the 
Irish  race  throughout  the  world.  If 
that  were  so,  he  would  ask  hon. 
Members  why  discard  it?  It  would 
not  injure  them,  and  would  satisfy  the 
Irish  people.  It  would  give  peace, 
happiness,  and  quiet  to  Ireland.  Why, 
therefore,  could  they  not  vote  for  a  mea- 
sure fraught  with  such  happy  promise  ? 
England  had  done  many  things  of  which 
her  sons  were  proud.  She  had  won  vic- 
tories by  sea  and  land ;  but  the  passing 
of  this  measure  would  be  a  nobler  vic- 
tory than  any  won  for  her  amid  the 
thunder  of  her  g^ns ;  and  the  record  of  it 
would  form,  not  only  one  of  the  proudest 
chapters  in  her  history,  but  one  of  the 
brightest  chapters  in  the  history  of  the 
human  race.  It  would  constitute  a  noUe 
lesson  to  strong  nations,  and  would  leafe 
a  mark  upon  the  sands  of  time  which,  in 
after  years,  some  forlorn  and  trampled 
people  seeing,  would  take  heart  again. 
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To  the  winning  of  sucli  a  glorious  vic- 
tory over  vain  pride,  over  prejudice,  over 
ancient  hate,  and  long-continued  in- 
justice, the  Representatives  of  Ireland 
now  invited  the  Parliament  and  the 
people  of  England. 

^  Mb.  HANBURY  (PrestonJ  said,  he 
sincerely  agreed  with  the  last  speaker 
in  the  hope  that  they  would  not  bring 
into  this  important  question,  which  was 
a  purely  political  one,  any  of  the  old  re- 
ligious animosities  amongst  the  people 
of  Ireland,  or  draw  comparisons  between 
the  loyalty  of  Protestants  and  Catholics. 
He  believed  there  was  just  as  much 
loyalty  to  be  found  among  the  Catholics 
of  Ireland,  as  such,  as  among  the  Pro- 
testants, and  he  trusted  that  this  ques- 
tion would  not  be  discredited  by  the  ex- 
hibition .  of  religious  animosity.  He 
went  a  long  way  with  the  hon.  Member 
in  his  account  of  the  wrongs  of  Ireland. 
It  was  not  necessary  for  any  man  who 
felt  that  this  Bill  degraded  Ireland  as 
much  as  it  weakened  the  Empire  to 
forget  the  long  claims  which  Irelnad 
must  have  upon  the  sympathies  of  any 
Englishman  who  had  read  one  single 
page  in  the  many  dark  chapters  in  the 
history  of  Ireland.  He  would  go  further 
and  say,  without  disagreeing  with  his 
hon.  Friends  around  him,  that  the  Par- 
liament of  Ireland  was  a  sham  Parlia- 
ment from  beginning  to  end,  with  the 
exception  of  a  very  few  years,  and  that 
the  JExecutive  of  Ireland  was  almost 
entirely  English  at  a  time  when  the 
Executive  meant  more  and  the  Parlia- 
ment less.  He  acknowledged  that  upon 
English  shoulders  must  rest  much  of  the 
responsibility  for  the  evils  from  which 
Ireland  had  sufifered.  Moreover,  a  great 
many  of  those  wrongs  remained  to  the 
present  day.  One  of  the  grossest  wrongs 
wldch  the  people  of  Ireland  had  suffered 
was  in  connection  with  land;  for  we 
had  crushed  out  the  industries  of  Ire- 
land, and  had  thereby  thrown  the  people 
upon  the  land  as  their  sole  means  of 
existence.  He  did  not  want  to  forget 
these  things ;  and  though  we  had  tried 
in  recent  years  to  redress  some  of  the 
wrongs  from  which  the  Irish  people  had 
suffered,  yet  something,  perhaps,  even 
worse  had  sprung  up.  Ireland  had  be- 
come the  shuttlecock  of  English  contend- 
ing Parties.  English  Parties  had  indeed 
treated  that  unhappy  country  as  if  they 
were  playing  at  a  game  of  beggar- my- 
neighbour,  both  Parties  making  bids  for 
Irish  votes.     He  would  go  even  further 


than  that,  and  admit  that  long  after  the 
wrongs  to  which  he  referred — long  after 
the  memories  even  of  the  wrongs  had 
died  out — those  wrongs  left  their  mark 
upon  the  people,  upon  the  descendants 
of  the  people  who  suffered  them.  But 
it  might  be  said — **  Why,  if  you  admit 
all  these  things,  do  you  not  accept  the 
solution  of  the  difficulty  which  is  offered 
to  the  country  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Prime  Minister?"  He  would 
tell  them  why.  Because  the  present  con- 
dition of  Ireland,  and  the  present  feel- 
ings entertained  by  the  people,  were  the 
result  of  the  growth  of  time,  and  he  held 
that  it  was  impossible  to  cure  the  evil  by 
means  of  one  hazardous  experiment. 
They  could  not  hope  to  instil  at  once 
into  the  minds  of  the  people  of  Ireland 
the  political  qualities  and  capacities 
necessary  for  self-government,  when  they 
had  not  given  them  the  means  and  the 
opportuities  for  political  education.  Could 
they  expect  the  people  of  a  country  in 
which  the  first  elements  of  civilization 
were  wanting — [^Cries  of  "  Oh,  oh !  "] — 
those  were  the  words  of  the  Pnme 
Minister  himself — he  asked,  could  they 
expect  such  a  people  to  enter  at  once 
successfully  into  the  work  of  self-govern- 
ment ?  And,  he  asked,  could  they  expect 
it  at  a  time  when  the  Land  League 
was  exercising  a  tyranny  over  people 
more  cruel  than  ever  King  Theebaw 
exercised  over  the  people  of  Burmah  ? 
It  had  been  said  that  the  democracy  of 
England  had  now  come  into  power,  and 
would  do  justice.  He  was  sure  the  de- 
mocracy would  do  justice ;  but  he  denied 
that  it  was  a  time  to  cast  aside  Ireland. 
If  the  Bill  was  as  just  to  Ireland  as  he 
believed  it  to  be  unjust,  and  if  it  satisfied 
their  sentimental  fancies,  or  what  he 
believed  were  the  material  wants  and  ne- 
cessities  of  Ireland,  instead  of  degrading 
and  impoverishing  the  country,  as  he 
believed  it  would  do,  he  should  still  re- 
fuse to  support  it,  because  Ireland  con- 
tained a  population  of  only  5,000,000 
out  of  the  300,000,000  which  made  up 
the  British  Empire,  and  he  considered 
that  the  great  bulk  of  the  Empire  was 
entitled  to  the  first  consideration.  The 
people  of  this  country — and  he  could 
speak  especially  for  the  working  men  of 
Lancashire — were  beginning  to  see  the 
immense  importance  of  the  great  Im- 
perial federation ;  but  the  unity  of  the 
Empire  was  not  the  question  at  all. 
It  was  the  unity  of  the  United  . 
Kingdom — the  heart  and  centre  of  tjie  |g 
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Empire— that  was  at  stake,  and  it  was 
a  union  of  which  Ireland  should  be 
proud  to  be  a  member.  He  believed 
the  Irishmen  outside  Ireland  had,  per- 
haps, done  more  to  win  the  British  Em- 
pire, to  raise  it  to  its  present  g^eat 
position,  and  to  people  it.  than  even  the 
English  or  the  Scotch,  and  at  the  pre- 
sent  moment  were,  perhaps,  doing  more 
to  govern  it.  There  were  special  reasons 
why  Ireland  should  still  remain  side  by 
side  with  England,  a  portion  of  the  go- 
verning body  of  the  Empire.  One  great 
reason  was  that  all  the  Irishmen  in  the 
Empire  did  not  reside  within  the  limits 
of  tfiese  Islands.  Looking  to  the  vast 
number  of  Irish  centres  in  our  Colonies, 
supposing  the  Irish  Members  were 
driven  from  that  House,  he  doubted  whe- 
ther thelrish  in  the  Colonies  would  be  con- 
tent to  be  governed  by  a  Parliament  from 
which  the  mother  land  was  excluded. 
Even  if  the  Irish  in  the  Colonies  were 
willing  to  recognize  such  a  Parliament, 
ho  wanted  to  know  whether  the  conse- 
quences would  be  such  as  to  increase  the 
number  of  Loyalists  in  our  Colonies  ? 
The  Prime  Minister  could  not  stop  with 
Ireland,  because  this  Home  Bale  was  a 
solvent  of  almost  universal  application. 
The  Prime  Minister  intimated  his  readi- 
ness to  grant  self-government  to  Eng- 
land, Scotland,  and  Wales;  but  to  be 
consistent  that  must  be  followed  out 
with  regard  to  every  country  town  and 
village.  As  to  Scotland  and  Wales,  he 
held  that  they  had  greater  claims  to 
self-government  than  Ireland,  because 
Scotland  had  been  more  of  an  indepen- 
dent nation  than  ever  Ireland  was,  and 
Wales  retained  its  language,  a  great 
mark  of  national  sentiment,  whereas  the 
language  of  Ireland  was  dying  out 
every  day.  If  Scotland  and  Wales  had 
as  great  or  greater  claims  than  Ireland 
to  Homo  Eule,  and  if  it  were  claimed 
and  conceded,  a  further  burden  of  taxa- 
tion must  fall  upon  poor  unfortunate 
England.  If  Scotland  were  to  choose  to 
claim  such  a  Bill  as  this,  the  taxation  of 
Scotland  would  be  £2,500,000  less  than 
at  present ;  and  the  result  would  be  that 
the  whole  taxation  necessary  to  bear  the 
burden  of  the  Empire  would  fall  upon 
England,  and  England  alone,  with  the 
exception  of  a  fixed  amount  paid  by 
Scotland  and  by  Ireland.  This  was  not  a 
state  of  things  that  England  would  be 
able  to  bear.  Then  they  were  told  that 
the  Bill  would  not  lead  to  separation 
from  England.     Ho  ventured  to  say  that 
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the  very  degradation  that  the  Bill  im- 
posed upon  Ireland  would  tend  to  bring 
about  this  separation.  \^Cheer»  from  the 
Irish  Member f.'\  Well,  he  had  heard 
the  cheers  from  the  Irish  Members  with 
no  surprise.  They  cheered  the  state- 
ment, showing  that  they  believed  what 
he  had  said.  The  tone  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  lately  changed  in  the  House. 
No  longer  did  they  hear  the  snortine  of 
the  war-horse  when  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway  addressed  the  House.  Now 
it  was  with  •*  bated  breath  and  whisper- 
ing humbleness."  Either  hon.  Members 
were  over- acting  their  part,  or  they  were 
too  meek  entirely.  He  wanted  to  know 
what  were  the  present  national  aspira-^ 
tions  of  the  Irish  Members  ?  Their  tone 
before  the  General  Election  was  very 
different  to  what  it  was  now.  He  wanted 
to  know  whether,  if  they  were  to  have 
an  Irish  Parliament  of  their  own,  they 
had  been  commissioned  by  their  consti- 
tuents to  accept  a  measure  like  the  pre- 
sent, with  all  its  qualifications?  They 
had  been  told  that  the  last  link  between 
the  two  countries  was  the  Crown.  He 
would  like  to  ask  if  it  was  not  a  fact 
that  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  T.  D.  Sulli- 
van), who  now  presided  at  the  Mansion 
House  in  Dublin,  caused  a  rag  with  a 
crownless  harp  to  wave  over  his  official 
residence?  Therefore,  it  would  seem 
from  this  that  the  last  link  of  the  Crown 
had  disappeared  already.  [Mr.  T.  D. 
Sullivan:  I  will  explain  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  if  he  will  permit  me.]  The 
Bill  before  the  House  would  allow  Ire- 
land to  sink  from  being  a  Sister  Country 
into  the  position  of  a  tributary  and  vassal 
State.  He,  for  one,  would  not  allow,  if 
he  could  help  it,  Ireland  to  sink  from  the 
position  she  held  side  by  side  with  the 
people  of  England  and  Scotland,  and  to 
put  on  the  old  Parliamentary  clothes 
which  England  had  already  discarded, 
in  the  shape  of  property  qualifications 
for  Members  with  taxation  without  re- 
presentation. If  the  Irish  Members  did 
not  represent  the  people  of  Ireland  on 
the  question  of  nationfuity,  did  they  re- 
present them  on  the  question  of  the  land, 
which  he  believed  to  be  at  the  bottom  of 
the  whole  of  this  matter  ?  If  they  did 
not  represent  them  on  the  Land  Question 
they  did  not  represent  them  on  any  ques- 
tion at  all.  He  believed  that  the  people 
of  Ireland  were  bribed  to  vote  for  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  by  pro- 
mises with  regard  to  the  land,  and  would 
they  accept  this  Bill,  which  provided 
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for  the  payment  of  a  tribute  to  a  foreign 
State?  Anyone  who  had  watched  the 
current  of  public  opinion  in  Ireland 
before  the  General  Election  must  have 
Been  that  the  question  of  the  land  was 
placed  before  that  of  nationality ;  and, 
indeed,  his  own  opiniou  was  that  the 
question  of  the  land  was  behind  the 
whole  difficulty  in  Ireland.  Again,  he 
wanted  to  know  whether,  if  they  repre- 
sented neither  a  nationality  nor  the  land, 
they  represented  that  combination  of 
different  interests-^the  priesthood,  for 
instance — and  were  commissioned  to 
accept  a  Bill  which  said  that  never, 
under  any  circumstances  whatever,  should 
the  Boman  Catholic  religion  be  endowed 
in  Ireland  ?  [  Cheers,']  They  might  cheer 
now,  but  that  was  not  what  they  told 
their  constituents  at  the  General  Elec- 
tion. Then,  with  regard  to  finance,  what 
a  degraded  position  would  Ireland  find 
herself  in  with  three- fourths  of  her  Be- 
venue  collected  and  paid  to  a  Foreign 
State,  with  a  Beceiver  General  to  receive 
the  money,  as  the  people  were  not  to  be 
trusted,  just  as  a  similar  officer  was  ap- 
pointed to  receive  the  taxes  of  the 
Egyptian  people.  But  not  only  was 
there  to  be  a  Beceiver  General,  but  there 
were  to  be  two  sets  of  Judges,  because 
the  Irish  people  could  not  be  trusted  to 
deal  with  the  Bevenues  when  collected. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell),  in,  perhaps,  the  only  speech 
in  which  he  declared  to  having  a  policy 
at  all,  told  the  people  of  Ireland  that  he 
should  be  prepared  to  protect  their  native 
industries ;  but  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House  would  not  enable  him  to  do  that, 
because  the  taxes  would  be  levied  by  the 
English  Parliament,  and  thus  the  hon. 
Member  and  his  Friends  would  be  left 
with  a  grievance.  The  Bill  would  be 
full  of  grievances,  and  new  grievances, 
too,  that  would  suit  the  American  pay- 
master; for  the  more  grievances  there 
were  in  Ireland  the  more  reason  and 
ground  would  there  be  to  agitate  for  the 
final  separation  of  the  two  countries. 
He  maintained  that  the  degradation  im- 
posed upon  Ireland  by  this  Bill,  accepted 
as  it  was  by  the  men  who  sat  IdcIow  the 
Gangway  on  totally  different  terms  from 
anything  they  mentioned  before  the 
General  Election,  was  a  degradation 
which  neither  the  people  of  Scotland  or 
Wales  would  accept,  nor  did  he  believe 
that  the  Irish  Members  themselves,  nor 
the  Irish  people,  would  accept  the  mea- 
Biire,  if  there  was  one  spark  of  manhood 


among  them.  At  pi^esent  they  derived 
every  possible  advantage  from  beiug 
connected  with  a  free  country.  For  these 
reasons,  he  did  not  believe  the  Bill 
would  be  permanent,  and  a  termination 
of  the  contest.  The  Prime  Minister  was 
not  himself,  until  recently,  in  favour  of 
the  principle  of  his  own  Bill.  It  would 
be  found  that  by  its  provisions  the  Prime 
Minister  was  placing  the  people  of  Ire- 
land in  a  garden,  every  tree  of  which 
was  laden  with  forbidden  fruit,  and  he 
was  placing  them  in  a  garden  where 
there  was  a  man  tempting  them  on  to 
that  very  separation  which,  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  he  was  accustomed  to  de- 
precate. Twice  in  the  course  of  his 
speech  on  moving  the  second  reading 
the  Prime  Minister  distinctly  said  it  was 
only  at  this  moment  that  he  was  not  in 
favour  of  repeal.  Was  not  that  placing 
a  strong  temptation  in  the  way  of  sepa- 
ration before  the  Irish  people  ?  Besides, 
there  was  in  this  garden  a  tree  of  know- 
ledge which  would  be  more  fatal  to  the 
Irish  people  than  if  they  had  continued 
their  connection  with  the  English  Parlia- 
ment, or  than  anything  which  was  done 
even  in  the  worst  days  of  English  op- 
pression. They  had  learnt  lessons 
already  from  Mr.  Gladstone's  policy  in 
dealing  with  Ireland.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork,  in  1881, 
had  stated  that  the  Prime  Minister 
would  yield  to  the  people  of  the  Trans- 
vaal what  they  demanded,  and  that  he 
would  eat  his  own  words.  Well,  that 
turned  out  to  be  the  fact  very  soon  after- 
wards, as  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  had 
predicted.  Then  the  Prime  Minister  told 
them  that  the  Irish  would  not  put  up  with 
English  rule  because  our  laws  came  to 
them  in  a  foreign  garb  ;  but  that  was  an 
argument  which  must  fall  to  the  ground 
at  once  when  looked  into.  It  was  a 
most  remarkable  fact  that,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  agrarian  crime,  Ireland  was 
more  free  from  law-breaking  than,  per- 
haps, any  other  nation.  The  crime, 
apart  from  agrarian  crime,  committed  in 
Ireland,  was  a  great  deal  less  than  that 
committed  by  the  Irish  who  lived  outside 
Ireland.  More  than  that,  an  Irishman 
was  more  amenable  to  English  law  than 
were  either  the  Scotchman  or  the  Eng- 
lishman. Since  the  death  of  Lord 
Palmerston,  an  Irishman  who  knew  his 
country  and  how  to  deal  with  his  coun- 
trymen, after  Mr.  Disraeli  had  out- 
generalled  the  present  Prime  Minister 
with  the  English  democracy,  the  Prime 

""^pburthNiffM:]  ^ 


1363 


Oovemmmi  of 


{COMMONS} 


Ireland  Bill. 


1364 


Minister  had  turned  to  the  Irish  demo- 
cracy. In  spite  of  his  50  years  of  public 
service,  the  Prime  Minister  had  come  as 
a  novice  to  Irish  affairs  20  years  ago, 
and  he  had  been  less  in  sympathy  with 
Ireland  than  with  any  other  portion  of 
the  Three  Kingdoms.  Why  was  it  that 
Scotland  was  contented,  while  Ireland 
was  not  ?  Scotland  had  had  no  more 
advantages  given  to  her  than  Ireland 
had  had.  Some  20  years  ago  Ireland 
was  becoming  more  and  more  contented. 
But  though  the  Prime  Minister  came 
upon  the  scene  at  that  time,  he  had 
hardly  given  his  attention  to  the  subject 
of  the  ^eatment  of  Ireland  at  all.  He 
ought  to  have  been  the  best  man  to  deal 
with  the  matter,  for  he  had  more  oppor- 
tunities than  any  other  man  to  make 
himself  acquainted  with  the  subject. 
He  lived  near  to  Ireland,  but  it  seemed 
as  if  all  his  experience  had  been 
gathered  from  the  Irish  officials.  If 
the  Irish  people  had  been  governed  as 
the  Scotch  had  been  governed,  by  their 
own  people,  the  complaints  that  had 
been  made  would  never  have  been  put 
forward.  When  in  Scotland  the  Prime 
Minister  dwelt  upon  bis  connection  with 
Scotland,  in  England  he  was  a  full- 
blooded  Englishman,  and  when  in  Wales 
he  spoke  of  his  connection  with  that 
country;  but  he  had  never  heard  a 
speech  of  the  Prime  Minister  in  which 
he  had  said  that  he  had  any  connection 
with  Ireland.  It  would  be  possible  for 
the  Prime  Minister  to  leave  his  home  in 
Wales  and  go  over  to  Ireland  to  learn 
the  real  state  of  affairs  in  that  country. 
If  Irish  affairs  had  been  managed  by 
Irishmen,  and  Scotch  affairs  had  been 
managed  by  Scotchmen,  the  present 
state  of  the  country  would  be  much 
more  satisfactory  than  it  was.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow,  who  formerly  re- 
presented an  Irish  constituency  (Mr. 
Mitchell  Henry),  bad  stated  that  within 
his  recollection  Irish  Members  had  never 
been  consulted  on  Irish  legislation.  The 
Prime  Minister's  main  argument  for  the 
Bill  was  itself  an  insult  to  Ireland. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not 
willing  that  Irish  Members  should  sit 
in  that  House,  because  there  was  not 
enough  ability  in  the  country  to  furnish 
Bepresentatives  to  two  Parliaments. 
Why  had  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  not 
disclosed  what  his  scheme  was?  The 
present  Bill,  which  was  really  a  break-up 
of  the  Empire,  was  one  of   the  many 
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so-called  "messages  of  peace"  to  Ire- 
land, and  would,  like  its  predecessors, 
end  in  war,  as  it  would  hand  over  the 
government  of  Ireland  to  men  who  would 
allow  no  peace  to  subsist  either  between 
the  rich  or  the  poor  in  that  country. 
Why  should  not  the  House  try  to  satisfy 
Ireland  as  they  had  satisfied  Scotland  ? 
Any  measure  which  degraded  Ireland  as 
this  did  could  not  be  a  measure  of  peace 
to  that  country.  He  contended  that  this 
was  no  measure  of  peace  that  they  were 
sending  to  the  Irish  people.  Then 
again,  they  had  been  told  that  if  the 
Bill  did  not  pass  there  would  be  an  ap- 
peal to  the  people.  The  very  complaint 
made  against  the  promoters  of  the  Bill 
was  that,  when  they  had  a  legitimate 
occasion  to  explain  Home  Bule,  they  let 
the  opportunity  pass.  Even  more,  they 
led  the  people  of  England,  to  whom  they 
now  threatened  to  appeal,  to  form  an 
entirely  opposite  opinion  as  to  what 
their  policy  was  to  be.  He  was  not 
afraid  of  going  before  the  people  of  Ire- 
land ;  he  would  not  be  afraid  to  tell  the 
people  of  England  that  the  democracy 
just  admitted  to  the  franchise  had  been 
cajoled  and  deceived  at  the  Elections  by 
the  Leaders  of  the  Liberal  Party.  He 
was  perfectly  willing  to  go  before  the 
people  and  meet  the  cry  of  "Vote  for 
Gladstone  and  a  £50,000,000  loan" 
— a  loan  that  would  probably  reach 
£150,000,000;  go  to  the  people  and 
speak  to  them  in  plain  English,  without 
hair-splitting  equivocation  and  empty- 
sounding  words,  such  as  '*  autonomy 
and  coercion,"  meant  not  to  enlighten, 
but  to  deceive  the  people  they  pretended 
to  trust.  Let  the  people  know  that  the 
coercion  intended  was  not  coercion  to 
protect  the  loyal  and  the  law-abiding, 
but  coercion  by  those  who  liad  defied 
the  law,  who  had  plundered  the  rich, 
but  who  were  the  greatest  enemies  the 
poor  of  Ireland  ever  had ;  coercion  by 
men  who  smashed  into  cottages  and  did 
dark  deeds  under  the  doubtful  light  of 
the  moon.  Let  the  Government  go  be- 
fore the  people  of  England,  and  tell 
them  they  had  entrusted  with  votes  the 
men  who  had  arrived  at  political  age, 
and  come  into  the  heritage  their  fathers 
won  for  them— tell  these  men  that  they 
were  so  cowardly  and  unjust  that  they 
were  not  fitted  to  govern  the  people  of 
Ireland.  For  his  own  part,  he  did  not 
believe  that  the  English  and  Scotch  de- 
mocracy were  so  unjust  that  they  could 
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not  be  trusted  to  deal  fair  and  equal 
justice  to  Ireland,  and  every  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom  ;  aod  if  coercion  were 
required  to  enforce  the  law  thej  would 
apply  it  to  any  part  of  the  Kingdom. 
What  the  democracy  wanted  was  that 
Ireland  should  be  bound  to  England 
and  Scotland  by  equal  laws.  Let  the 
facts  be  put  before  the  democracy  of 
England,  and  he  had  no  fear  of  the  re- 
suit.  If  justice  was  to  be  invoked,  ex- 
plain that  justice  was  interpreted  as  a 
reward  for  those  men  who  had  broken 
the  laws,  not  justice  that  meant  allowing 
fair  play  to  honest  and  industrious  men 
who  minded  their  own  business  and  did 
their  daily  duty — the  men  who  were  the 
only  mainstay  of  law  and  order  in  any 
nation. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  Lyon  Playfaib)  (Leeds, 
8.)  :  In  answer  to  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Han- 
bury),  I  am  free  from  the  difficulty 
which  some  hon.  Members  feel,  that  they 
are  called  upon  to  deal  with  a  question 
which  they  did  not  explain  to  their  con- 
stituencies during  the  Election.  Both 
at  the  General  Election  and  at  my  re- 
election I  stated  that  the  time  had  ar- 
rived when  we  must  give  a  large  measure 
of  Home  Eule  to  Ireland,  and  I  was 
returned  to  this  House  with  a  distinct 
understanding  that  I  would  promote  it. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Preston  challenges 
Scotchmen  to  explain  how  they  can  sup- 
port this  Bill.  As  a  Scotchman  who 
fully  admits  the  vast  benefits  which  his 
country  has  derived  from  the  Union,  I 
can  readily  explain  why  I  have  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  Ireland  should  be 
separately  treated.  Scotland  preserved 
by  the  Union  all  the  institutions  which 
were  peculiarly  national.  Her  own  sys- 
tem of  law  and  Courts  of  Justice  were 
maintained.  Her  much-cherished  Pres- 
byterian form  of  worship  was  made  the 
State  form  of  faith.  Her  parochial 
schools  and  her  four  democratic  Univer- 
sities, so  unlike  those  of  England,  were 
included  in  the  Articles  of  the  Union. 
And  in  spite  of  it,  or  rather  by  it, 
Scotland  is  as  much  a  nation  now  as 
when  the  Union  Act  was  passed.  Every 
attempt  to  weaken  her  distinct  nationality 
has  been  indignantly  repelled.  I  am  old 
enough  to  recollect  how  profoundly  Scot- 
land was  agitated  when  the  Eoyal  Arms 
were  altered,  and  when  the  Lion  of 
Scodand  was  removed  from  the  dexter 


to  the  sinister  side  of  the  shield.  How 
different  was  the  Union  of  Ireland  with 
Great  Britain  !  That  was  carried  agaiust 
the  wish  of  the  entire  people.  This 
House  received  Petitions  against  it 
signed  by  707,000  persons;  while  only 
3,000  could  be  got  to  petition  in  its 
favour.  And  when  it  was  effected,  by 
the  unworthy  means  which  every  person 
knows,  the  English  Government  pro- 
ceeded to  Anglicize  Ireland  by  cen- 
tralized bureaucratic  government.  An 
ascendant  Protestant  Church  had  long 
existed,  and  had  been  in  conflict  with 
the  Catholic  faith  professed  by  the  great 
bulk  of  the  people.  Our  policy  of  Pro- 
testant ascendancy  prevented  the  re- 
cognition of  nationality,  so  that  the 
centralized  Government  necessarily  pro- 
ceeded on  English  ideas.  Fox  protested 
against  this,  but  he  was  unheeded.  His 
words  are  warnings  to  us  still — 

"  I  wonld  have  the  Irish  Government  regu- 
lated bv  Irish  notions  and  Irish  prejudices ;  aod 
I  am  convinced  that  the  more  she  is  under  Irish 
Government,  the  more  she  will  be  bound  to 
English  interests." 

Alas !  we  were  deaf  to  these  wise  words ; 
and,  though  we  have  in  good  faith  tried 
to  govern  Ireland  according  to  our  Eng- 
lish  ideas,  we  have  failed  to  Anglicize 
the  country,  and  now  her  suppressed 
nationality  is  the  main  spring  of  our 
troubles.  Disorder  and  discontent  ex- 
isted before  the  Union ;  since  then  dis- 
loyalty has  been  added.  The  disorders 
generally  arose  from  agrarian  causes. 
The  discontent  was  mainly  due  to  our 
abominable  fiscal  and  penal  laws,  which 
crushed  Irish  trade  and  commerce,  and 
prevented  Irish  Catholics  from  the  ex- 
ercise of  civil  and  religious  liberties. 
But,  in  spite  of  this  discontent,  disloyalty 
to  England  did  not  appear  till  towards 
the  close  of  last  century.  When  Ireland 
was  denuded  of  troops  by  the  wars  in 
which  England  was  so  frequently  en- 
gaged, the  Irish  Parliaments  voted  men 
and  money  in  her  aid,  and  the  people 
took  no  advantage  of  her  weakness.  In 
the  Scotch  Bebellions  of  1715  and  1745, 
in  the  long  war  ending  1763,  Ireland 
was  conspicuously  loyal.  In  1759,  when 
France  made  such  great  preparations 
for  a  descent  on  Ireland,  the  Boman 
Catholics  aided  the  English  Government, 
and  the  City  of  Cork  was  especially 
loyal.  The  Volunteer  movement  had  a 
political  purpose  to  secure  Parliamentary 
Government  for  Ireland,   and  was  as 
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much  supported  by  Protestants  as  by 
Catholics.  But  it  was  not  disloyal  to 
England.  When  Grattan,  backed  by 
the  Yolunteers,  moved  an  independent 
Parliament  in  1 782,  his  words  were  tho- 
roughly loyai  to  the  connection  with 
England.     He  then  said — 

"  The  Crown  is  one  link,  the  Constitution  an- 
other. Yon  can  get  a  King  anywhere;  but 
England  is  the  only  country  with  whom  you 
can  participate  a  free  Constitution.** 

These  words  were  not  disloyal.  Dis- 
loyalty became  pronoimced  towards  the 
end  of  the  century,  when  Fitzgibbon 
and  Beresford  persuaded  the  King  to 
recall  Lord  Fitzwilliam,  and  break  Pitt's 
promises  to  the  Catholics.  The  dragon's 
teeth  were  sown  in  the  Hebellion  of 
1798.  Ever  since  1800,  either  open  and 
defiant  rebellions,  or  veiled  insurrec- 
tions, have  sprung  up  every  few  years, 
with  the  same  regularity  as  epidemics 
of  small-pox.  They  have  been  easily 
suppressed,  and  we  have  learned  by 
experience  that  Ireland  can  be  kept 
down  by  force.  Fox  knew  that  in 
1797;  but  he  thought  the  game  not 
worth  the  candle  then,  and  it  certainly 
is  not  worth  it  now.  Fox  said  what 
many  of  us  think  in  our  hearts  at  the 
present  hour — 

**  I  am  not  afraid,  hut  I  would  rather  see  Ire- 
land totally  separated  than  kept  in  obedience 
hy  force." 

There  are  great  historians  now  living, 
and  at  least  one  English  Judge,  humane 
men,  and  personal  friends  of  many  of 
us,  who  write  history  as  if  they  be- 
lieved that  a  diluted  Cromwellian  system 
is  best  fitted  for  the  government  of  Ire- 
land. Not  literally  of  course;  not  by 
the  massacre  of  whole  towns,  or  by  the 
deportation  of  rebels  to  the  Plantations, 
but  by  a  firm  enforcement  of  exceptional 
laws,  and  by  the  rigorous  punishment 
of  evil-doers.  Even  among  ourselves 
there  are  men  who  are  not  ashamed  to 
say  that  force  is  the  best  government 
for  Ireland,  and  that  suspensions  of  the 
Habeas  Corpus,  Crimes  Acts,  even 
martial  law,  are  legitimate  means  of 
governing  Ireland.  They  forget  the 
warning  of  Milton — 

**  Who  overcomes  by  force, 
By  force  hath  oyercome  but  half  his  foe." 

A  wise  physician  does  not  use  violent 
remedies  to  cure  disease.  He  tries  to 
discover  the  origin  of  bad  humours  in 
the  body,  and  he  applies  alteratives  to 
the  constitution,  for  he  has  learned  by 
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experience  that  even  if  he  apply  the  red- 
hot  cautery  to  a  sore,  it  will  break  out 
in  other  parts  of  the  body.  Govern- 
ment by  force  is  a  comprehensible  policy 
if  consistently  and  rigorously  applied. 
The  great  Tory  physician,  the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury,  has  given  what  he  calls  the 
true  recipe  for  governing  Ireland.  The 
dose  is  certainly  a  powerful  one,  for  he 
states  it  to  be  20  years  of  strong  govern- 
ment, followed  by  ameliorative  medicines 
of  local  government,  and  dropping  of 
the  Coercion  Acts.  But  if,  as  thus  enun- 
ciated by  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  force 
applied  by  a  firm  and  consistent  Qovem- 
ment,  backed  by  Coercion  Laws,  be  the 
true  policy  for  governing  Ireland  under 
the  Union,  each  one  of  our  ameliora-^ 
tive  Acts  has  been  a  mistake,  for  it  has 
weakened  our  powers  of  applying  force 
with  effect.  A  policy  of  force  was  much 
more  easy  of  application  when  there 
was  a  dominant  Protestant  Church,  or 
when  Catholics  laboured  under  civil  and 
religious  disabilities.  The  Disestablish- 
ment of  the  Church  and  the  bestowal  of 
equal  rights  on  the  Catholics  have  served 
the  righteous  cause  of  justice,  but  have 
lessened  your  powers  to  govern  by  force. 
Coercion  was  more  easy  when  the  Pro- 
testant rulers  formed  the  educated,- 
and  the  Catholics  formed  the  ignorant 
cla8S.  When  I  first  visited  Ireland  in 
1842,  though  there  were  500,000  chil- 
dren at  school,  the  survival  of  the  Penal 
Code  was  still  seen  in  a  residue  of  the 
population  of  4,000,000  of  people  who 
could  neither  read  nor  write,  and  of 
1,500,000  who  could  read  but  not  write. 
Now  you  have  a  population  through 
which  education  is  much  more  diffused. 
They  can  and  do  read  their  national 
papers,  and  they  are  less  easily  than 
formerly  governed  by  force.  Oxir  recent 
Acts — ^the  extension  of  the  franchise, 
the  vote  by  ballot,  the  redistribution  of 
seats,  the  new  relations  established  be- 
tween landlords  and  tenants,  are  all 
measures  which  have  lessened  your 
power  of  governing  Ireland  by  force. 
You  may  by  conquest  overrun  a  country 
and  suppress  its  liberties  if  your  power 
be  sufficient ;  but  who  ever  heard  of  a 
free  country,  acting  on  a  Constitutional 
basis,  contemplating  the  possibility  of 
governing  an  enfranchised  nation  by 
force  ?  Parliament,  no  doubt,  acted  from 
the  highest  motives  and  the  deepest  con- 
victions when  it  gave  these  increased 
liberties  to  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  it  - 
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is  not  now  likely  that  it  will  ever  consent 
to  suppress  the  liberties  thus  freely 
giren.  Bat  their  exercise  is  inconsistent 
with  continued  fi^vernment  by  coercion 
or  exceptional  laws,  and  no  doubt  the 
late  Gbvemment  felt  this  when  it  deter- 
mined not  to  re-enact  them.  All  our  mea- 
sures of  amelioration  have  been  gigantic 
mistakes  if  for  the  future  there  is  to  be  no 
policy  except  that  of  force  for  the  go- 
vernment of  Ireland.  You  deny  that 
such  is  your  intention ;  but  what  alter- 
natives have  been  suggested  in  our  de- 
bates that  have  a  chance  of  meeting  a  de- 
mand for  Home  Bule  ?  My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  Chamberlain)  at  one  time 
thought  that  National  Councils  might 
suffice;  but  he  has  abandoned  that 
opinion.  O'Connell  suggested  the  same 
idea  in  1843;  but  the  great  Liberator 
found  no  encouragement  then,  and  it  is 
no  use  suggesting  it  now.  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
admits  that  himself.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Border 
Burghs  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  is  in  favour  of 
local  government,  not  in  20  years  like 
the  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  but  imme- 
diately. This  sort  of  dignified  vestry- 
dom  is  the  beginning  and  end  of  his  con- 
cession to  the  national  demands  of  Ire- 
land, because  he  declines  to  trust  to  the 
Irish  people  an  Executive,  as  he  thinks 
law  and  order  should  be  the  duty  of 
English  government.  I  admit  that 
there  is  an  anomaly  in  offering  Parlia- 
mentary government  to  a  people  who 
have  not  been  trained  by  good  local  in- 
stitutions to  govern  themselves.  We 
were  fully  warned  at  the  time  of  the 
Union  that  the  extension  of  local  go- 
vernment was  a  corollary  of  that  Act ; 
but  the  warning  was  unheeded.  Lord 
dare,  whom  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  are 
fond  of  quoting,  in  his  famous  speech 
on  the  Union,  used  these  words — 

*'  If  von  do  not  qnalify  the  mass  of  yonr 
people  for  the  employment  of  sober  liberty,  you 
will  never  teach  them  to  appreciate  the  bleesings 
of  it." 

But  the  Union  was  followed  by  centra- 
lized government,  and  the  people  were 
not  taught  to  govern  themselves.  An- 
other Irish  statesman,  Grattan,  who 
knew  the  people  better  than  Fitzgibhon, 
used  words  with  the  same  meaning — 

*'  You  can  only  combat  the  wild  spirit  of  de- 
mocratic liberty  by  the  regular  spirit  of  orga- 
nized liberty,  such  as  may  be  found  in  a  limited 
MoDsrohy  and  a  free  Parliament.'* 


Eighty-six  years  have  passed,  and  we  are 
not  one  inch  forward  in  the  good  go- 
vernment of  Ireland.  No  doubt  many 
grievances  have  been  removed,  but  the 
political  hatred  of  the  Irish  for  our 
centralized  form  of  English  government 
is  as  keen  as  ever.  Even  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Eossendale  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  denounces  our 
system  of  Castle  government.  Can  any- 
one say  that  it  has  largely  benefited  the 
social  condition  of  the  Irish  people? 
There  is  no  doubt  that  they  are  better 
clad  and  better  housed;  but  I  hesitate 
to  say  that  they  are,  on  the  whole,  better 
fed  than  they  were  when  the  potato 
blight  struck  the  country  in  1 846.  But 
then  there  were  8,295,000  people  in 
Ireland,  and  there  are  now  only 
5,000,000.  A  Government  cannot  point 
to  such  depopulation  as  an  evidence  of 
good  government.  At  that  time  I  be- 
came intimately  acquainted  with  the 
state  of  Ireland,  because  my  distin- 
guished friend  Sir  Bobert  Peel,  then 
Prime  Minister,  sent  me  over  to  corre- 
spond with  him  as  to  the  probable  effects 
of  the  coming  famine.  What  ought  the 
English  Government  to  have  done  after 
that  terrible  event  and  consequent  de- 
population ?  We  ought  in  consequence 
of  that  famine  to  have  done  our  best  to 
reform  the  Land  Laws,  and  to  teach 
the  lessened  population  how  to  increase 
the  products  of  the  soil.  For  it  is  true 
now,  as  it  was  then,  that  farming  is  the 
staple  industry  of  Ireland.  But  if  you 
look  all  round,  and  not  to  exceptional 
districts,  the  state  of  the  agriculture  of 
Ireland  is  in  a  melancholy  condition. 
No  doubt  the  pressure  of  foreign  com- 
petition has  acted  upon  Ireland  as  it  has 
done  upon  Great  Britain,  and  has  forced 
large  tracts  of  arable  land  to  be  con- 
verted into  pasture,  and  by  this  change 
live  stock  has  largely  increased.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  the  Sleaford 
Division  of  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin) 
boasts  of  this  increase  as  evidence  of 
agricultural  prosperity  in  Ireland.  But, 
after  balancing  the  loss  of  com  crops  by 
the  increase  of  live  stock,  the  result  is 
that  the  production  of  food  in  Ireland  is 
so  much  less  that  2,000,000  of  people 
less  could  be  fed  by  the  products  of  the 
soil  than  was  the  case  30  years  ago.  The 
change  of  crops  has  also  taken  place  in 
Great  Britain ;  but  the  aggregate  food 
of  the  people  has  been  maintained.  It 
is  a  noticeable  fact  that,  while  the  pro- 
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duce  of  food  per  acre  of  all  kinds  of 
crops  in  Great  Britain  is  not  deterio- 
rating, the  produce  of  land  for  every 
crop  except  nay  in  Ireland  is  falling  in 
an  alarming  way.  In  1 845,  and  for  many 
years  before  the  Famine,  the  average 
produce  of  potatoes  in  Ireland  was  be- 
tween six  and  seven  tons  per  acre,  and 
that  is  the  average  produce  in  Great 
Britain  at  the  present  day.  But  in  Ire- 
land it  has  fallen  to  3^  tons  per  acre,  or 
less  than  one-half.  In  other  crops  the 
same  melancholy  reduction  of  produce 
has  occurred.  Thus,  though  turnips 
are  more  freely  grown  in  Ireland  than 
formerly,  the  average  produce  per  acre 
is  only  12^  tons,  while  in  Great  Britain 
it  is  15  tons.  In  Ireland  mangold  pro- 
duces 13 J  tons  per  acre;  in  Great  Bri- 
tain 18  tons.  Cabbage,  flax,  and  other 
kinds  of  produce  show  the  same  de- 
teriorating condition.  Cattle  alone  show 
an  increase  —  a  steady  increase  —  for 
about  15  years,  and  now  it  is  stationary. 
Sheep  have  declined  largely  ;  but  so  they 
have  in  this  country.  The  hon.  Member 
for  East  Mayo  (Afr.  Dillon)  was  quite 
right  in  saying  that  the  export  of  live 
stock  to  this  country,  though  it  brings 
back  much  needed  money  to  Ireland,  is 
not  a  permanent  source  of  prosperity  to 
the  nation.  For  they  carry  with  them 
much  of  the  material  value  of  the  soil 
which  can  only  be  compensated  by  a 
large  import  of  foreign  manure.  But 
this  import,  in  the  case  of  Ireland,  is 
ridiculously  small.  The  deduction  from 
these  facts  is  that  the  staple  industry  of 
Ireland  is  in  an  unsound  condition,  and 
that  the  disturbed  condition  of  the  people 
under  our  government  has  failed  to 
maintain  prosperity  in  the  staple  in- 
dustry of  the  country.  Let  us  turn  to 
the  state  of  manufactures  in  Ireland. 
For  a  time  we  did  terrible  damage  to 
their  rising  manufactures,  which  we 
ruthlessly  stamped  out  by  cruel  protec- 
tive laws  in  favour  of  England,  and  by 
prohibition  of  exports  to  foreign  parts. 
When  these  laws  were  repealed,  manu- 
factures rose  again  by  leaps  and  bounds ; 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo 
graphically  described  how  prosperous 
Ireland  became  under  Grattan's  Parlia- 
ment. But  he  was  wrong  in  ascribing 
their  rapid  extinction  entirely  to  the  Act 
of  Union  of  1800.  There  was  a  much 
more  potent  cause  than  this  at  work. 
Steam  engines  applied  to  cotton  and 
woollen  manufactures  were  introduced 
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at  the  end  of  the  century,  and  hand- 
loom  weavers  had  to  give  way  all  over 
the  Kingdom.     But  there  was  this  dif- 
ference.    The  men  and  children  em- 
ployed in  these  industries  in  Great  Bri- 
tain were  gradually  absorbed  into  the 
factories  which   rapidly  arose  by  new 
capital  invested.      But  in  Ireland  the 
Qnion  did  not  promote  peace  and  tran- 
quillity, and  capital  refused  to  go  to  Ire- 
land.    The  growth  of  manufactures  is, 
however,  most  important  to  draw  off  pres- 
sure upon  land,  and  they  are  necessary 
factors  for  the  prosperity  of  a  nation. 
We  are  responsible  for  the  good  govern- 
ment of  Ireland ;  but  we  have  failed  to 
produce  peace  and  contentment  among* 
the  people,  and  industrial  capital  will  not 
embark  on  a  sea  of  political  troubles. 
Yet  even  in  Ireland  there  is  capital  ia 
abundance  if  there  were  security  for  its 
investment.     There  is  nothing  in  the 
insular  position  of  Ireland,  or  in  the  in- 
dustrial habits  of  the  people,  to  prevent 
Ireland  from  becoming  a  mantif  acturing* 
nation,    except    that    England    cannot 
govern  it,  and  fails  to  preserve  public 
tranquillity.     Ireland  naturally  has  ad- 
vantages which  Switzerland,  Holland, 
and  Norway   do  not  possess,  and  yet 
they  are  active  manufacturing  countries. 
The  coal  fields  of  Ireland  are  not  large, 
but  still  200,000,000  tons  are  available, 
while  not  above  1,000  men  are  employed 
in  winning  it.     She  has  abundant  iron 
ore,  though  it  is  not  close  to  the  coal. 
Switzerland  has  neither  the  one  or  the 
other,   and  is  separated  by  mountain 
barriers  from    countries  which  supply 
these  essentials  of  industry.     Ireland  is 
indented  by  the  sea,  and  is  close  to  the 
coal  fields  of  Scotland  and  Wales,  and 
coal  is  cheaper  in  all  its  parts  than  it  is 
in  London  and  its  surrounding  Indus* 
trial  towns.     But  in  most  parts  of  Ire- 
land,  except  the  North,  manufactures 
are    miserably    represented.      Switzer- 
land, in  spite  of  complete  absence  of 
raw  material,  meets  us  in  every  market 
of  the  world ;  Ireland,  in  three  out  of 
four  of  her  Provinces,  is  content  to  rest 
on  the  produce  of  her  soil.     For  Swit- 
zerland   has    a    contented     population 
governing  itself  by  freely  elected  Exe- 
cutives,   while  Ireland  chafes    at    our 
English  rule,  and  refuses  to  be  tranquil 
under  it.     We  have  failed  by  our  sys- 
tem of  government  to  give  that  content- 
ment to  the  population  which  is  neces- 
sary to  give  prosperity  to  agriculture^  or 
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other  forms  of  productive  industry. 
Why  has  our  education,  founded  in 
1833,  not  produced  better  results  ?  That 
system  was  a  mixed  one,  the  schools 
being  for  all  creeds,  and  has  been  gener- 
ously supported  by  large  annual  Votes 
from  Parliament.  But  it  failed  to  secure 
the  hearty  confidence  and  co-opera- 
tion of  the  Boman  Catholics.  And  what 
does  the  last  Census  indicate  as  the  re- 
sult? That  still  41  per  cent  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  above  five  years  of  age 
cannot  read  and  write.  In  the  Province 
of  Connaught  more  than  one-half,  or  53 
per  cent,  are  in  this  state  of  lamentable 
ignorance.  The  State  is  only  justified 
in  spending  so  much  money  on  educa- 
tion on  the  ground  that  it  forms  good 
productive  citizens,  and  keeps  men  out 
of  the  prison  and  the  workhouse.  That 
has  been  the  result  of  16  years'  national 
education  in  England  ;  has  it  produced 
a  like  result  by  63  years*  experience  in 
Ireland?  Compare  the  prisons  in  the 
two  countries,  not  as  regards  crime,  for 
that,  until  recent  years,  used  to  be  less 
in  Ireland  than  in  England,  but  as  re- 
gards the  education  of  prisoners.  In\ 
England  only  3*3  per  cent  of  the  male 
and  4 J  per  cent  of  the  female  prisoners 
read  and  write  well.  In  Ireland  no 
less  than  51^  per  cent,  or  more  than 
one-half  of  the  male  prisoners,  and  31^ 
per  cent  of  the  females  are  thus  well 
educated.  In  England  education  fits 
men  to  keep  out  of  prison.  In  Ireland 
it  seems  to  fit  men  to  go  into  prison.  In 
the  cotton  factories  of  Lancashire  there 
are  250,000  Irish  operatives,  but  there  is 
not  one  Irish  employer  of  labour.  This 
is  not  the  case  in  the  United  States,  or 
in  our  Colonies,  where  we  find  Irish- 
men, especially  those  of  the  second 
generation,  among  the  most  skilled 
workmen,  rising  not  only  to  responsible 
positions,  but  also  constantly  among  the 
inventors  who  take  out  patents  for  im- 
provements in  industries.  The  fact  is, 
our  system  of  education  in  Ireland, 
based  on  our  English  ideas,  has  hitherto 
been  a  literary  education  in  which 
neither  the  hand  nor  eye  is  trained. 
The  Christian  Brothers  in  these  schools 
have  been  doing  something  in  this 
direction,  and  thus  pupils  are  more 
fitted  for  domestic  manufactures.  Cot- 
tage employments  like  those  which  in 
recent  years  have  been  so  largely 
founded  in  the  Grand  Duchy  of  Baden, 
an4  nvhich  have  emptied  their   work- 


houses and  prisons,  are  especially 
adapted  for  Ireland,  for  they  create 
a  population  which  is  readily  absorbed 
into  factories  when  these  arise.  If 
we  let  the  Irish  manage  their  owa. 
education  in  their  own  way,  we  may 
rest  assured  that  a  future  generation 
of  Irish  will  not  be  mere  hewers  of 
wood  and  drawers  of  water,  but  will 
take  that  position  in  labour  which  they 
do  in  America  and  in  our  Australian  and 
other  Colonies.  In  all  branches  of  Irish 
education  we  have  failed  by  insisting 
upon  imposing  English  ideas.  In  higher 
education  we  have  failed  as  dismally  as 
we  have  in  regard  to  the  elementary 
schools,  for  we  have  insisted  that  Koman 
Catholics  should  be  educated  on  a  mixed 
system  in  the  Colleges.  This  we  did  in 
spite  of  ample  warning.  Fitzgibbon, 
when  Member  for  Dublin  University  in 
Grattan's  Parliament,  recommended  that 
Koman  Catholics  should  be  educated  in 
diocesan  schools,  and  then  pass  into 
Trinity  College  under  their  own  Divinity 
Professors.  The  Provost  of  Trinity, 
Hely  Hutchinson,  coincided  with  these 
views.  But  the  English  Government,  as 
\isual,  ignored  Catholic  wishes,  and  gave 
them  mixed  Colleges  as  they  had  given 
them  mixed  schools,  and  the  Eoman 
Catholic  hierarchy  became  hostile  to  the 
higher  as  they  were  to  the  lower  educa- 
tion. Then  the  Conservative  Govern- 
ment, answering  again  in  English  accents 
to  the  demand  for  a  Teaching  Catholic 
University,  accorded  a  sort  of  Chinese 
Examining  Board  which  they  called  the 
Boyal  University.  In  all  these  duties 
of  Government,  whether  to  promote 
agriculture,  manufactures,  or  education. 
Englishmen  have  wished  to  act  wisely 
and  liberally.  They  have  failed  because 
they  have  never  touched  the  heart  of 
the  Irish  people,  never  sympathized 
with  them,  never  understood  them. 
And  we  may  well  comprehend  how  an 
historian  like  Alison,  who  had  no 
sympathy  with  the  Irish,  should  sum  up 
the  results  of  our  rule  in  these  melan- 
choly words — 

"  Conquest  has  failed  in  produoing  Babmis- 
sion,  severity  in  enforcing  tranquillity,  indul- 
gence in  awaking  gratitude.'* 

And  yet  many  hon.  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  wish  to  go  on  with 
the  dreary  treadmill  of  our  English 
system  of  government !  You  have  be- 
fore you  the  significant  fact  that  five- 
sixths  of  the  Eepresentatives  of  Ireland 
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desire  a  domestic  Government  uf  the 
Irish  by  the  Irish.  Tou  have  the  im- 
portant fact,  minimize  it  as  you  will, 
that  the  whole  hierarchy  of  priesthood 
of  the  Roman  Oatholic  Church,  although 
they  long  stood  outside  the  political 
agitation  for  Home  Rule,  have  now 
joined  it.  Tet  you  declare  that  the  de- 
mand is  not  national.  The  Conserva- 
tives have  among  them  a  small  but  able 
number  of  Irish  Members  who  support 
this  denial.  They  represent  faithfully 
the  opinions  of  that  minority  which  has 
long  approved  and  supported  the  Eng-. 
lish  rule.  They  have  aided  England  for 
centuries  to  rule  or  misrule  Ireland.  But 
now  a  large  section  of  the  Liberal  Party 
have  lost  faith  in  their  political  sagacity, 
and  a  responsible  Government  has 
brought  forward  a  plan  for  governing 
Ireland  by  a  majority  representing  the 
wishes  of  the  largest  portion  of  the 
people.  Tet  there  are  scarcely  expres- 
sions strong  enough,  at  least  outside 
this  House,  to  denounce  our  convictions 
as  insincere,  and  our  project  for  its 
absurdity  and  enormity.  Have  Irish- 
men no  talent  for  Parliamentary  Go- 
vernment? Imperfect  as  were  their 
Parliaments  under  Poyning's  Law,  and 
absurd  as  was  Grattan's  Parliament,  if 
viewed  as  a  true  representation  of  the 
people,  still  the  names  of  Grattan  and 
Flood,  Fitzgibbon,  Plunket,  and  Ourran 
show  that  Irish  Parliaments  can  produce 
great  Parliamentarians.  Without  going 
b«M)k  to  the  many  distinguished  fiieh- 
men  in  the  last  100  years  who  have 
aided  in  our  debates,  we  know  that  the 
National  Party  opposite  are  skilled  in 
debate  and  in  Parliamentary  tactics. 
It  is  true  that  they  have  displeased 
this  House  by  obstructive  tactics.  Per- 
sonally, I  can  have  no  motive  for  lessen- 
ing the  severity  of  your  judgment  upon 
their  Parliamentary  tactics,  for  they 
made  life  a  burden  to  me,  when  it  was 
my  duty,  as  Deputy  Speaker  and  Chair- 
man, to  support  Order  in  debate.  But 
still  we  must  all  admit  that  their  tactics 
were  worked  well  and  with  a  set  pur- 
pose. They  were  not  new,  for  they 
were  precisely  the  same  as  those  used 
with  such  effect  in  the  Irish  Parliament 
of  1771,  when  every  question  was  de- 
bated for  hours  after  midnight.  Mem- 
bers who  can  use  Parliamentary  Forms 
and  Procedure  with  such  effect  to  prevent 
legislation  which  they  hate  will  readily 
adapt  themselves  to  promote  legislation 
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which  they  love.  No  one  asserts  that  if 
you  give  Ireland  a  Parliament  and  an 
Executive  Government  there  will  be  no 
mistakes  in  its  working.  Probably 
there  will  be  as  many  errors — ^there  can 
scarcely  be  more — in  the  new  system  of 
government  as  those  committed  by  the 
English  Executive  in  its  long  connection 
with  Ireland.  But  respoiisibility  in 
the  exercise  of  power  is  a  marvellous 
improver  of  government,  when  under 
the  open  criticism  of  the  people. 
Errors  in  government  by  the  Irish 
will  be  more  readily  forgiven  than 
in  government  by  the  English.  Many 
in  this  House  consider  it  madness 
to  send  to  the  new  Parliament  in  Ire- 
land men  who  have  set  up  a  Government 
ruled  by  an  Association  instead  of  by  the 
Executive  of  the  Queen.  "Well,  we  have 
had  to  do  like  things  in  other  parts  of 
the  Empire  before,  and  they  resulted  in 
singular  success.  The  Provinces  of 
Canada  were  excited  into  actual  open 
rebellion  by  a  party  of  men  who  assumed 
to  themselves  the  title  of  the  **  United 
Empire  Loyalists,''  a  title  of  evil  omen 
that  some  Ulster  men  seem  to  desire  to 
revive.  The  rebel  Papineau,  a  Oatholic 
in  the  Lower  Province,  was  condemned 
to  death,  and  a  Presbyterian  —  Lyon 
Mackenzie—in  the  Upper  Province  had 
the  temerity  to  offer  a  reward  of  £500 
for  the  body  of  the  Governor  General. 
Both  these  men  headed  open  rebellion ; 
but  both  men  soon  afterwards  became 
trusted  Members  of  the  Legislature, 
and  helped  to  bring  peace  and  con- 
tentment to  Canada  under  a  Govern- 
ment trusted  by  the  people.  The 
Nationalists  have  not  yet  been  driven 
to  open  rebellion;  and  if  you  trust 
those  in  whom  the  people  have  trust 
you  are  not  likely  to  be  disappointed. 
I  understand  the  opposition  to  this 
Bill  by  the  Conservative  Party  oppo- 
site. They  wish  to  keep  the  Act  of 
Union  as  it  is,  and  believe  that  they 
can  govern  Ireland  on  its  present  sys- 
tem by  a  firm  enforcement  of  the  law. 
Yet  what  is  the  existing  form  of  Union 
which  they  so  dearly  love?  Does  it 
consist  in  the  strength  of  our  United 
Parliament  ?  No  doubt  that  was  formed 
by  a  very  solemn  Act ;  but  it  was  not 
one  whit  more  solemn  or  binding  than 
the  Acts  of  1782.  and  1783,  by  which 
Grattan's  Parliament  was  created,  and 
which  was  declared  to  be  for  ever  in- 
violable.    In  what  consists  the  inherent 
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strength  of  this  United  Parliament  ?  It 
contains  86  Irish  Members  banded  to- 
gether to  obtain  a  domestic  Legislature 
for  Ireland,  and  determined,  till  they  do 
so,  to  nse  their  power  in  order  to  thwart 
all  useful  legislation  for  Great  Britain. 
Truly,  you  cannot  call  the  existing  Par- 
liament a  strong  and  united  Legislature, 
when  you  have  an  Irish  garrison  in  your 
citadel  with  the  avowed  purpose  of 
forcing  it  to  capitulate.  But  perhaps 
the  strength  of  the  Union  rests  in  the 
extra- Parliamentary  support  which  you 
find  in  Ireland.  If  that  exist,  it  is  strange 
that  25,000  soldiers  and  12,000  armed 
constables  are  required  to  keep  up  the 
courage  of  the  supporters  of  the  Union 
in  Ireland.  A  true  Union  between  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  Kingdom  should  rest 
in  the  love  and  sentiment  of  its  different 
peoples.  But  in  Ireland  political  hatred 
to  the  Government  of  England  embitters 
those  genial  and  kindly  feelings  which 
the  Irish  have  in  an  eminent  degree. 
And  because  we  try  to  preserve  the 
Union  on  this  basis  you  tell  us,  not  in 
this  House,  because  we  are  here  to  do- 
fend  ourselves,  but  in  excited  meetings 
outside,  that  we  are  traitors  to  the  Em- 
pire and  desire  separation.  Tou  say 
now  that  there  are  two  nations  in  Ire- 
land. They  certainly  did  not  exist  last 
century,  when  Protestant  Irish  Parlia- 
ments existed.  To  their  honour,  they 
then  tried  to  obtain  equal  rights  for  the 
Catholics  and  freedom  of  trade  for  the 
whole  country.  In  the  Volunteer  move- 
ment, were  not  the  Ulster  Protestants 
conspicuous  in  the  support  of  the  claims 
for  national  autonomy  ?  When  the  Act 
of  Union  was  passed  there  were  not 
more  than  3,000  men  in  all  Ireland  who 
could  be  got  to  sign  Petitions  for  the 
destruction  of  this  autonomy.  And  now 
there  are  two  nations.  What  a  libel 
upon  the  Act  of  Union  is  this  disinte- 
gration into  two  nations !  If  this  libel 
on  the  Union  be  true  that  there  are  two 
nations  in  Ireland,  I  fear  we  must  add 
a  third  nation  which  must  be  taken  into 
account — the  Greater  Ireland  beyond 
the  seas.  It  has  been  my  lot  in  recent 
years  to  make  frequent  visits  to  the 
United  States.  I  ^ow  the  passionate 
feeling  which  prevails  among  Irish- 
men to  obtain  Home  Rule  for  their 
country.  You  who  deny  nationality  for 
Ireland  should  go  to  America  and  see  for 
yourselves  the  patriotism  which  exists 
there,  and  the  many  sacrifices  which  are 
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made  to  win  for  Ireland  a  Government 
by  the  Irish.  And  those  mistaken,  rather 
than  wicked,  men  who  talk  of  armed 
resistance  in  Ulster  will  better  think 
of  the  third  nation  of  Greater  Ireland, 
that  could  easily  be  drawn  into  violent 
measures.  We  who  in  our  hearts  and 
conscience  believe  that  autonomy  for 
Ireland  will  produce  peace  and  content- 
ment to  all  parts  of  it,  and  will  promote 
the  unity  of  the  Empire,  are  stigmatized 
as  traitors  to  the  United  Kingdom.  Not, 
I  believe,  by  any  of  our  Colleagues  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  for  though  a  few 
of  them  differ  from  us  in  wishing  to  pre- 
serve the  Act  of  Union,  they  admit  that 
our  motive  is  to  secure  a  greater  unity 
by  acting  on  the  hearts  and  sympathies 
of  the  Irish.  We  believe  that  these  are 
stronger  bands  of  Union  than  any  which 
you  can  devise  by  Acts  of  Parliament ; 
and  if  you  remove  the  causes  of  political 
hatred  which  prevail,  you  add  to  the 
unity  and  prosperity  of  our  great  Em- 
pire. I  believe  that  the  Irish  them- 
selves would  adapt  to  such  a  Union  the 
werds  of  a  song  well  known  in  another 
land— 

"  The  union  of  seas — the  union  of  lands— 
The  union  of  States  none  can  sever  ; 

The  union  of  hearts,  the  union  of  hands, 
And  the  Flag  of  the  Union  for  ever." 

Let  me  turn  to  the  opponents  of  the  Bill 
on  this  side  of  the  House — and  they  are 
many — who  do  not  share  the  opinion  of 
the  Conservative  Leader  that  repressive 
government  must  be  continued  in  Ire- 
land for  20  years  to  fit  her  for  ameliora- 
tive measures.  They  desire  to  introduce 
reforms  in  domestic  government  quickly, 
and  in  that  they  are  more  in  accord  with 
us  than  with  the  Conservatives.  Yet, 
strangely  enough,  they  intend  to  go  into 
the  same  Lobby  to  enable  the  Tories  to 
reject  this  BUI,  both  on  its  leading  prin- 
ciple and  in  its  details.  That  principle 
is  plain  and  simple,  and  to  it  every  de- 
tail is  subordinate.  It  is  that,  as  Eng- 
land has  failed  to  govern  Ireland— well, 
we  must  allow  Ireland  to  be  governed 
by  the  Irish  in  all  that  relates  to  her 
domestic  affairs.  The  noble  Marquess 
the  Member  for  Eossendale  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington)  is  not  far  from  ac- 
cepting that  principle,  for  he  has  de- 
nounced the  English  Government  of  the 
Castle,  and  is  prepared  to  alter  it  funda- 
mentally. We  do  not  yet  know  his  plan ; 
but  it  certainly  cannot  be  that  he  aban- 
dons centralized  English  Government  for 
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a  decentralized  English  Government.  He 
must,  therefore,  share  with  us  in  some 
sense  or  other  the  view  that  the  Irish  are 
to  govern  themselves,  though,  probably, 
not  by  a  Statutory  Parliament.     Well, 
tie  may  have  20  or  30  Members  who  join 
with  him  in  the  belief  that  local  govern- 
ment will  still  suffice  under  an  Executive 
which  is  not  to  be  the  Castle,  but  some 
better   form  of   government;  and,    no 
doubt,  his  well-known  talents  will  en- 
able him  to  invent  some  form  of  govern- 
ment that  will  be  altogether  subordinate 
to  the  Imperial  Parliament.     But  this 
is  not  the  motive  which  will  carry  many 
Radicals  into  the  Lobby  with  him.  Some 
of  them  object  to  this  Bill  because  they 
think  that  it  is  not  based  on  the  true 
spirit  of  democracy.     They  detest  the 
high  property  qualifications  given   for 
the  election  of  the  first  Order,  and  they 
dislike  the  inclusion  of  Peers  into  that 
Order.     They  especially  abominate,  as 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  Border    Burghs    (Mr.    Trevelyan) 
does,  the  buying  out  of  the  landlords 
with  English  money,  while  the   noble 
Marquess  the  Member  for  Rossendale 
thinks  that  a  necessary  corollary  of  this 
Bill  if  it  passes.     Some  dislike  the  Bill 
because  Irish   Members  are    excluded 
from  this  House  ;   others    because  we 
have  yielded  and  intend  to  keep  them 
for   certain  purposes.     There  is  every 
probability  that  if,  instead  of  a  Bill  such 
as  this,  a  Besolution  affirming  the  prin- 
ciple of  Home  Rule  for  Ireland  were 
offered  to  the  House,  not  30  Members 
would  go  into  the  Lobby  from  this  side 
of  the  House  against  it.  In  their  dislike 
to  the  Bill  many  Members  of  the  most 
divergent  opinions  cohere,  just  as  wet 
sand  coheres  under  pressure.   But  when 
this  is  dried   by  the  hot  breath  of  the 
constituencies,  this  coherent  mass  will 
fall   into    its  constituent    grains,    and 
there  will   be   no  Party  left  of  con- 
sistence   and     coherence     except    the 
Tory  Party,   with  its   declared  policy 
of   suppressing    the   National   League 
and  governing  Ireland  by  force.     Has 
that    Party   realized    the    strength    of 
democratic  feeling  not  only  in  Ireland, 
but  in  Great  Britain  ?     When  a    De- 
mocracy has  supreme  power  they  put 
down   riots  and  disorder,  more  rigor- 
ously than  a  Monarchy — as  witness  the 
draft  riots  in  New  York  during  their 
National  War,  or  the  recent  Socialist 
outbreaks  at  Ohioago.     But  the  Tory 
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Party  will  find  by  experience  that  the 
democratic  constituencies  of  this  coun** 
try  will  not  allow  them  to  govern  an  en- 
franchised nation  by  force.  The  Go- 
vernment have  offered  their  plan  based 
on  autonomy  for  Ireland,  and  thej 
stand  on  the  principle  contained  in  it. 
I  do  not  disguise  the  great  difficulties  of 
our  task.  There  are  mixed  races  in  Ire- 
land, and  differences  of  faith  embittered 
by  centuries  of  strife  and  wrong- doing. 
But  these  difficulties  have  existed  in 
other  countries,  and  have  been  over- 
come. They  were  once  as  great  in  Scot- 
land. They  have  been  greater  in  Hol- 
land and  in  Switzerland.  They  have  not 
been  small  in  Germany.  I  believe  that 
conferring  automony  on  Ireland,  so  far 
from  repealing  the  Union  between  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  will  cement  that 
Union  by  making  the  material  interests 
and  sentiments  of  the  two  countries 
identical.  You  know  that  Burke  has 
the  kernel  of  truth  in  many  of  his 
speeches  and  writings.  I  end  my  speech, 
if  you  will  allow  me,  by  a  short  extract 
from  his  letter  to  Pery — 

*'  You  are  now  beginning  to  have  a  country. 
I  am  |>er8uaded,  when  that  thing  called  a 
country  Ib  once  formed  in  Ireland,  quite  other 
things  will  be  done  than  were  done,  whilst  the 
zeal  of  men  turned  to  the  safety  of  a  Party, 
and  whilst  they  thought  its  interest  provided 
for  by  the  distress  and  destruction  of  everything 
else.'* 

Mr.  a.  R.  D.  ELLIOT  (Roxburgh): 
Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
just  sat  down  began  his  remarks  by  re- 
ferring to  the  very  great  success  which 
Scotland  has  had  during  its  connection 
with  England;  but  I  could  not  help 
calling  to  mind,  while  he  was  praising 
the  systenk  under  which  Scotland  has 
flourished,  that  he  was,  in  the  last  Parlia- 
ment, most  earnest  and  persistent  in  re- 
sisting the  desire  we  have  to  increase  our 
own  powers  of  self-government.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  said  that  that  was  because 
he  was  quite  satisfied  with  what  we  al- 
ready possessed.  I  do  think  it  is  a  little 
inconsistent  on  the  part  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  advocate  this  principle 
now,  seeing  that  he  was  most  persistent 
in  resisting  what  we  were  asking  for  and 
fighting  for  in  this  House  at  the  time 
I  refer  to  without  any  success  whatever. 
The  words  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man then  used  appear  to  me  to  have 
been  almost  as  prejudiced  as  those  with 
which  he  commenced  his  speech  this 
evening,  because  he  expressed  the  opi- 
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nion  that  the  great  majority  of  the 
Members  of  this  House  were  asreed  as 
to  the  substance  of  the  Bill,  and  that  it 
was  only  about  its  details  that  there  was 
any  dispute  amongst  the  Liberal  Party. 
I  am  one  of  those  who  think  that  the 
Liberal  Party  did  not  find  its  principles 
for  the  first  time  on  the  8th  of  April 
last ;  and  although  we  have  had  several 
references  to  Fox  and  Grey,  as  well  as 
other  statesmen  of  rather  early  date,  I 
know  that  my  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Friends  on  these  Benches  and  in  other 
parts  of  the  House  have  been  absolutely 
unable  to  find  out  a  single  Liberal 
statesman  who  has  held  Office  in  this 
country  since  the  Union  became  an  ac- 
complished fact  and  has  been  in  favour 
of  a  Repeal  of  the  Union.  We  are 
taunted,  I  know,  with  being  Liberal  dis- 
sentients, and  with  deserting  our  Party; 
but  I  think,  on  the  contrary,  that  the 
Liberal  Party  and  the  country  owes  a 
debt  of  gratitude  to  the  noble  Marquess 
the  Member  for  Bossendale  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington),  who  was  not  afraid, 
in  rather  difficult  circumstances,  to  stick 
to  his  guns,  and  to  show  that  he  had 
some  faith  in  Liberal  principles,  and 
that  it  was  not  a  right  and  proper  state 
of  things  that  the  Liberal  Party  should 
hold  one  creed  up  to  the  time  when  they 
took  Office,  and  then,  turning  their  back 
upon  all  the  principles  they  had  pro- 
fessed, go  in  for  Home  Eule  in  Ireland. 
Sir,  there  has  been  an  entire  break  in 
the  traditions  of  the  Liberal  Party.  It 
is  not  necessary  to  go  back  to  Fox  and 
Grey,  for  they  lived  in  very  different 
times  and  under  very  different  condi- 
tions from  the  present.  One  hundred 
years  ago  Charles  Fox  was  the  favourite 
of  the  Manchester  manufacturers,  be- 
cause he  stood  up  against  Pitt  in 
favour  of  high  duties  and  Protection; 
and  Lord  Grey,  just  as  much  as  any 
other  Liberal  statesman,  was  opposed  to 
the  Eepeal  of  the  Union  after  it  had 
become  an  accomplished  fact.  That  sec- 
tion of  the  Liberal  Party  which  has  se- 
ceded from  Liberal  principles  in  sup- 
porting this  Bill  is  not  merely  departing 
&om  the  traditions  of  one  section  of  the 
House;  they  are  departing  from  prin- 
ciples once  common  to  early  Liberals 
and  early  Radicals,  with  whom  there 
had  never  been  any  question  as  to  the 
Bepeal  of  the  Union  ;  and  the  same 
may  be  said  of  Gentlemen  who  repre- 
sented the  Conservative  or  Tory  Party. 


These  hon.  Gentlemen  have  not  only 
gone  back  on  the  traditions  of  the  Libe- 
ral Party;  they  have  gone  back  on 
the  traditions  of  the  British  nation. 
They  have  taken  a  line  which,  up  to  the 
8th  of  April  last,  was  absolutely  new  ; 
and  I  ask  them  once  more  to  cite  a 
single  instance  of  a  statesman  in  this 
House  having,  up  to  that  date,  pro- 
nounced in  favour  of  the  Repeal  of  the 
Union.  I  remember  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  the  Member  for  one  of 
the  Divisions  of  Liverpool,  the  President 
of  the  National  League  in  Great  Britain 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor),  made  a  speech 
on  a  former  occasion ;  his  language  was 
prophetic,  but  certainly  interesting;  and 
he  said  that  in  four  or  five  days  the 
Prime  Minister  would  make  his  speech, 
and  that  by  the  time  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  sat  down  the  Eepeal  of  the 
Union  would  be  an  accomplished  fact, 
and  that  not  all  the  powers  of  earth 
could  bring  it  back  to  life  again.  I  quite 
agree  with  hon.  Gentlemen  who  say 
that  there  is  a  great  difference  in  the 
tone  of  hon.  Members  sitting  below  the 
Gangway  opposite;  but  I  think  that, 
although  their  tone  has  changed,  their 
demands  have  not  been  changed  at  all ; 
and  for  that  I  respect  them.  They  are 
now  demanding  the  same  thing  as  they 
did  all  through  the  last  Parliament — 
the  same  policy  of  a  separate  Parlia- 
ment and  a  separate  Government  for 
Ireland;  and  that  is  the  policy  which 
we  have  denounced  in  this  House  and 
throughout  the  country.  It  is  not  on 
a  question  of  details  that  hon.  Members 
around  me  are  opposed  to  the  Bill ;  it 
is  that  we  object  to  the  policy  of 
setting  up  a  separate  Parliament  and  a 
separate  Executive  for  Ireland.  To  say 
that  the  question  is  one  of  details,  I 
think,  is  really  unfair  and  illusive ;  and 
when  we  are  asked  by  hon.  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  here  and  there  to  vote 
for  the  second  reading,  and  are  told  that 
we  shall  only  be  doing  this,  that,  or 
the  other,  I  reply  that  we  vote  on  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  as  we  have  it; 
we  know  what  it  is,  and  how  it  has  been 
advocated  through  the  country  during 
the  Recess  by  official  persons,  and  with 
very  little  success  on  the  whole.  What 
they  have  been  advocating  is  not  this  or 
that  portion  of  the  Bill,  but  the  Bill  as  a 
whole.  In  answer  to  the  challenge  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  below  me  that  there 
are  few  Members  on  the  Liberal  side  of 
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the  House  who  are  against  tlie  principle 
of  the  Bill,  I  say  that  there  are  very 
few  persons  in  this  House,  or  even  out- 
side it;  except  those  of  the  official  class, 
who  can  say  much  for  the  scheme  as  a 
whole.  I  look  to  that  part  of  the  House 
where  the  Prime  Minister  might  be  ex- 

fected  to  find  his  strongest  support,  and 
find  that  there  this  scheme  is  objected 
to  by  three  out  of  four  of  the  Members 
who  sit  there.  [**No,  no!"]  I  have 
read  the  speeches  delivered  on  this  ques- 
tion throughout  the  country,  and  I  have 
not  seen  the  liand  Purchase  Bill  advo- 
cated in  the  speech  of  any  Radical  Mem- 
ber, and  that  is  inseparably  connected 
with  the  present  measure ;  and  when  I 
come  to  consider  the  other  portion  of  the 
scheme — the  Home  Rule  portion — sup- 
ported by  some  hon.  Members  sitting 
in  that  part  of  the  House,  I  cannot  but 
call  to  mind  the  elaborate  provisions 
introduced  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
viding that  if  it  should  become  an  Act 
it  cannot  be  altered  or  repealed  without 
the  consent  of  the  Representatives  from 
Ireland.  But  this  policy  upon  which  we 
are  invited  to  enter  is  a  policy  which 
affects  Great  Britain  as  well  as  Ireland ; 
and  I  say  that  Members  representing 
Great  Britain  ought  to  be  consulted, 
and  that  we  ought  to  attach  weight  to 
their  opinions  as  well  as  to  the  opinion 
of  the  Members  from  Ireland.  British 
Members,  by  an  immense  majority, 
would  decide  in  favour  of  maintaining 
the  Union  ;  and  I  say  that,  considering 
the  way  the  matter  has  been  brought 
before  us  and  before  the  country,  it 
would  be  an  outrage  on  the  rights  of 
British  electors  if  the  Union  were  re- 
pealed without  the  consent  of  the  Re- 
presentatives of  the  people  of  Great  Bri- 
tain. Of  course,  we  know  that  the  spe- 
cial point  of  keeping  Irish  Members  in 
this  House  is  considered  a  matter  of 
the  greatest  importance  ;  and  feeling 
strongly,  as  I  do,  that  the  supremacy  of 
the  Parliament  at  Westminster  should 
be  preserved,  T.  yield  to  none  in  wishing 
that  that  representation  may  be  con- 
tinued. But  that  would  be  introducing 
a  provision  which  would  make  this  a 
new  Bill.  I  do  not  complain  of  Gentle- 
men on  the  Treasury  Bench  for  not  at 
once  undertaking  to  make  this  change ;  I 
think  it  right  that  they  should  have  de- 
clined to  commit  themselves  to  a  provi- 
sion of  the  kind,  because,  as  I  have  said, 
it  would  make  the  measure  a  new  one. 
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If  we  were  to  take  the  Bill  ^/»«.the  108 
Irish  Members,  we  should  be  making 
an  absurdity  of  the  whole  thing ;  and  if 
that  had  been  proposed  in  the  first  in- 
stance, I  can,  for  my  own  part,  hardly 
believe  that  the  Bill  would  have  received 
a  first  reading  in  this  House.  But  that 
question  is  important,  because,  as  has 
been  pointed  out,  especially  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
(Mr.  J.  Chamberlain),  that  the  admis- 
sion of  the  Irish  Members  is  the  sig^ 
and  mark  of  the  retention  of  Imperial 
supremacy  on  the  part  of  this  Pfouse. 
I  know  that  my  hon.  Friend  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(Mr.  Bryce)  contended  the  other  night 
that  the  supremacy  of  the  British  Par- 
liament, in  which  there  would  not  be  a 
single  Irish  Representative,  with  re- 
ference to  the  future  was  maintained  ; 
but  he  could  only  arrive  at  that  conclu- 
sion by  saying  that  Clauses  24,  37,  and  89 
of  the  Bill  were  nothing  more  than 
honourable  obligations,  and  that  they 
had  not  the  force  and  weight  of  law. 
Well,  but  these  are  the  clauses  on  which 
the  independence  of  the  future  Irish 
Parliament  is  to  rest.  I  can  only  say 
that  we  are  not  arguing  the  point  before 
the  Judges ;  all  we  want  is  to  make  it 
plain  as  to  whether  the  British  Parlia- 
ment shall  be  supreme  and  the  Irish 
Parliament  subordinate.  Then  we  say 
it  is  not  to  argue  upon  the  exact 
meaning  of  words  as  they  stand,  but 
that  words  ought  to  be  introduced 
into  the  Bill  to  make  the  matter  abso- 
lutely clear.  There  are  many  points 
from  which  this  Bill  may  be  looked  at — 
there  is  the  religious  point  of  view, 
the  landowning  point  of  view,  and  the 
trading  point  of  view ;  but  I,  for  my  part, 
and  a  large  number  with  me,  regard  it 
mainly  from  a  national  point  of  view. 
Important  as  are  these  essential  interests, 
the  great  questions  for  us  to  consider 
are  whether  we  are  to  remain  as  one 
nation  in  the  face  of  Europe  and  of  the 
world,  and  whether  we  are  to  stand 
together  like  one  nation  in  the  face  of  a 
hostile  and  dangerous  attack?  I  know 
that  some  Irish  Members  will  say  that 
Ireland  will  be  nothing  but  a  source  of 
weakness  to  Great  Britain.  I  do  not 
believe  that.  I  know  that  we  have  had 
trouble,  and  I  know  that  we  may 
have  it  again ;  but,  after  all,  Irishmen 
have  shared  many  dangers  with  us, 
and  I  am  convinced  will  do  so  a^aim 
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I  believe  muoh  ia  the  policy  of  those 
Btatesmeii  who  have  tried  to  unite, 
and  not  to  separate,  the  two  peoples; 
who  tried  to  redress  grievances,  but 
abating  not  one  jot  in  their  deter- 
mination to  maintain  the  unity  of  the 
Kingdom  as  a  whole.  That  is  the  view 
which  we  have  all  held ;  but  here  a  new 
departure  is  made,  and  I  think  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Front 
Benches  should  come  forward  and  show 
reason  for  the  change.     There  are  no 


I  of  some  64  years  ago.  At  that  time 
j  there  were  61  Charities  in  the  City  of 
(Lichfield,  and  since  then  the  circum- 
stances connected  with  the  Charities 
have  very  little  altered.  Only  the  other 
day  Lowe's  Charity,  one  of  the  richest 
of  these  Charities,  came  before  the  Com- 
missioners for  a  new  scheme;  and  the 
Charity  Commissioners,  in  their  wisdom, 
introduced  a  scheme  which  I,  as  the 
Representative  of  the  Lichfield  Division 
of  StaflPordshire,   at  the  urgent  request 


reasons  now  in  favour  of  it  which  were  t  of  the  working  classes  of  Lichfield,  re- 
not  equally  good  reasons  two  months 
ago ;  yet  when  some  led  the  country  to 
expect  that  the  Prime  Minister  was 
about  to  adopt  a  policy  of  separate  go- 
vernment in  Ireland  they  were  de- 
nounced, as  I  myself  was,  for  supposing 


sisted,  because  it  did  not  provide  for 
the  election  by  the  ratepayers  of  that 
city  of  a  certain  number  of  represen- 
tative Governors.  I  asked  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Commissioners  to  go  so  far  as  to 
grant  that  one-half  of  the  Governors 


that  the  Prime  Minister  would  adopt  an  j  or  Trustees,  or  whatever  they  are  called, 
impossible  policy  which  no  statesman  in  ^  should  be  elected  directly  by  the  rate- 
Ids  senses  would  think  of  following.  |  payers,  who  are  interested  in  this 
Finally,  I  say  that  we,  and  those  who  I  Charity.  The  Charity  Commissioners 
think  with  us  on  this  question,  are  en-  :  declined  to  accede  to  my  request.  They 
deavouring  to  preserve  that  policy  to  '  proposed  that  of  the  12  Trustees  seven 
which  we  Liberals  have  been  attached,  i  — the  majority — should  be  co-optative, 


Let  us  not  change  it  without  seeing  some 
reason  for  it;  let  us  maintain  this  nation 
intact,  and  when  the  time  comes  for 
others  to  take  over  the  government  of 
the  country,  let  it  be  one  that  presents 
to  the  world  a  united  front. 


thus  continuing  the  rotten  system  of 
self- election,  a  system  which  is  certainly 
not  fit  for  this  century;  and  that  the 
other  five,  whom  the  Commissioners 
pleased    to    call    representative 


were 


Trustees,  should  be  elected  by  the  Town 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  i  Council.    Now,  I  put  it  to  hon.  Mm- 
*'That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned."   ^ers  of  this  House  whether  the  Town 
—(Mr.  Justin  McCarthy,)  


Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  further  adjourned  till  Thursday. 

MOTIONS. 

LOWE'S   CHARITY  (LICHFIELD). 
BESOLUTION. 

SiK  JOHN  SWINBURNE  (Staflford- 
shire,  Lichfield) :  At  this  early  Lour  of 
the  morning  I  must  ask  the  House  to 
grant  me  their  indulgence  for  a  few 
minutes  that  I  may  bring  before  them 
a  question  of  some  importance.  I  say 
a  question  of  some  importance,  because 
some  Members  of  the  House  may  not  be 
aware  that  the  Charities  and  Endowed 
Schools  of  Great  Britain,  taken  as  a 
whole,  have  an  income  sufficient  to  de- 


Councils    of    small    places   like   Lich- 

'field  are  not  differently  constituted  to 

[  the  Town  Councils  of  large  places  like 

'Birmingham,   Manchester,   and  Liver- 

Ipool?    The    Town    Councils  of    small 

places  are  composed  practically  of  the 

i  same  people  who  manage  the  Charities, 

I  or,  at  any  rate,  of  the  friends  of  the 

I  Trustees  or  Governors  of  the  Charities 

:  existing  in  the  towns.   What  is  the  con- 

.  sequence  ?    Why,   that  you  have  one 

,  clique  electing  another,  and  a  continu- 

I  ance  of  abuses.     I  will  turn  for  a  mo- 

'  ment  to  some  of  these  abuses,  which  are 

reported  in  the  Blue  Book  to  which  I 

have  already  referred.     On  page  398  it 

is  shown  that  the  Trustees  of  the  Con- 

i  duit  Lands,  one  of  the  richest  Charities 

in  England,  spent,  in  five  years,  £103 

upon    dinners    and  other  expenses  of 

meetings  of  the  Trustees.    The  Trustees 


fray  iJie  expenses  of  the  entire  educa-    of  the  Charities  of  the  Biddulphs 
tion  of  the  country.    I  particularly  wish  ,     «  distribute  amongst  the  poor  of  the  City  of 
to  draw  the  attention  of  the  House  for  |  Lichfield  £5  yearly  upon  Gbod  Friday   and 
a  moment  to  the  Charities  in  the  City  of  .  Christmaa  Eve,  by  equal  portions ;  " 
Lichfield.    I  have  here  a  Blue  Book — a  But  the  money  is  distributed  in  a  public- 
Beport   of  the   Charity  Commissioners   house,   and    by  the   landlord    of  that 
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public -house.  One  £40  is  missing. 
This  is  a  Parliamentary  Report,  and 
therefore  the  language  is  Parhamentary 
in  the  extreme.  The  Commissioners 
euphoniously  say — 

"We  can  discover  no  further  trace  of  the 
£40  given  by  the  elder  Simon  Biddulph  for 
loans." 

"We  next  come  to  Hinton's  Charity.  For 
three  years  no  payments  were  made  to 
the  poor,  and  three  parcels  of  land  are 
reported  as  lost.  I  suppose  the  land 
was  merged  in  the  adjoining  property ; 
at  all  events,  it  was  lost  to  the  Charity. 
Then  we  come  to  Mousley's  Charity. 
The  Funds  passed  into  the  hands  of  the 
Town  Clerk  and  the  Corporation,  and 
the  interest  paid  was  at  the  rate  of 
£3  6«.  Sd.  per  cent  without  security.  In 
the  case  of  Elias  Ashmole's  Charity,  no 
distribution  of  funds  took  place  for  13 
years;  and  in  another  case — Luke  Robin- 
son's Charity — the  funds  were  only  given 
to  one  pet  parish,  when  they  should  have 
been  distributed  all  over  the  City.  In 
the  case  of  Caldwell's  Gift, the  property — 
namely  £40— has  disappeared.  In  the 
case  of  Minor's  Gift,  10«.  was  to  be  paid 
yearly  for  a  sermon  to  be  yearly  preached 
on  St.  Thomas's  Day  in  St.  Mary's 
Church,  Lichfield  ;  but  the  money  is  not 
now  paid.  In  respect  to  Marshall's 
Charity,  the  one  acre  and  a- half  of 
arable  land  lying  in  Boley,  near  Fil- 
ham's  Ditch,  the  rent  of  which  was  to 
be  distributed  amongst  the  poor  of  Lich- 
field, **i8  now  unknown.'*  Then  we 
come  to  Simpson's  Charity. 

"  The  money  is  generally  given  away  about 
the  month  of  March,  so  many  charities  being 
dispensed  at  Christmas  that  it  has  been  thought 
advisable  to  distribute  this  at  a  later  period.*' 

Why  the  money  should  not  be  distri- 
buted at  Christmas,  when,  as  a  rule,  dis- 
tress is  greater  than  at  any  other  time 
of  the  year,  I  cannot  understand.  I 
have  had  considerable  correspondence 
with  the  Charity  Commissioners  in  re- 
gard to  Lowe's  Charity,  and  I  presented 
to  the  Commissioners  a  large  Petition 
signed  bv  309  of  the  poor  inhabitants 
and  working  men  of  tne  City  of  Lich- 
field in  favour  of  the  future  Governors 
being  elected  by  the  ratepayers.  But 
the  Commissioners  declined  to  accede  to 
my  request.  The  Charity  needs  reform. 
The  accounts  have  been  audited  by  the 
Trustees  themselves ;  and  it  was  found 
that,  while  there  was  great  distress  in 
the  City  during  the  winter  just  past, 
there  was  no  less  a   sum  than  £443 

Sir  John  Swinburne 


in  the  hands  of  the  Clerk  to  the  Trus- 
tees, who  is  very  closely  connected  with 
the  office  of  a  solicitor.  The  money  was 
really  at  the  disposal  of  the  partner  of 
one  of  the  Trustees,  and  no  interest  was 
paid  upon  it.  Now,  what  the  people  of 
the  City  of  Lichfield  claim  is,  that  they 
shall  have  the  power  in  the  future  of 
electing  their  own  Eepresentatives,  or, 
at  least,  a  majority  of  them.  That  is 
the  principle  which  I  wish  the  House  to 
affirm  upon  this  occasion.  It  is  no  new 
principle,  because  some  eight  years  ago 
it  was  adopted  in  the  case  of  an  endowed 
school  in  the  parish  of  Stamfordhano, 
Northumberland.  I  have  considerable 
property  in  that  parish,  and  I  took  an 
interest  in  the  school.  When  I  began 
to  interest  myself  in  the  Institution  there 
were  only  three  boys  in  it.  I  need  not 
say  there  had  been  Chancery  suits,  be- 
cause I  do  not  know  any  Charity  in 
England — I  can  only  speak  for  England 
— in  the  records  of  which  you  will  not 
find  one  or  two  Chancery  suits — in  fact, 
a  large  portion  of  most  Charities  has 
been  eaten  up  by  expensive  litigations. 
After  three  years*  labour  in  going  from 
office  to  office,  I  was  able  to  get  up  a 
scheme  for  the  school  at  Stamfordham, 
and  in  that  scheme  the  Charity  Com> 
missioners  urged  very  strongly  that  one- 
half  of  the  Trustees  should  be  appointed 
by  the  Vestry.  After  very  considerable 
remonstrance  on  my  part  I  got  that  part 
of  the  scheme  altered,  and  I  succeeded  In 
getting  half  the  Trustees  elected  directly 
by  the  ratepayers.  Moreover,  the  eight 
co-optative  Governors  were  only  to  be 
elected  for  sevdn  years.  What  has  been 
the  consequence?  They  did  me  the 
honour  to  elect  me  as  Chairman  ; 
but  I  declined  the  honour,  because  I 
thought  it  would  be  better  that  the 
people  should  manage  the  school  of 
their  own  village  by  the  best  men  they 
could  get  in  the  immediate  neighbour- 
hood. A  new  school-house  has  been 
built,  the  average  attendance  is  now  be- 
tween 60  and  70  instead  of  three,  and 
all  the  original  co-optative  members 
have  ceased  to  exist,  I  am  sorry  to  say. 
some  by  death,  and  some,  like  myself, 
by  retirement.  How  have  they  supplied 
the  places  of  these  oo- optative  members  ? 
Why,  the  elected  members  have  caused 
their  own  elected  members  to  become 
co-optative  members,  so  that  practically 
the  whole  management  of  the  school  is 
in  the  hands  of  the  ratepayers.  The 
CO- optative  members  are  only  elected  for 
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seven  years;  there  is  no  jobbery;  there  is 
a  good  school ;  the  people  take  an  interest 
in  the  property,  and  there  is  no  reason  to 
complain  in  any  way  of  the  manage- 
ment of  the  school.  Now,  Sir,  I  ask  the 
House  to  do  something  to  popularize 
the  Charities  in  the  City  of  Lichfield. 
There  were  originally  6 1  Charities  in  the 
City;  but  some  of  them  have  become 
absorbed  or  merged  in  other  property, 
and  the  money  has  been  made  away 
with.  Long  leases  have  been  granted 
in  some  cases,  though  I  must  give  the 
Charity  Commissioners  credit  for  having 
now  done  away  with  the  lease-for-lives' 
B3r8tem.  Mark  me,  although  the  whole  of 
the  City  of  Lichfield  is  interspersed  with 
little  plots  of  land  belonging  to  Charities, 
J  have  not  been  able  to  find  one  plot  let 
in  allotments  to  the  working  people. 
The  property  is  let  generally  at  high 
rent,  very  frequently  to  connections  of 
the  (Trustees.  At  this  hour  of  the  morn- 
ing I  will  not  detain  the  House  longer. 
I  only  wish  to  take  this  opportunity  of 
thanking  the  Charity  Commissioners  for 
the  courtesy  they  exhibited  in  their  cor- 
respondence. The  direct  issue  is  that 
the  Commissioners  are  determined,  as  I 
believe,  to  adhere,  in  the  case  of  Lowe's 
Oharity,  to  that  old  and  rotten  system 
of  co-optative  Trustees  and  Governors 
electing  themselves  in  the  future,  and  of 
not  allowing  any  direct  representative  to 
come  from  the  ratepayers.  The  ques- 
tion is  whether  the  ratepayers,  for  whose 
benefit  this  Charity  has  been  left,  shall 
have  the  charge  of  its  management.  Do 
yon  think  for  one  moment  that  the 
money  of  many  of  these  Charities  would 
have  been  lost  if  the  ratepayers  had  had 
the  power  of  electing  their  own  Trustees 
to  watch  the  property?  I  beg  to 
move— 

**  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  every 
Scheme  of  the  Charity  Commissioners  ought  to 
provide  for  the  majority  of  the  Trustees  or 
Managers  being  directly  elected  by  the  rate- 
payers in  the  locality  to  which  the  Charity 
extends." 

Dr.  F0  8TEE  (Chester):  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  beg  to  second  the  Motion.  I 
myself  have  had,  during  the  last  two^or 
three  years,  a  good  deal  of  experience  of 
the  dissatisfaction  that  exists,  especially 
in  the  rural  districts,  with  the  mode  in 
which  the  Trustees  of  these  Charities  do 
their  work.  Only  to-day  I  put  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  Lyon  Playfair)  a 
Question  bearing  on  the  same  subject  as 
the  principle  involved  in  this  Motion. 


In  Inkberrow,  in  the  county  of  Worces- 
ter, we  have  a  difficulty  of  this  kind  in 
regard  to  the  Charities,  on  which  I  had 
hoped  to  get  some  information  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.     During  the  last 
three  or  four  years  the  belief  of  the  agri- 
cultural labourers  of  the  county  has  been 
that  the  Trustees  of  these  Charities  have 
done  their  utmost  to  prevent  the  Allot- 
ments Extension    Act  being   put  into 
force ;  and  their  constant  appeal  has  been 
not  that  these  Charities  should  be  taken 
wholly  out  of  the  hands  of  the  present 
Trustees,    but  that  the  people  should 
have  some  voice  in  the  management  of 
the    Charities.      That,    I    think,    is    a 
reasonable    request,    with    which    this 
House  ought  to  have  strong  sympathy. 
If  we  are  to  place  the  agricultural  la- 
bourers and  people  in  general  in  a  right 
position  in  reference  to  these  Charities, 
we  ought  to  give  them  some  power  in 
the  management  of  the  Charities.     This 
question   affects    many    towns   besides 
Lichfield .  In  Birmingham  we  have  a  very 
rich  endowment — the  Grammar  School. 
The  practice  of  the  Town  Council  ap- 
pointing a  certain  number  of  the  Trus- 
tees has  been  in  force  some  years,  and 
works  well.     It  may  not  work  so  well  in 
smaller  towns,  such  as  Lichfield;  but 
the    question   I   wish   more  especially 
to  press  on  the  attention  of  the  House 
is  not  a  question  which  refers  to  towns, 
but  one  which  refers  to  rural  districts. 
During  the  late  Election  it  was  my  lot 
to  speak  in  more  than  one  county  con- 
stituency   in    which    the    Trustees   of 
Charities  were  taking  an  active  part  in 
the  electoral  campaign.     I  know  that 
in  more  than  one  case  the  agricultural 
population  were  told  that  if  they  did 
not  vote  in  a  certain  way  the  Christ- 
mas doles  they  were  in   the  habit  of 
receiving    might    not  be  forthcoming. 
This  kind  o;f  intimidation  is  unworthy 
of  anyone  occupying  the  position  of  a 
public  Trustee,  and  is  a  mean  advantage 
to  take  of  the  agricultural  labourers. 
But  the    agricultural    population    are 
awakening  now  to  the  knowledge  that 
these  Charities  are  their  own  property, 
and  that  they  are  only  held  in  trust  by 
these  Trustees  appointed  by  the  Charity 
Commissioners «     They  feel  strongly  on 
this  matter.  When  I  have  attended  meet- 
ings in  favour  of  an  extension  of  the 
allotment  system,  I  have  found  their 
minds  imbued  with  so  strong  a  sus- 
picion   of    the    way    in    which    these 
Charities  are  managed,  that  one  of  the 
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g^atest  difficulties  is  to  get  them  to  be- 
lieve that  these  Trusts  are  ever  ma- 
naged honestly  and  well.  Many  Chari- 
ties are  managed  honestly  and  well ; 
but  the  agricultural  mind  is  imbued 
with  a  very  strong  suspicion  as  to  the 
management.  Can  we  wonder  at  it, 
when  there  are  many  instances  in  which 
whole  Charities  have  disappeared  ;  other 
instances  in  which  the  money  has  been 
misapplied ;  and  other  instances  in  which 
Charity  lands  existed  a  few  years  ago, 
but  have  now  become  absorbed  by  some 
mysterious  process,  and  are  no  longer  a 
benefit  to  the  labouring  poor?  The 
suspicion  of  which  I  have  spoken  rankles 
in  the  minds  of  the  people ;  and  I  believe 
it  would  be  wise  on  the  part  of  this 
House  to  pass  some  Besolution  such  as 
this.  The  election  of  a  certain  number 
of  represeutative  men  would  restore  the 
confidence  of  the  population  in  the  rural 
districts  in  the  management  of  these 
Charity  Trusts. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Houie,  every 
Scheme  of  the  Charity  CommiBsionen  ought  to 
provide  for  the  majority  of  the  Trustees  or 
Managers  being  directly  elected  by  the  rate- 
payers in  the  locality  to  which  the  Charity 
extends."— (5ir  John  ISwinbume.) 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  Lyon  Playfaib)  (Leeds, 
S.) :  I  was  not  aware  of  this  Motion 
coming  on  to-night,  or  I  should  have 
obtained  information  from  the  Charity 
Commissioners.  I  am  one  of  the  Com- 
missioners, but  my  duties  prevent  me  at- 
tending the  meetings  of  the  Commission. 
I  must  point  out  to  the  hon.  Baronet  that 
his  object  will  not  at  all  be  obtained  by 
this  Itesoli.tion ;  his  object  is  to  defeat 
Lowe's  Charity  Scheme ;  but  his  Motion 
will  not  act  on  Lowe's  Charity  at  all. 
The  Motion  is  couched  in  such  large 
terms  that  I  am  sure  he  is  thinking 
of  other  Charities  besides  Lowe's.  **  In 
the  opinion  of  this  House  every  Scheme 
of  the  Charity  Commissioners"  ought 
to  be  framed  in  the  way  he  suggests. 
That  will  refer  to  education  schemes, 
and  to  many  educational  schemes  such  a 
provision  is  quite  unsuitable.  The  desire 
is  to  get  men  of  technical  knowledge — 
men  of  particular  knowledge — elected 
upon  schemes  for  education.  I  do  not 
think,  therefore,  for  education,  at  all 
events,  the  Besolution  the  hon.  Baronet 
proposes  will,  in  the  slightest  degree, 
effect  the  purpose  he  has  in  view.  If 
the  hon.  Baronet  will  allow  the  debate 

Dr.  FoiUr 


to  be  adjourned  I  will  take  oare  to  find 
out  all  about  Lowe's  Charity,  and  see 
how  far  his  views  can  be  met.  I  can 
assure  hiTn  that  this  Motion  itself  will 
not,  in  the  least,  meet  this  particular 
case. 

Captain  VERNE Y  (Bucks,  N.,  Buck- 
ingham) :  I  hope  the  hon.  Member  will 
not  allow  this  debate  to  be  adjourned. 
There  is  no  matter  upon  which  the  agri- 
cultural population  feel  more  keenly 
than  upon  this  question ;  and  I  may  say 
that  it  is  one  which  is  regarded  as  of  the 
utmost  importance  in  the  constituency 
which  I  have  the  honour  to  represent. 
It  is  thought  that  these  Charities  should 
be  managed  by  those  whom  they  are 
intended  to  benefit,  and  should  not  be 
dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  the  land- 
owners. I  c£in  quote  an  instance  in 
which  a  Charity  has  been  left  to  a  cer- 
tain school  in  a  parish  ;  and  the  parson, 
who  is  the  landowner  of  the  whgle  of 
the  parish,  is  one  of  the  Trustees  of  the 
Charity.  The  Charity  is  £100  a-year, 
and  practically  you  are  paying  that 
£100  a-year  into  the  parson's  pocket. 
If  this  money  had  not  been  left  there 
would  have  been  school  rates  or  some- 
thing else  of  that  sort  to  be  paid ;  and, 
the  parson  being  the  landowner  of  the 
whole  parish,  he  would  have  had  to  pay 
it.  You  might  as  well  give  him  the 
Charity  to  put  in  his  own  pocket.  In 
point  of  fact,  I  think  it  is  a  swindle  upon 
the  poor  people  of  the  parish  that  these 
educational  endowments  should  be  dealt 
with  so  as  to  benefit  the  landowner.  I 
think  that  this  is  a  matter  which  ought 
to  be  pushed  to  a  division,  and  we  shall 
then  see  who  are  the  men  who  are  ready 
to  stand  by  the  labourers  and  who  have 
their  interests  at  heart. 

Mr.  CARVELL  WILLIAMS  (Not- 
tingham, S.) :  I  have  had  good  oppor- 
tunities for  many  years  past  of  exa- 
mining the  schemes  of  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners ;  and  it  seems  to  me  as  though 
they  were  anxious  to  give  power  to  any- 
body and  everybody  rather  than  those 
best  suited  to  exercise  it.  Some  of 
their  schemes  are  of  the  most  fantastio 
character ;  and  the  management  of  them 
has  been  left  in  the  hands  of  those  who 
are  least  interested  in  undertaking  them. 
Another  thing  which  I  have  noticed  in 
connection  with  these  schemes  is  that 
the  Trustee  Boards  have,  in  many  cases, 
been  so  constituted  that  a  large  majoritj 
of  the  Tnxstees  belong  to  one  particular 
Party,  or  to  one    particular  religious 
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denomination ;  and  I  am  obliged  to  say 
that  that  particular  political  Party  has 
been  the  Conservative  Party,  and  the 
religious  denomination  has  been  the 
Church  of  England.  For  my  part,  I 
am  in  favour  of  trusting  to  the  repre- 
sentative principle  in  this  matter.  I 
think  it  would  be  very  much  better  to 
trust  the  people  than  to  place  power  in 
the  hands  of  those  who  have  no  real 
interest  in  the  administration  of  the 
Charities,  and  who  are  certainly  not 
the  best  qualified  to  administer  them. 
I  would  remind  the  House  that  in  the 
Act  which  deals  with  these  questions  in 
Scotland  there  is  a  clause  the  principle 
of  which  is  identical  with  the  principle 
for  which  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Lichfield  (Sir  John  Swinburne)  is 
contending  to-night.  That  clause  renders 
it  essential  that  a  portion  of  the  Trustees 
who  are  to  be  appointed  xmder  the  Act 
shall  be  appointed  by  the  Borough 
Boards  of  Scotland.  I  hope  also  that 
the  time  is  soon  coming  when  we  shall 
have  something  like  decentralization  in 
regard  to  the  Charity  Commissioners, 
and  when  power  will  be  given  to  the 
Local  Authorities  to  construct  these 
schemes,  instead  of  their  being  entrusted 
to  a  body  of  men  in  London.  I  consider 
that  with  all  their  wisdom,  and  with  all 
their  good  intentions,  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners must  be  unable  to  frame 
schemes  which  are  good  for  all  the  par- 
ticular places  interested.  I  hope  that 
we  shall  soon  give  a  larger  measure 
of  power  to  Local  Authorities;  and  in 
respect  of  these  Charities  I  hope  it  will 
lead  to  this — that  instead  of  the  re- 
formation of  the  Charities  being  the 
tardy  process  it  is  kt  present,  we  shall 
be  able  carefully,  and  iu  good  time,  to 
reconstruct  the  whole  of  the  charitable 
schemes  of  the  country,  and  to  do  it  in 
such  a  way  as  to  meet  the  wants  of  the 
people  to  a  far  greater  extent  than 
they  had  been  met  during  the  last  50 
years.  I 

Mb.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh.  W.) :  | 
I  hope  that  the  hon.  Member  will  press 
this  question  te  a  division.     As  my  hon. 
Friend  has  stated,  it  is  not  a  new  ques- 
tion in  this  House,  and  it  is  not  a  new  | 
question  in  one  part  of  the  Kingdom.  I 
We  know  a  good  deal  about  it  in  Scot- ! 
land;  and  I  would  point  out  that  this  ^ 
Motion    which  the  hon.    Baronet    has . 
pat  upon  the  Paper  contains  the  very 
identical  principle  which  we  contended  ; 
for  on  behalf  of  Scotland  in  the  last  Par-  j 
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liament.  We  contended,  when  the  Scotch 
Act  was  before  the  House,  for  a  clause 
which  should  take  the  form  of  the  Mo- 
tion now  put  forward  by  the  hon.  Baro- 
net, and  that  clause  was  put  into  the 
Bill ;  but  when  the  measure  went  up  to 
"  another  place "  it  was  considerably 
altered,  and  eventually  passed  in  a  much 
weaker  form.  Therefore,  I  think  that 
in  future,  whenever  this  question  is 
brought  forward,  it  will  be  considered  of 
the  greatest  importance  that  this  prin- 
ciple should  be  once  more  affirmed,  and 
that  on  this  occasion  the  bulk  of  the 
independent  Members  will  support  the 
hon.  Baronet  in  a  division  upon  the 
matter. 

Mb.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan) :  I  do 
not  know  how  far  hon.  Members  ore 
aware  that  there  is  a  Committee  sitting 
upstairs  engaged  in  investigating  the 
whole  of  this  subject ;  but  it  appears  to 
me  that  it  would  ^be  a  bad  precedent  to 
establish  to  appoint  a  Committee  one 
day,  and  then,  almost  directly  after 
having  done  so,  to  pass  a  Eesolution  in 
this  House  practically  deciding  the  whole 
question.  I  am  of  opinion,  also,  that 
this  matter  cannot  be  properly  dis- 
cussed at  this  hour.  It  is  now  a  quarter 
past  1  o'clock  in  the  morning,  and  I  do 
not  think  that  so  important  a  question 
as  this  can  be  satisfactorily  dealt  with  at 
such  an  hour,  and  in  the  absence  of  so 
many  Members.  I  venture  to  say,  more- 
over, that  if  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Captain  Vemey)  had  a 
seat  on  the  Committee  upstairs  he  would 
not  have  made  use  of  the  observations  he 
did  in  regard  to  the  Commissioners.  I 
do  not  believe  that  anybody  who  knows 
anything  about  these  cases  can  describe 
them  as  being  '^  fantastic  schemes."  I 
have  known  something  of  these  schemes 
from  the  commencement  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  I  venture  to  say  that  the 
term  *'  fantastic  "  is  the  very  worst  that 
can  be  applied  to  them.  They  have  ever 
shown  an  increasing  desire  to  have 
regard  to  local  requirements,  and  an 
anxiety  to  give  effect  to  the  wants  and 
desires  of  every  district  interested.  The 
system  proposed  in  this  Motion  will  be 
an  entirely  novel  system  in  this  country 
— a  system  which  has  never  yet  been 
brought  into  operation,  and  which,  if 
it  is  brought  into  operation,  will  not 
be  founded  on  the  Eeport  of  any  Com- 
mittee or  Commission,  will  not  be  sup- 
ported by  evidence  of  any  kind,  but  will 
be  a  complete  revolution  in  our  educa- 
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tional  system  carried  by  an  unexpected 
vote  in  this  House  at  half-past  1  o'clock 
in  the  morning.  I  do  not  believe  that 
there  was  ever  a  Committee  of  this  House 
which  was  stronger  or  better  attended 
than  the  Committee  which  is  inquiring 
into  this  matter;  and  I  do  not  think 
that  the  House  will  be  acting  in  that 
judicial  spirit,  and  with  that  desire  to 
act  fairly,  which  is  looked  forward  to 
in  all  our  Parliamentary  proceedings, 
if  it  consents  to  pass  this  Motion.  For 
my  part,  I  believe  that  the  action  of  the 
Charity  Commission  was  justified  by  the 
Beport  of  the  Committee  which  sat  last 
year.  I  confess  that  I  have  heard  from 
some  friends  of  mine  that  there  are  some 
grounds  of  complaint  in  regard  to  some 
of  these  Charities  in  reference  to  allot- 
ments; but  I  believe  that  the  fault  in 
those  cases  does  not  lie  with  the  Com- 
missioners, but  with  the  people  living  in 
the  districts  concerned.  I  am  sure,  how- 
ever, that  more  weight  ought  to  be  at- 
tached to  the  Beport  of  last  year's  Com- 
mittee, which  was  made  after  careful 
investigation,  than  to  the  opinions  of 
hon.  Members  who,  however  sincere, 
have  not  had  the  same  practical  ac- 
quaintance with  the  facts  of  the  case. 
What  we  have  to  do  is  to  have  regard 
to  the  present  administration  of  the 
Charities,  and  not  to  what  took  place 
in  1832.  At  present  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners cannot  deal  with  any  Charity 
unless  they  are  moved  to  do  so,  and  the 
question  of  whether  their  powers  ought 
to  be  enlarged  has  often  been  spoken  of. 
It  has  been  said  that  their  powers  ought 
to  be  enlarged ;  but  that  matter  is  not 
before  the  House  at  the  present  moment. 
It  is  a  different  question,  and,  therefore, 
I  will  not  now  go  into  it.  What  I  would 
urge  upon  the  hon.  Baronet  opposite 
(Sir  John  Swinburne)  is  this — that, 
having  regard  to  the  fact  that  these 
matters  are  being  inquired  into  upstairs, 
a  Motion  so  large  and  sweeping  in  its 
character  as  this  ought  not  to  be  pressed 
at  this  hour  of  the  morning. 

The  SECRKTAEY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Chil. 
DERs)  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  I  would  point 
out  to  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  John  Swin- 
burne) who  has  moved  this  Resolution 
that  there  are  a  great  many  Members 
who  are  interested  in  this  question 
absent  on  this  occasion ;  indeed,  I  may 
say  that  very  few  of  those  now  in  the 
House  ever  expected  so  important  a 
matter  as  this,  which  does  involve  very 
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serious  considerations,  to  come  on  at 
such  a  late  hour.  Now,  what  are  the 
facts  of  the  case  ?  It  has  been  the  custom 
in  all  the  schemes  in  connection  with 
Endowed  Charities  to  provide  in  dif- 
ferent ways  for  the  election  of  Trustees. 
In  some  cases  the  Trustees  are  elected 
by  the  Governing  Bodies,  while  others 
are  sometimes  appointed  by  special  per- 
sons having  an  interest  in  the  Trust. 
The  proposal  of  my  hon.  Friend  is  this 
— that  in  every  case  of  a  Trust,  and 
whether  or  not  for  any  particular  pur- 
pose, the  majority  of  the  Trustees  shall 
be  chosen  by  election  by  the  ratepayers. 
That  is  to  say,  that  there  shall  be  an 
election  taken  part  in  by  the  whole  body 
of  the  electors  of  the  district  interested 
in  the  case  of  every  Trust.  The  rule 
has  been  hitherto,  and  I  believe  it  has 
been  applied  to  the  majority  of  Tmsts, 
that  a  proportion  of  the  Trustees  shall 
be  elected  by  the  Local  Authorities,  and 
that  has  always  been  supposed  to  raise 
the  local  question ;  but  my  hon.  Friend 
proposes  to  do  away  with  this  altogeUier. 
Well,  that  is  a  strong  proposition  to  lay 
down  as  an  absolute  rale,  and  to  ask  the 
House  to  adopt  it  at  I  o'clock  in  the 
morning ;  and,  therefore,  I  will  appeal 
to  the  hon.  Baronet  not  to  press  his 
Motion  at  this  hour  in  the  morning. 
Surely  so  large  a  proposal  as  this 
ought  not  to  be  adopted  at  half-past 
1  o'clock  in  the  morning.  There  is 
a  stronger  reason— namely,  that  this 
very  question  has  been  referred  to 
a  Select  Committee  upstairs,  which  is 
sitting  at  this  moment.  That  Committee 
is  inquiring  into  these  Endowed  Chari- 
ties, and  the  question  we  are  now  dis- 
cussing, I  am  told,  is  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Committee.  The  hon. 
Baronet  actually  proposes  that  we  should 
take  a  division  on  a  subject  which  is  re- 
ferred, as  I  say,  to  a  Select  Committee — 
a  very  strong  Committee  —  sitting  up- 
stairs. He  would  say  to  that  Committee 
— **We  will  take  the  matter  of  thrae 
Trusts  out  of  your  hands,  notwithstand- 
ing that  we  have  referred  it  to  you,  and 
we  will  lay  down  such-and-such  a 
doctrine."  I  venture  to  say  that  that 
would  be  a  proceeding  unexampled  in 
the  history  of  our  dealings  in  these 
matters.  Let  me  remind  the  hon. 
Gentleman  of  the  question  underlying 
this.  Take  a  majority  of,  say,  seven 
Trustees  who  would  be  elected  by 
popular  election.  In  order  to  keep  up 
that  number,  most  probably  it  wouM  be 
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necessary  for  an  election  to  take  place 
every  year,  because  you  may  take  it  for 
granted  that,  having  seven  gentlemen 
filling  these  offices,  one  vacancy  will 
occur,  on  an  average,  every  12  months. 
And  does  the  hon.  Member  reflect  upon 
what  the  cost  of  these  elections  is  ? 
"We  have  had  a  Eotum  showing  the 
expense  to  the  ratepayers  of  local  elec- 
tions carried  on  in  the  ordinary  way, 
and  from  that  Eetarn  it  would  be  safe 
to  say  that  in  a  small  town  the  expense 
would  be  £200  or  £300.  Every  Id.  of 
that  would  come  out  of  the  funds  of  the 
Charity.  I  do  trust  the  hon.  Baronet 
will  not  press  his  Motion  to  a  division, 
but  will  postpone  it  in  order  to  allow 
time  for  consultation  with  those  in- 
terested. 

8m  R.  A88HETON  CROSS  (Lanca- 
shire, S.W.,  Newton) :  After  what  has 
just  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, I  should  like  to  say  that  there  is 
no  doubt  the  passing  of  a  Resolution  of 
this  kind  after  a  full  debate  would  have 
great  weight  with  the  country,  but  that 
a  Resolution  of  the  House,  whichever 
way  it  might  go,  passed  without  debate 
would  have  no  effect,  practically,  either 
in  the  country  or  elsewhere.  I  am  not 
going  to  follow  hon.  Gentlemen  in  the 
argument  as  to  whether  the  proposition 
before  us  is  right  or  wrong ;  but  I  would 
eay  that,  at  this  time  of  night,  in  the 
middle  of  such  a  debate  as  we  are 
engaged  in,  and  looking  at  the  state  of 
the  Benches,  it  is  impossible  for  the 
House  to  come  to  a  Resolution  which 
would  have  any  effect.  Therefore,  with 
all  sincerity,  I  would  say  to  the  hon. 
Baronet  who  has  brought  the  question 
forward  that  he  should  introduce  it  at  a 
time  when  it  could  be  fairly  discussed, 
in  a  full  House — for  it  is  a  subject  that 
deserves  discussion,  and  which  I  am 
sure  will  receive  it.  I  cannot  omit  to 
refer  to  the  other  circumstance,  that  this 
very  question  is  being  considered  up- 
stairs at  this  moment.  For  this  House 
to  pass  a  Resolution  on  the  subject 
whilst  the  Committee  is  sitting,  and  be- 
fore it  has  reported,  would  be  looked 
upon  by  everyone  who  is  familiar  with 
the  Forms  of  the  House  as  a  most  extra- 
ordinary thing,  and  as  coming  to  a  con- 
clusion without  sufficient  knowledge  and 
information.  Of  course,  on  this  matter 
I  am  only  expressing  my  own  opinion, 
and  not  that  of  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.     [Sir  John  Swinbubwe  dis- 


sented.] The  hon.  Baronet  shakes  hiA 
head,  but  I  think  I  have  a  ri^ht  to  put 
this  proposition  before  the  House.  I 
believe  it  is  one  that  will  be  accepted 
by  the  country. 

Mr.  KENRIOK  (Birmingham,  N.): 
I  do  not  concur  in  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  said, 
that  Town  Councils  are  not  to  be  trusted 
with  the  conduct  of  these  schools.  Town 
Councils  are  the  elected  representatives 
of  the  people,  and  as  elected  representa- 
tives I  believe  they  are,  at  any  rate  in 
most  cases,  the  most  competent  autho- 
rities to  entrust  with  the  management  of 
the  schools.  I  speak  on  this  subject 
with  some  knowledge  of  one  school — the 
Grammar  School  in  Birmingham — to 
which  the  Town  Council  appoints  eight 
representatives  out  of  a  total  number  of 
21.  The  result  of  the  addition  of  repre- 
sentative Governors  on  that  Board  has 
been  to  infuse  considerable  energy  into 
the  management  with  the  best  results. 
I  simply  rose  to  support  the  Motion  as  a 
declaration  in  favour  of  the  representa- 
tive principle.  I  believe  that  to  be  the 
sound  principle  on  which  all  these 
Charities  and  public  Institutions  are  to 
be  carried  on ;  and  it  is  looking  on  the 
Resolution  in  that  light  that  I  venture 
to  recommend  it  to  the  support  of  the 
House.  I  should  like  to  say  that  this  is 
not  a  Bill.  The  Government  at  this 
time  are  asking  us  to  vote  on  a  question 
of  supreme  importance,  and  they  will 
take  the  vote  not  as  committing  the 
House  to  all  the  particulars  of  the 
measure,  but  simply  as  a  declaration  of 
principle.  That  being  the  case  on  a 
matter  of  great  Constitutional  import- 
ance, surely  on  a  minor  matter  such  as 
this  we  need  not  quarrel  too  much  as  to 
the  terms  of  the  Resolution.  It  would 
be  distinctly  understood  in  the  country, 
as  in  the  House,  simply  as  the  affirma- 
tion of  a  principle  ;  and  that  principle  I 
take  to  be  a  sound  one,  and  one  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  House  to  recognize,  and  put 
in  force  on  every  occasion  when  the 
opportunity  arises. 

Sir  JOHN  SWINBURNE :  In  reply 
to  hon.  Members,  I  would  say  that  the 
Motion  has  been  on  the  Orders  of  the 
Day  for  six  weeks,  and  that,  therefore, 
it  cannot  possibly  have  taken  Her 
Majesty's  Government  by  surprise.  This 
evening,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  asked  the  House  to 
give  way  for  the  Irish  debate,  I  dis- 
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tincily  rose  in  mj  place,  and  requested 
the   Government  to   give    me    all   the 
facilities  they  could  for  this  Motion  of 
mine  to  come  on  at  an  early  hour.     I 
think  that  will  be  in  the  recollection  of 
the  House.     Then  I  have  been  asked  to 
postpone    this  Motion,    because    there 
is   a  Committee  sitting  upon  the  sub- 
ject upstairs — ^because   there  is  an  in- 
quiry going  on.     Why,  Sir,  there  han 
been  an  inquiry  going  on  about  these 
things  for  64  years,  having  commenced 
in  1822.  I  take  a  practical  view  of  these 
matters.     I  have  a  practical  knowledge 
of  them,  acquired  by  eight  years'  expe- 
rience, having  had  imder  my  own  eye 
an  Endowed  School  managed  by  a  ma- 
jority of  Trustees  or  Governors — call 
them  what  you  like — elected  by  the  rate- 
payers directly.     We  have  heard  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the   Home 
Secretary  something  about  the  enormous 
expense  of   these  elections.     He   says 
they  cost  hundreds  of  pounds.    WeU,  in 
the  case  to  which  I  refer.,  the  elections 
take  place  once  every  one  or  two  years, 
and  they  cost  the  Trustees  nothine.  They 
hold  their  meetings  in  the  school-house. 
I  agree  with  my  hon.   Friend  on    my 
right  the  Member  for  North  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  Kenrick)  that  in  such  places 
as  Manchester,  Birmingham,  and  Liver- 
pool, Town  Councils  are  excellent  Insti- 
tutions for  the  nomination  of  Governors 
in  such  Municipalities  ;  but  when  you 
get  to  small  towns  and   villages— and 
even  the  residence  of  a  Bishop  does  not 
necessarily  render  a  town  a  very  large 
or  important  place — the  case  is  different. 
I  want  to  put  myself  right.     The  Com- 
mittee sitting  upstairs  has  been   men- 
tioned more  than  once.     I  have  been  in 
constant  communication  with  the  Chief 
Charity   Commissioner  upstairs,  and  I 
have  begged  him  to  postpone  the  carry- 
ing out  of  the  Lowe  s  Charity  Scheme, 
seeing  that  we  are  at  issue  as  to  the 
system  of  election  to  be  adopted.     I  de- 
sire the  Trustees  to  be  elected  by  the 
ratepayers.     This  Gentleman  declines  to 
agree   to  my  proposal;   he   carries  his 
point  and  his  scheme.     The  House  may 
not  be  aware   of  the  fact,    nor   was  I 
until  within  the  last  few  days ;  but  it  is 
not  necessary  for  the  scheme  of  a  Charity 
to  be  placed  upon  the   Table  of   this 
House.     If  it  is  an  Endowed  School  the 
scheme  has  to  lie  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  30  days ;  but  that  is  not  the  case 
with  other  Charities.     What  happens  in 
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this  case?  Let  us  look  on  it  from  a 
practical  point  of  view.  Lowe's  Scheme 
has  only  been  passed  14  days  or  three 
weeks;  the  Charity  Commissioners  are 
already,  under  this  new  scheme,  selling 
a  piece  of  land  in  the  middle  of  the 
town,  where  a  garden  is  wanted  for 
allotments,  againe^  the  wish  of  tbe  work- 
ing classes.  They  have  written  to  me 
to  say  that  they  have  had  the  land 
valued.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  is 
proposed  to  sell  it  at  its  full  value,  or  at 
less  than  its  value;  but  the  land  is  being 
sold  against  the  wish  of  the  working 
classes  for  whom  the  Charity  was  left 
What  I  want  in  this  matter  is  Home 
Hule ;  that  Charity  property  shall  be 
watched  from  day  to  day  by  those  to 
whom  it  belongs.  The  Trustees  and 
Governors  in  this  case  are  to  be  elected 
for  life.  In  the  case  of  the  Charity  with 
which  I  became  connected  eight  years 
ago,  and  which  has  been  working  so 
admirably,  the  Trustees  are  only  elected 
for  seven  years.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, I  feel  compelled  to  divide  the 
House. 

LoBD  FRANCIS  HERVEY  (Bury  St 
Edmunds) :  I  desire  to  put  before  the 
House  a  consideration  which  may  weigh 
with  it  in  the  decision  it  may  give.  The 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Baronet  appears  to 
j  be  based  upon  the  idea  that  all  points 
]  that  can  come  within  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Charity  Commissioners  must  be  in 
their  character  essentially  local.  ["No, 
no!"]  Well,  I  will  read  the  Resolution, 
or  that  part  of  it  which  is  essential.  The 
hon.  Baronet  asks  us  to  affirm  that  in 
the  opinion  of  this  House — 

« Every  Scheme  of  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners ought  to  provide  for  the  minority  of  the 
Trustees  or  Managers  being  directly  elected  by 
the  ratepayers  in  the  locality  to  which  the 
Charity  extends." 

Take  the  case  of  the  Institution  for  Uie 
benefit  of  the  Orphans  of  Seamen.  That 
is  not  a  local  Charity.  It  is  a  Charity 
for  the  benefit  of  a  class,  and  I  appre- 
hend that  the  Resolution  proposed  for 
the  acceptance  of  the  House  in  that  case 
would  be  altogether  out  of  place.  That 
is  by  no  means  a  rare  state  of  things, 
nor  is  it  rare  to  find  cases  where  Chari- 
ties have  a  strong  local  element,  and,  at 
the  same  time,  also  a  strong  non-local 
character.  It  would  be  absurd  to  insist 
upon  a  majority  of  the  Trustees  of  a 
Charity  being  local,  because  that  Charity 
may  have  local  characteristics.    Take  a 
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cane  like  Sherborne  School.  Suppose 
the  Commissioners  are  going  to  form  a 
scheme  for  that  school,  and  the  majority 
of  the  Trustees  are  to  be  withdrawn 
from  the  narrow  radius  of  Sherborne 
and  the  vicinity.  The  school  is  a  public 
school,  open  to  all  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects who  like  to  send  their  children 
there.  [** Divide!"]  Hon.  Gentlemen 
say  '*  Divide ! "  Are  they  not  beginning 
to  see  that  the  Eesolution  proposed  to 
the  House  is  one  which  they  cannot  pass 
without  agreeing  to  that  which  is  not 
sense?  The  Resolution  is  one  which 
should  not  be  acted  upon,  and  which  the 
hon.  Baronet  would  be  the  last  man  in 
the  world  to  wish  to  have  acted  upon. 
The  hon.  Member  opposite  has  men- 
tioned that  he  has  had  great  experience 
as  to  the  Endowed  Schools  Department 
of  the  Charity  Commissioners'  work,  and 
has  found  considerable  fault  with  the 
Charity  Commissioners.  A  Committee 
is  sitting  upstairs  to  inquire  into  com- 
plaints made  against  the  administration 
of  the  Charity  Commissioners  with  re- 
spect to  Endowed  Schools ;  and  I  would 
put  it  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  he 
would  be  doing  better  by  coming  up  to 
that  Committee  to  substantiate  the  com- 
plaints he  has  made,  than  by  merely 
standing  up  in  this  House  and  making 
a  wide  and  general  and  vague  case. 
[**0h,  oh!"]  He  certainly  said  there 
were  a  great  many  cases,  but  he  did  not 
give  us  any  particulars.  It  would  be 
better,  I  say,  to  go  to  the  Committee 
upstairs,  than  to  indulge  in  general  de- 
clamation against  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners. 

Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  (Bradford, 
W.)  :  I  quite  agree  with  the  object  the 
hon.  Baronet  has  in  view,  and  when  the 
right  time  comes,  and  we  are  able  to  deal 
practically  with  the  question,  I  will  go 
with  him  with  all  my  heart.  Many 
Members  in  the  House  know  that  I  have 
fought  the  question  on  the  lines  the  hon. 
Gentleman  proposes ;  but  there  is  some 
regard  to  be  paid  to  the  fact  that  there 
is  a  Committee  now  sitting  upstairs  to 
inquire  into  the  matter.  I,  too,  am  a 
Member  of  that  Committee.  It  is  sub- 
mitted that  it  would  be  impossible  for  a 
general  Resolution  of  this  kind  to  cover 
many  of  the  schemes  which  would  be 
effected  by  it  if  it  were  passed— that  it 
would  be  inappropriate  to  many  of  them. 
But  the  weightiebt  point  is  that  we  have 
not  in  the  districts  where  these  Obarities 


exist  Representative  Bodies  into  whose 
hands  the  management  of  these  matters 
could  be  committed.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  just  called  attention  to  a  Charity 
in  a  district  where  the  annual  election 
of  Trustees  would  cost  £300.  It  is  all 
very  well  to  say  that  elections  ought  to 
be  conducted  more  economically;  but, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  wherever  they  do 
take  place  we  know  that  they  are  very 
expensive.  I  think  this  point  will  be 
met  by  the  decision  of  the  Committee ; 
but,  whatever  their  decision  may  be,  I 
think  that  by  waiting  for  that  decision 
we  shall  be  much  better  able  to  deal 
with  this  question  as  a  whole. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton) :  While  I  agree  entirely  with 
the  principle  that  is  involved  in  this 
Resolution,  I  rise  to  support  the  view 
that  has  been  taken  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  lUing- 
worth).  I,  for  one,  agree  with  my  hon. 
Friend  in  pressing  the  view  that  we 
should  not  vote  for  this  Resolution  at 
this  time.  I  hope  the  time  is  not  far 
distant  when  we  shall  have  a  system  of 
local  government  in  this  country  under 
which  the  Charities  of  the  country  can 
be  put.  Charities  would  then  be  dealt 
with  locally.  But  I  think  that,  under 
the  circumstances  described  by  my  hon. 
Friend,  it  would  be,  on  the  whole,  a 
mistake  for  us  to  vote  for  this  Resolution 
at  this  time.  It  seems  to  me  I  shall  best 
consult  the  views  of  those  who  are  divided 
in  opinion  on  this  matter  by  moving  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Mr.  James  Stuart.) 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  C.  T.  D.  Acland) 
(Cornwall,  Launceston) :  I  would  make 
one  more  appeal  to  the  hon.  Baronet 
not  to  put  the  Government  in  the  posi- 
tion of  opposing  the  principle  of  the  Mo- 
tion that  is  brought  forward.  Speaking 
for  myself  entirely — though,  perhaps,  I 
might  say  the  same  thing  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  also— -I  may  say  there 
are  two  or  three  schemes  I  have  had  to 
deal  with  myself  to  which  it  would  be 
impossible  to  apply  this  Motion. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
As  a  point  of  Order,  I  would  draw  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  the  Question  before 
the  House  is  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 
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Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  in  Order  in  disoussinfl;  the  Maia 
Queation.  The  Question  is  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Mr.  C.  T.  D.  AOLAND  :  As  one  not 
opposed  to  the  spirit  of  the  Resolution, 
I  ask  the  hon.  Baronet  for  myself — 
as  a  private  Member — not  to  press  the 
Resolution  to  a  division. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  69;  Noes 
73:  Majority  14.— (Div.  List,  No.  97.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Me.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min) rose. 

MIb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Londonderry,  8.) : 
I  rise  to  a  point  of  Order.  I  wish  to 
ask  you,  Sir,  whether,  as  you  had  already 
put  the  Question  that  "the  Ayes  have 
it,"  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  a  right  to 
continue  the  debate  ?  Is  it  competent 
for  any  hon.  Gentleman  to  speak  on  the 
general  question  after  the  Question  has 
been  put  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  If  I  had  completed 
putting  the  Question,  and  had  declared 
that  the  Ayes  or  the  Noes  had  it,  it 
would  be  too  late  for  any  hon.  Member 
to  continue  the  debate  upon  the  general 
question.  But  all  that  I  had  said  was — 
''Those  who  are  of  that  opinion  say 
*  aye,'  and  those  who  are  of  the  contrary 
opinion  say  '  no ; '  "  and  it  was  not  then 
too  late  for  the  hon.  Member  to  inter- 
pose. 

Mr.  COURTNEY :  At  this  late  hour 
I  do  not  propose  to  detain  the  House. 
I  rise  simply  for  the  purpose  of  appeal- 
ing to  the  hon.  Baronet,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  he  has  just  obtained  a  majority 
on  the  Motion  for  Adjournment,  which 
is  a  very  significant  intimation  of  the 
feeling  of  the  House,  he  should  consent 
now  to  withdraw  the  Motion,  and  not 
press  it  to  a  division.  The  hon.  Baronet 
is  aware  that  a  Select  Committee  is  now 
sitting  upstairs  which  is  engaged  in  the 
consideration  of  the  whole  matter.  He 
wishes  to  lay  down  in  his  Resolution  a 
principle  as  to  which  I  will  say  nothing 
— that  the  majority  of  the  Trustees  or 
Managers  of  every  Charity  should  be 
elected  by  ratepayers  locally  interested 
in  the  scheme.  But  there  are  Charities 
in  regard  to  which  that  principle  could 
not  be  adhered  to.  There  are  Charities 
concerned  with  particular  localities ;  other 
Charities  concerning  particular  classes  of 


persons.  Take  the  case  of  a  Charity  like 
Christ's  Hospital.  If  the  proposid  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  were  accepted,  any 
scheme  drawn  up  for  the  regulation  of 
Christ's  Hospital  would  require  that  the 
majority  of  tbe  Trustees  or  Managers  of 
the  Hospital  should  be  elected  by  the 
ratepayers  of  Christ  Church,  Newgate. 
A  more  preposterous  conclusion  could 
not  be  arrived  at.  In  some  cases  these 
Charities  concern  particular  localities,  ia 
others  particular  professions,  in  others 
di6ferent  kinds  of  education,  and  in  others 
different  families.  If  the  hon.  Baronet 
desires  to  grapple  with  the  whole  subject 
he  must  draw  up  a  much  wider  Resolu" 
tion.  But  the  more  important  point  is 
that  we  already  have  a  Select  Committee 
upstairs  considering  the  whole  matter ; 
and  I  certainly  think  that  to  pass  a  Re- 
solution of  this  sort  at  10  minutes  to 
2  o'clock  in  the  morning  upon  a  ques* 
tion  which  has  already  been  referred  to  a 
Committee  selected  from  your  own  Body, 
with  instructions  to  report  to  the  House 
upon  it,  is  most  inexpedient.  I  trust 
that  the  hon.  Baronet  will  be  satisfied 
with  the  victory  he  has  just  gained  upon 
the  Motion  for  Adjournment  of  the 
House,  which,  no  doubt,  is  highly  sig- 
nificant, and  cannot  be  lost  sight  of ;  and 
that  he  will  now  be  prepared  to  study 
the  dignity  of  the  House  and  the  posi- 
tion which  it  already  occupies  in  regard 
to  the  question.  In  my  opinion,  he  may 
lose  much,  and  can  gain  nothing,  by 
persisting  with  the  Resolution. 

Me.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  do  not  attach  much  value  to 
the  argument  of  the  hon.  Member  as  to 
the  dignity  of  the  House.  The  hon. 
Member  is  very  fond  of  referring  to  the 
dignity  of  the  House.  Only  the  other 
day  he  informed  us  that  it  would  be  con- 
trary to  the  dignity  of  the  House  not  to 
consent  to  the  con£soation  of  a  common 
on  Hayling  Island ;  and  now  he  tells  us 
that  it  is  against  the  dignity  of  the 
House  that  we  should  stand  up  for  the 
rights  of  the  poor.  I  strongly  support 
this  Resolution;  and  I  would  ask  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Lich- 
field Division  of  Staffordshire  (Sir  John 
Swinburne)  not  to  give  way.  I  do 
so  for  this  reason — that  if  we  pass  the 
Resolution  we  shall  strengthen  the  hands 
of  the  Committee  sitting  upstairs.  Al- 
though my  experience  of  this  House  has 
not  been  very  long,  I  know  very  well, 
from  what  has  taJcen  plape  in  former 
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Parliamente,  that  the  passing  of  an  ab- 
stract Itesolution  such  as  this  yery  often 
produces  a  most  salutary  moral  effect. 
I  am  perfectly  certain  that  the  Commit- 
tee now  sitting  upstairs  would  be  stirred 
up  by  it  to  do  its  duty,  especially  if  the 
Besolution  is  passed  by  a  majority  equal 
to  that  which  just  refused  to  allow  the 
debate  to  be  adjourned.  I  do  not  think 
the  case  of  Ohrist's  Hospital  was  a  very 
good  one  for  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
to  cite ;  because  everyone  knows  that, 
if  ever  there  was  a  case  in  which  the 
poor  have  been  robbed  of  their  rights, 
it  is  that  of  Christ's  Hospital.  The 
course  which  has  been  pursued  by  the 
Trustees  in  reference  to  Christ's  Hospital 
has  certainly  not  been  such  as  to  entitle 
them  to  the  confidence  of  the  public.  We 
have  heard  of  instances  in  which  noble 
Lords  have  been  pitchforked  into  the 
Charity  Commission  in  order  to  find 
comfortable  berths  for  them,  and  with- 
out the  slightest  regard  for  their  fitness 
to  discharge  the  duties.  It  is  most  de- 
sirable, I  think,  that  there  should  be 
the  utmost  publicity  in  regard  to  these 
schemes;  but  at  the  present  moment, 
under  the  present  system,  it  is  impos- 
sible to  find  out  what  is  going  on.  That 
being  the  condition  under  which  these 
schemes  are  concocted,  I  can  well  un- 
derstand why  objections  should  be  raised 
to  them,  and  serious  complaints  made 
on  the  part  of  the  localities  which  are 
interested  in  them. 

Original  Question  put. 

Rssohed,  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Honse, 
every  Scheme  of  the  Charity  Commissionen 
ought  to  provide  for  the  majority  of  the 
Tnzitees  or  Managers  heing  directly  elected  hy 
the  ratepayers  in  the  locality  to  whicdi  the 
Charity  extends. 

COAL  MINES  REGULATION  BILL. 
MOTION  FOR  LEAVE. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Childebs)  (Edinburgh,  S.),  in  moving 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  the  Re- 
gulation of  Coal  Mines,  said,  that  at 
that  hour  of  the  morning  (2  o'clock)  the 
House  would  scarcely  desire  that  he 
should  enter  into  a  lengthened  explana- 
tion of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill.  He 
would,  therefore,  simply  state  that  the 
object  of  the  Bill  was  simply  to  consoli- 
date the  laws  already  in  existence  re- 
lating to  the  regulation  of  coal  mines, 
and  also  to  carry  out  some  of  the  recom- 


mendations of  the  Royal  Commission 
which  sat  recently  upon  the  subject, 
most  of  which  met  with  the  approval  of 
the  miners  themselves. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
for  the  Regulation  of  Coal  Mines." — 
{Mr,  Secretary  Childers,) 

SiE  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  (Lanoa- 
shire,  S.W.,  Newton)  expressed  a  hope 
that  the  Bill  would  be  in  the  hands  of 
Members  as  soon  as  possible.  He  would 
like  to  know  whether  the  Bill  dealt  with 
all  the  recommendations  of  the  Commis- 
sioners ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS:  The  Bill,  which 
will  be  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members 
in  the  course  of  a  day  or  two,  deals  with 
the  recommendations  of  the  Commis- 
sioners. 

Me.  TOMLINSON  (Preston) :  I  hojpe 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  nx 
the  second  reading  for  too  early  a  day, 
so  that  hon.  Members  may  have  a  proper 
opportunity  for  considering  the  nature 
of  the  provisions  included  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  childers  :  After  the  Bill  is 
in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members  I  propose 
to  give  a  full  explanation  of  the  nature 
of  its  provisions. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Secretary  Childers    and   Mr.  Broad- 

HXTBST, 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time. 
[BiU  217.] 

ULSTER   CANAL  AND  TTRONB  NAVI- 

GATION  BILL.— [Bill  141.] 

{Mr.  John  MorUy,  Mr,  Henry  E,  Fowler,) 

NOMINATION   OF  SELECT  OOMMITTEB. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
*»  That  Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler  be  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Committee."  —  {Mr,  Arnold 
Morley,) 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Londonderry, 
S.) :  Sir,  I  rise  to  ask  that  this  Motion 
may  be  postponed.  This  is  a  Committee 
with  respect  to  which  there  are  strong 
opinions,  for  and  against,  amongst  the 
Party  with  whom  I  act.  I  observe  that 
there  are  upon  the  Committee,  nomi- 
nated by  the  House,  four  Members  who 
are  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  and  one  against 
it.  I  observe,  also,  that  it  is  intended 
to  appoint  four  more  Members  through 
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the  Committee  of  Selection,  and  I  think 
it  only  fair  that  we  should  wait  to  see 
whom  the  Committee  of  Selection  will 
appoint.  If  it  is  proposed  to  appoint 
four  Members  from  the  North  of  Ireland, 
in  addition  to  those  already  on  the  Com- 
mittee, I  cannot  think  that  its  composi- 
tion would  be  a  fair  one.  It  would,  I 
think,  be  in  the  interest  of  all  parties  to 
postpone  the  debate,  until  we  see  what 
names  are  intended  to  be  brought  for- 
ward. 

Mr.  sexton  (Sligo,  S.) :  I  think 
that  the  Committee  of  Selection  should 
simply  name  four  Gentlemen,  and  that 
the  G-overnment  should  postpone  the 
debate  until  Monday  next. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (J/r.  Arnold  Morley,) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DA  Y. 


CONVEYANCING  (SCOTLAND)  ACT  (1874) 

AMENDMENT  BILL.— [Bill  127.] 

(Dr.   Cameron,    Mr.    Craig  Sellar,  Mr,  Donald 

Crawford,  Mr.  Lyell,) 

SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Dr.  CAMEEON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
Sir,  I  rise  to  move  the  second  reading 
of  this  Bill ;  and  before  doing  so  I  wish 
to  make  a  short  explanation  of  its  prin- 
ciples. The  object  of  the  Bill  is  to  rectify 
what,  in  my  opinion,  is  a  most  gross  in- 

i'ustice  that  is  operating  in  Scotland.  As 
Lon.  Members  from  Scotland  know  the 
tenure  of  land  in  Scotland  is  peculiar. 
If  the  heir  succeeds  to  property  he  is 
entitled  to  pay  the  superior  one  year's 
feu  duty ;  but  if  any  person  other  than 
the  heir  succeeds  he  has  to  pay  the 
superior  a  year's  rent.  Previous  to  1874 
the  heir  would  enter,  and  the  superior 
w  ould  only  be  entitled  to  one  year's  feu 
duty;  but  owing  to  an  expression  in  the 
Act  it  has  been  held  that  the  Trustees 
may  enter,  and  in  consequence  of  their 
entry  they  are  obliged  to  pay  an  entire 
year's  rent.  I  may  illustrate  this  by 
referring  to  the  case  of  a  gentleman  who 
used  to  be  a  Member  of  this  House. 
Property  had  been  left  to  trustees  in 
pursuance  of  a  family  arrangement,  and 
the  gentleman  I  speak  of  said  that,  if 
this  Act  had  not  been  passed,  as  heir  he 

Mr.  T.  M.  Hedly 


would  have  been  entitled  to  pay  a  feu 
duty  of  £2,  but  that,  the  Act  having 
been  passed,  his  Trustees  had  been 
obliged  to  pay,  or  might  be  obliged  to 
pay,  a  year's  rent,  amounting  to  several 
thousand  pounds,  and  that  when  the 
property  passes  to  the  next  heir  the 
year's  rental  will  again  have  to  be  paid. 
Now,  this  could  not  have  been  the  in- 
tention of  the  Act;  and  some  of  the 
Scotch  Judges  most  concerned  in  its 
passing  are  of  that  opinion.  The  Act 
provided  expressly thatnothingcontained 
in  it  should  alter  any  relations  between 
the  superior  and  the  vassals.  But  it 
was  held  that  such  was  the  effect  of  the 
Act,  and  it  is  in  order  to  rectify  that 
anomaly  that  this  Bill  is  introduced.  It 
has  been  objected  that  the  Bill,  in  its 
present  form,  will  not  effect  that  object. 
We  are  most  anxious  that  any  form  of 
drafting  may  be  adopted  that  will  ac- 
complish the  end  in  view.  I  may  men- 
tion that  before  Easter,  when  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Lord 
Advocate  expressed  some  intention  of 
looking  into  the  matter  to  see  whether 
he  could  arrange  to  carry  out  the  in- 
tention of  the  BUI,  I  willingly  postponed 
it,  and  would  with  equcd  willingness 
have  withdrawn  it,  if  I  could  have  per- 
ceived the  slightest  intention  to  take 
the  matter  in  hand.  I  understand  that 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
holds  that,  prior  to  the  passing  of  the 
Act  of  1874,  superiors  had  the  right  to 
these  casualties,  although  they  could  not 
enforce  it.  Well,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
they  never  have  enforced  it ;  there  are 
no  cases  recorded  in  which  the  right 
was  enforced.  Under  the  circumstances, 
whatever  may  be  the  theoretical  view 
of  the  case,  we  are  in  equity  bound  to 
say  that  a  gross  injustice,  such  as  I  have 
described,  ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  be 
effected  by  the  wording  of  the  Act  of 
1 874,  and  for  that  reason  I  bring  for- 
ward this  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Dr.  Cameron.) 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  EOBERTSON  (Bute)  : 
Sir,  this  is  a  Bill  which  professes  to  effect 
an  alteration  in  the  law,  which  would 
bring  back  to  their  previous  state 
and  condition  matters  that  have  been 
arranged  by  the  Act  of  1874.  It  is  a 
moot  point  among  lawyers  whether  there 
has  been  any  increment  of  the  rights 
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of  superiors  caused  by  the  Act  of  1874 ; 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  | 
for  the  College  Division  of  Glasgow  is, 
perhaps,  aware  that  one  of  the  Judges 
has  asserted  that  there  is  no  addition  to 
the  rights  of  superior  caused  by  that  Act. 
But  my  objection  is  that  the  Bill,  which 
consists  of  two  clauses,  is  such  as  to  pro- 
vide no  effective  remedy  whatever;  it 
merely  asserts  that  the  Act  of  1 874  is  to 
add  nothing  to  the  rights  of  superiors. 
The  defect  of  the  Bill  appears  to  me 
to  be  that  it  contains  one  general  pro- 
position and  leaves  the  Courts  of  Law 
to  work  out  what  is  merely  an  expres- 
sion of  hope  or  abstract  idea  with  regard 
to  the  future.  It  is  not  sufficient  to  say 
there  is  something  which  needs  a  remedy 
without  stating  what  the  remedy  is  to 
be.  I  do  not  see  anything  in  the  Bill 
scientific  or  practical  to  remedy  the  evil 
which  is  in  itself  doubtful.  At  the  same 
time,  I  am  bound  to  say  that  in  the  case 
of  Trusts  a  difficulty  has  been  created 
which  ought  not  to  have  arisen,  and  if 
the  hon.  Gentleman  confines  his  efforts  to 
such  specific  case,  he  will  then  be  keeping 
in  the  region  of  practical  measures.  At 
present  I  do  not  think  he  is  within  those 
limits,  and  for  that  reason  I  do  not 
think  the  House  will  do  well  to  assent 
to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  I  do 
not  think  the  measure  would  confer  the 
smallest  benefit  upon  any  but  persons 
of  the  Profession  to  which  I  have  the 
honour  to  belong,  inasmuch  ao  it  will,  in 
my  opinion,  create  other  difficulties  and 
a  fresh  crop  of  problems  which  it  will 
be  most  difficult  to  settle. 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  Sir,  I 
am  not  going  to  enter  into  the  details  of 
this  subject,  which  I  must  say  is  a  highly 
technical  one.  But  I  agree  that,  while 
it  is  doubtful  whether  the  Conveyancing 
Act  of  1874  produces  any  alteration  or 
not  in  the  right  of  superiors,  I  am  rather 
inclined  to  think  that  it  has  produced  a 

Practical  alteration  which  has  operated 
ardly  in  some  cases.  There  is  no  doubt 
that  there  have  been  some  exceptionally 
hard  cases.  I  had  hoped  to  be  able  to 
place  my  views  with  regard  to  the  sub- 
ject in  the  form  of  a  Bill  providing 
machinery  that  would  carry  them  into 
effect — because  1  entirely  agree  with 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
has  just  spoken,  that  the  Bill  as  it 
stands  is  absolutely  useless  in  that  re- 
spect, and  I  doubt  whether  it  would 

VOL-  OCOV,    [thibp  bkeies.] 


have  any  effect  at  all.  The  Bill  declares 
that  a  highly  technical  Statute  shall 
have  in  a  certain  respect  no  more  effect 
than  if  it  had  never  been  passed.  Al- 
though I  sympathize  with  the  object  of 
my  hon.  Friend,  and  have  told  him  that 
I  have  been  into  the  matter,  and  that 
one  of  the  Legal  Bodies  has  reported  on 
it,  I  think  that  we  might,  with  advan- 
tage, assent  to  a  further  postponment. 
If  we  find,  as  I  think  we  have  found, 
that  there  are  two  points  which  require 
to  be  dealt  with,  one  relating  to  the 
cases  where  there  are  Trustees  and  the 
other  where  there  are  no  Trustees — 
points  which  are  perfectly  distinct — I 
do  not  think  we  can  do  otherwise  than 
deal  with  them  in  a  specific  Bill.  But  I 
hope  my  hon.  Friend  will  not  press  this 
matter  now,  after  the  indication  I  have 
already  given  of  my  hope  to  put  it 
before  the  House  in  an  appropriate 
form. 

Ma.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  (Edin- 
burgh  and  St.  Andrew's  Universities) : 
I  suggest  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Glas- 
gow  the  consideration  that  he  would 
not  be  promoting  the  end  he  has  in 
view  by  pressing  this  Bill  now.  I  think 
it  a  very  significant  fact  that  while  we 
have  on  the  back  of  the  Bill  the  names 
of  Gentlemen  who  are  not  lawyers,  we 
have  also  the  names  of  two  hon.  and 
learned  Gentlemen — Members  for  Glas- 
gow— neither  of  whom  has  thought  proper 
to  stand  up  here  and  defend  it.  At  that 
I  am  not  at  all  surprised,  and  I  am  sure 
that  no  one  acquainted  with  the  Act  of 
1874  will  be  in  the  least  surprised  at  it. 
After  what  has  been  said  by  the  Lord 
Advocate,  I  trust  that  the  matter  will 
not  be  pressed.  With  the  main  clause 
of  the  Bill  I  confess  that  I  cannot  agree, 
and  we  cannot  possibly  agree  to  the 
second  reading  of  the  measure  in  its 
present  shape. 

Mr.  HALDANE  (Haddington) :  Sir, 
I  think  that  an  altogether  undue  amount 
of  criticism  has  been  levelled  at  this 
Bill.  So  far  from  its  being  unintelli- 
gible, I  regard  the  Bill  as  intelligible 
in  every  respect.  I  must  say  that  I 
cannot  understand  the  last  clause,  which 
I  think  should  be  struck  out,  as  being 
inconsistent  with  the  spirit  of  the  earlier 
Act,  although  it  makes  not  the  smallest 
difference  so  far  as  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  is  concerned.  The  Bill  is  to  give 
statutory  effect  to  the  opinion  expressed 
by  Earl  Cairns  and  Ix>rd  ^Iftckburn  iii 
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the  House  of  Lords  in  the  case  in  which 
the  very  point  dealt  with  in  this  Bill 
arose.  It  is  a  very  important  one.  The 
Act  provides  that  superiors  are  not  to 
be  entitled  to  casufdties  sooner  than 
they  would  have  been  under  the  old 
state  of  the  law,  the  intention  being  to 
prevent  superiors  receiving  larger  sums 
than  would  have  been  paid  under  the 
old  practice— a  practice  which,  accord- 
ing to  the  opinion  of  certain  Judges,  was 
neither  ''  dishonest  nor  deserving  of 
reprobation."  Now,  the  Act  of  1874 
omitted  to  provide,  contrary  to  the 
intention  of  Parliament,  that  the  supe- 
rior should  not  have  larger  casual- 
ties than  he  had  under  the  old  lawt 
Well,  Sir,  this  Bill  provides,  almost  in 
the  very  words  whion  both  Earl  Cairns 
and  Lord  Blackburn  used,  that  the 
lacuna  in  the  Act  of  1874  should  be 
filled  up ;  it  provides  that,  from  and  after 
the  passing  of  this  Act,  nothing  con- 
tained in  the  Conveyancing  Act  of  1874 
shall  operate  so  as  to  give  to  superiors 
a  right  to  any  other  or  larger  casualties 
than  they  could  have  exacted  if  the  Act 
had  not  been  passed  ;  in  other  words,  it 
enacts  that  the  intention  of  the  Act  is 
not  to  give  the  superior  the  right  to 
larger  casualties  than  there  would  have 
been  under  the  old  law.  The  point  is  a 
very  simple  one,  and  the  Bill  does  no 
more  than  make  the  words  of  the  Judges, 
used  in  the  case  I  have  referred  to,  law. 
I  think  the  object  of  the  Bill  is  a  good 
one,  and  shall  cordially  support  the 
Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend. 

De.  CAMERON :  Sir,  I  have  listened 
attentively  to  the  arguments  used  by 
hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen  against  the 
Bill,  and  in  favour  of  postponement,  but 
I  feel  it  my  duty  to  divide  the  House  on 
the  present  Motion.  I  cannot  consent  to 
further  delay  now,  because  the  Bill  in 
its  present  form  was  before  the  House 
last  Session — 12  months  ago. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided :  —  Ayes  56  ;  Noes 
28 :  Majority  27.— (Div.  List,  No.  98.) 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitUd 
for  Monday  n^xt. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  ACTS  (IMPROVEMENT 

EXPENSES)  {re'eommitted)  BILL. 

{Mr,  Dodd$,  Sir  Edward  Reed,  Mr.  Arnold 

MorUy,  Mr.  William  Cook,  Mr.  Bullard.) 

[bill  168.]      COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Oommittee  read. 
Mr.  JSaldane 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  it  be  an  iDstmction  to  the  Committee 
that  they  have  power  to  amend  section  156  of 
'The  Public  Health  Act,  1876/  by  extendiii^ 
its  provisions  to  the  erection  of  buildings  in 
streets.*'— (Captain  Cotton.) 

Mb.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan) :  Sir.  I 
presume  that  the  passing  of  this  Instruo- 
tion  does  not  bind  the  House  to  the  prin- 
ciple contained  in  it  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  It  is  only  an  In- 
struction to  enable  the  Oommittee  to 
deal  with  the  clause  of  the  Act  of  1875. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Motion  made»  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (i/r.  JFiUiam  Cook,) 

Me.  F.  8.  POWELL  (Wigan) :  Sir,  I 
rise  to  protest  against  the  Committee 
stage  of  the  Bill  being  taken  now.     I 
contend  that  it  is  a  Bill  involying  matter 
of  too  important  a  character  to  be  taken 
at  this  late  hour.     I  have  no  reason  to 
complain  of  the  manner  in  which  I  have 
been  met  hitherto  with  regard  to  the 
Bill,  but,  on  the  contrary,  acknowledge 
the    courtesy  which   I  have  received. 
On  the  Motion    for  the  second  read- 
ing I  made  several  suggestions,  almost 
the  whole  of  which  were  accepted  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  in  charge  of  the 
Bill.     But  the  clause  which  it  is  now 
proposed  to  introduce  is  one  which  has 
been  the  subject  of  much  discussion,  and 
therefore  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  protest 
against  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite. 

Mr.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich) :  Sir,  I  would  point  out  that  there 
is  no  intention  to  go  into  the  details  of 
the  Bill,  and  that  the  Committee  stage 
is  simply  proposed  to  be  taken  proformd. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Tuesday  next. 

MOTIONS, 

OAS  PROVISIONAL  ORDERS   (KO.    2)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Charles  Aoland,  Bill  to 
confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders  made  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  under  '*The  Gas  and  Water 
Works  Facilities  Act,  1870,"  relating  to  Abing- 
don Gas,  Caterham  and  District  Gas»  Hoddes- 
don  GhM,   Honley  Gas,  Horley  Bistoiot    Gas, 
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aad  Langley  Hill  and  Heanor  Gas,  ordered  to 
be  brougbt  in  by  Mr.  Charles  Aoland  and  Mr. 
Mandella. 
BiHpreunted,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  214.] 

FBE8HWATEB  FISHERIES   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Mandella,  Bill  to  amend 

the   Law  relating    to    Freshwater   Fisheries, 

ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Mandella  and 

Mr.  Adand. 

hxVLpreMtnted,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  218.] 

House  adjourned  at  half 
after  Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  19M  May,  1886. 


MINUTES.V-PUBLIO  BiLLS'-Ordered'^Firtt 
J^Muftn^— Barristers  at  Law  and  Advocates 
(Fees)  •  [219]  ;  Distress  for  Rent  Amend- 
ment •  [220]. 

Second  Reading  —  Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ire- 
land) [6];  Parliamentary  Voters  Registra- 
tion [100]^  further  proceeding  adjoutned. 

Second  Heading — Referred  to  Select  Committee— 
Railway  Regulation  [97]. 

Select  Committee -^  Fost  Office  Sites*  [148], 
nominated, 

PRTTATI!  BUSINESS. 


DUNDALK  GAS  BILL. 
COKSIPEBATION. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  In  oonse- 
qaence  of  the  opposition  to  this  Bill,  I 
would  suggest  that  the  third  reading 
be  postponed  for  a  few  days,  in  order  to 
give  the  Irish  Members,  who  are  very 
much  interested  in  the  measure,  an 
opportunity  of  considering  its  provi- 
aions. 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  BUI,  if  opposed, 
will  stand  over  until  to-morrow. 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
To-morrow,    . 

ORDERS  OF  TEE  DA  Y. 


POOR  LAW  GUARDIANS  (IRELAND) 

BILL.— [Bill  6.] 

{Mr.  Edward  Harrington,  Mr,  Edmond  Lvoyer 

Qrmy,  Mr,  Sexton,  Mr,  Timothy  Eealy, 

Mr,  Jordan,) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 


Mb.  E.  HARRINGTON  (Kerry,  W.), 
in  moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said,  he  would  not  go 
through  the  stereotyped  formula  of 
claiming  the  indulgence  of  the  House 
in  addressing  it  for  the  first  time  ;  but 
he  felt,  at  the  same  time,  that  the 
House  would  be  indulgent  to  any  short- 
comings which  he  might  display.  This 
Bill,  the  second  reading  of  which  he  now 
proposed,  extended  merely  to  Ireland, 
for  the  simple  and  plain  reason  that  it 
principally  concerned  Ireland,  and  also 
that  its  necessity  existed  in  Ireland  more 
than  elsewhere.  The  salient  features  of 
the  Bill  were — first,  that  in  future  in 
elections  in  the  Poor  Law  in  Ireland  to 
the  position  of  Ouardian  there  should  be 
voting  by  Ballot ;  second,  that  in  these 
elections  there  should  be  no  voting  by 
proxy;  and,  third,  that  there  should  be 
a  better  balancing  of  the  representation 
of  property  by  the  reduction  of  the  num- 
ber of  ex  officios  who  were  at  present  en- 
titled to  sit  on  these  Poor  Law  Boards. 
At  present  the  number  of  ex  officio  Guar- 
dians entitled  to  sit  on  the  Boards 
equalled  the  number  of  Guardians 
elected  by  the  ratepayers ;  and  when  it 
would  be  remembered  that,  in  addition 
to  this  privilege,  there  was  in  Ireland  a 
scheme  of  voting  in  Poor  Law  matters 
according  to  the  amount  of  property 
held  by  those  entitled  to  vote,  it  would 
be  seen  that  property  had  an  undue  and 
overwhelming  preponderance  in  the 
Boards  of  Guardians  as  at  present  co^- 
stituted.  In  the  proposal  they  were 
now  making  the  Irish  Party  were  not 
asking  the  House  to  affirm  any  new 
principle.  They  were  not  going  in  for 
any  of  those  radical  changes  and  wild 
notions  which  were  now  so  readily 
ascribed  to  them.  They  were  merely 
asking  the  Legislature  to  revert  to  the 
better  wisdom  which  it  exhibited  in  a 
former  time.  He  had  in  his  hand  an 
Act  passed  in  the  first  and  second  years 
of  the  E«ign  of  Her  present  Majesty, 
and  he  found  that  in  that  Act  the  num- 
ber of  ex  officio  Guardians  in  Ireland 
was  limited  to  one-third  of  the  elected 
Guardians,  and  one-fourth  of  the  whole 
Board.  This  Act  was,  unfortunately, 
repealed  10  years  afterwards,  and  the 
number  of  ex  officios  raised  ifrom  one- 
fourth  to  one-half  of  the  whole  Board 
in  Ireland,  while  in  England,  he  be- 
lieved, the  old  custom  of  hmiting  the  ex 
officios  to  one-fourth  of  the  whole  Board 
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was  still  maintained.  To  better  balance 
the  representation  of  property  at  the 
present  time,  they  proposed,  not  that 
there  should  be  one  man  one  TOte,  but 
that  each  man  should  be  entitled  to 
vote  according  to  the  amount  of  property 
he  represented,  and  that  the  ex  officio 
representation  of  property  should  be  re- 
duced to  the  limit  of  one-third  of  the 
elected  representation.  If,  as  hon. 
Members  above  the  Gangway  from  Ire- 
land said,  property  and  intelligence  go 
together,  and  loyalty  was  a  natural  con- 
comitant of  both,  then  he  thought  that 
under  this  system  these  things  received 
their  due,  and  even  more  than  their  due, 
share  of  representation.  The  backbone 
and  essence  of  the  measure,  however, 
was  the  principle  of  vote  by  Ballot. 
The  tendency  of  the  age,  under  every 
system  of  representation  where  it  was 
possible  to  adopt  it,  was  in  that  direc- 
tion. The  system  at  present  in  Ireland 
with  regard  to  voting  for  Poor  Law 
Guardians  was  a  sort  of  "  free-and-easy, 
go  -  as  -  you  -  please  ' '  arrangemen  t .  A 
policeman  took  around  a  bundle  of 
voting  papers  to  the  houses  of  the  dif- 
ferent ratepayers,  and  sometimes  he 
would  leave  them  at  one  house  and  tell 
a  youngster  to  deliver  them  to  the 
neighbours.  It  was  not  this  irregu- 
larity, however,  that  was  the  danger  to 
the  system  of  representation.  The  dan- 
ger lay  in  the  fact  that  the  policeman 
was  followed  in  his  rounds  by  a  number 
of  harpies  representing,  it  might  be  said, 
both  sides,  and  the  moment  the  voting 
paper  was  delivered  it  was  pounced  upon 
either  by  a  smart  bailiff  on  the  part  of 
the  landlord,  or  an  equally  smart  boy 
on  the  part  of  the  National  League,  and 
filled  up  by  either  of  them.  He  would 
ask  the  House  whether  it  was  decent — 
whether  it  was  in  the  interest  of  the 
growth  of  a  system  of  real  (Constitu- 
tionalism— that  such  a  state  of  things 
should  continue  to  exist  ?  Another  fea- 
ture of  the  matter  was  that  the  majority 
of  the  Clerks  of  the  Unions,  who  were 
the  Beturning  Officers  in  these  elections, 
were  the  creatures  of  a  certain  Party, 
and  it  was  only  a  natural  consequence 
of  men's  present  imperfect  human  na- 
ture, even  in  the  19th  century,  that  a 
person  should  favour  those  gentlemen 
who  gave  him  his  position.  Now,  in 
this  Bill  they  did  not  seek  to  influence 
the  Beturning  Officers  to  one  side  or 
'  another.     They  .merely  wished  to  make 

Hir,  E.  Harrington 


it  impossible  that  they  could  be  so  in- 
fluenced. This  Bill  had  an  interesting 
history.  It  was  in  a  small  way,  in 
miniature,  a  reflection  of  Irish  histoiy. 
The  Bill  had  been  before  the  House 
several  times.  It  passed  through  the 
House  in  the  Autumn  Session  of  1884, 
and  where  did  it  go  ?  It  went  to  that 
mystic  region  with  the  symbolic  name 
called  "the  other  place."  There  was 
an  infernal  suggestion  about  the  words 
**  the  other  place."  Well,  ''  the  other 
place  "  sent  it  to  **  another  place."  It 
was  referred  by  **the  other  place  "  to  a 
Select  Committee.  This  was  the  tra- 
ditional policy  of  the  House  of  Lords 
regarding  Bills  dealing  with  justice  to 
the  masses  of  Irish  people,  and  he  might 
add,  indeed,  with  regard  to  the  masses 
of  English  people  as  well.  The  House 
of  Lords  dealt  with  Irish  Bills,  by  what 
he  might  call  a  political  system  of  baby- 
farming.  They  sent  out  Irish  Bills  to 
such  baby-farmers  as  Select  Commit- 
tees, and  kept  them  there  until  by  dint 
of  nursing  they  killed  them.  He  had 
in  his  hand  a  big  volume  containing  a 
Beport  of  Evidence  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee of  the  Lords  on  this  Bill.  He 
honestly  confessed  he  did  not  bewilder 
himself  by  reading  it.  It  did  not  in  the 
slightest  affect  the  matter  now  before 
the  House.  The  House  had  already 
affirmed  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and 
he  presumed  it  would  do  so  again  to- 
day. One  would  imagine  that,  instead 
of  dealing  with  the  question  of  the  Poor 
Law  in  Ireland,  the  Lords'  Committee 
was  investigating  something  concerning 
Woolwich,  something  concerning  an 
arsenal,  or  the  Soudan  Campaign,  so 
great  was  the  number  of  captains, 
majors,  and  colonels  examined  before 
it.  In  the  Poor  Law  system  in  Ireland, 
from  the  Local  Government  Board  down 
to  the  most  minor  grades,  the  whole 
system  was  saturated  with  the  presence 
of  those  dilapidated,  disused,  and  mis- 
placed military  men,  whose  military 
ardour  only  found  vent  in  thwarting  all 
the  efforts  of  the  people  to  get  them- 
selves properly  represented  on  these 
Boards.  They  had  gallant  colonels, 
gallant  majors,  and,  of  course,  equally 
gallant  captains.  In  fact,  they  reminded 
him  of  a  facetious  poet  who  wrote — 
"  Captains  who  never  yet  in  battle 
Wielded  pistol,  sword,  or  watteL" 

One  of  those  gallant  colonels— the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Isle  of  Thaaet  (Colonel 
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Eang-Harman) — ^had  given  Notice  to 
read  this  Bill  six  months  hence ;  he  pre- 
snmeil  he  meant  six  centuries  hence. 
[Colonel  King-Harman :  Hear,  hear!] 
^'  Hear,  hear!"  said  the  gallant  Colonel. 
Well,  all  he  could  say  was  that  there 
was  not  in  the  world  a  country  more  be- 
coloneled,  be- majored,  and  be- militia- 
manned  than  Ireland,  and  yet  Ireland 
was  to  have  an  Arms  Act  to  prevent  the 
people  from  carrying  arms,  and  he  sup- 
posed before  long  even  rotten  eggs 
would  be  proclaimed.  These  military 
men  might  be  wonderful  at  military 
taotios,  and  have  great  military  experi- 
ence, and  have  distinguished  themselves 
somewhere,  though  as  a  humble  student 
of  history  he  had  not  been  able  to  dis- 
cover where.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  was  no  doubt  consistent  in  his 
Motion,  and  he  was  the  consistent  op- 
ponent to  popular  representation  in  the 
Union  of  which  he  was  Chairman.  Only 
the  other  day  an  honest  Englishman 
who  visited  the  Union  told  how  a  certain 
person  deprived  a  bertain  people  of  a 
certain  quantity  of  turf  because  they 
had  the  audacity  to  oppose  a  certain 
nominee  of  a  certain  hon.  and  gallant 
Oolonel. 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  :  And  he 
was  flatly  contradicted. 

Mr.  E.  HARRINGTON  said,  he 
would  prefer  to  see  a  man  contradicted 
intelligently  instead  of  flatly,  and  he 
thought  the  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to 
well  established  his  case  in  his  retort. 
But,  to  pass  away  from  personalities,  it 
was  said  that  they  wanted  to  place  by 
this  Bill  the  Boards  of  Guardians  in  the 
hands  of  the  National  League ;  but  the 
answer  to  that  was  that  nearly  every 
Board  of  Guardians  in  Ireland  had  de- 
clared itself  already  in  favour  of  national 
principles.  Thac  was  not  what  they 
wanted.  When  political  feeling  ran 
neck-and-neck,  it  was  impossible  to  keep 
political  matters  out  of  the  administra- 
tion of  such  Boards  as  Poor  Law  Boards, 
and  what  they  wanted  was  to  obviate 
the  necessity  of  introduoin<2^  political 
tests  into  the  election  of  Poor  Law 
Guardians,  by  giving  the  people  the  re- 
presentation to  which  they  were  entitled. 
He  would  readily  admit  that  at  present 
onfit  men  were  elected  to  these  Boards 
on  both  sides.  When  he  said  unfit  men, 
he  meant  that  more  capable  men,  but 
who  might  not  have  strong  political 
feelings  one  way  or  the  other,  were  not 


chosen.  It  was  their  desire,  not  alone 
in  this  matter,  but  in  every  other  effort 
at  serious  legislation  which  they  made 
in  that  House,  to  so  frame  their  mea- 
sures as  to  obviate  the  necessity  for  the 
continual  exercise  of  political  feelings  on 
both  sides,  and  to  give  a  chance  to  men 
of  evenly-balanced  minds  to  come  in  and 
administer  such  Boards  as  Poor  Law 
Boards.  It  would,  he  thought,  be  hard 
for  those  who  opposed  this  Bill  to  show 
that  the  Irish  Party  had  any  other 
object  in  view  in  introducing  this  mea- 
sure. He  had  some  experience  of  the 
present  system.  He  knew  that  sheaves 
of  voting  papers  were  taken  and  filled 
up  on  both  sides  on  behalf  of  certain 
men  nominated  to  represent  certain 
political  principles,  and  who  woidd  not 
be  nominated  if  they  did  not  represent 
these  political  principles.  Now,  under 
this  Bill  there  would  be  room  for  useful 
men,  who  might  not  lean  to  one  set  of 
political  principles  or  the  other.  Under 
the  old  system  the  people  had  no  repre- 
sentation. The  Land  League  and  the 
National  League  set  itself  to  attack  that 
system,  and,  of  course,  in  attacking  a 
bad  system  there  could  not  be  perfection 
in  the  attack  itself.  In  former  times  it 
was  the  custom  that  the  landlord,  the 
lord  of  the  soil,  should  be  Chairman, 
that  his  agent  should  be  Vice  Chairman, 
and  that  the  deputy  agent  should  be 
Deputy  Vice  Chairman.  He  was  stating 
facts,  and  the  rest  of  the  Board  was 
made  up  of  the  bailiff,  the  rent-warner, 
the  driver,  and  the  few  lick-plates  who 
surrounded  the  **big"  house.  He  would 
appeal  to  the  Tory  Members  above  the 
Gangway  whether  that  was  a  system  to 
which  they  desired  the  country  to  revert  ? 
He  had  known  men,  under  that  system, 
to  go  against  their  political  principles 
and  their  consciences,  and  even  their 
faith.  He  would  not  dwell  further  on 
that  part  of  the  subject  beyond  saying 
that  he  thought  it  would  be  found  that 
all  the  principles  which  he  said  they 
desired  to  enforce  were  amply  provided 
for.  In  the  Bill  they  also  provided  for 
triennial  elections,  so  that  a  man  who, 
although  he  might  be  a  good,  sound, 
and  useful  man,  might  have  momentarily 
incurred  popular  disfavour,  could  not  be 
immediately  swept  off  the  Poor  Law 
Board.  Another  satisfactory  and  suffi- 
cient reason  for  substituting  triennial 
for  annual  elections  was  that  the  ex- 
penses of  the  elections  came  out  of  the 
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rates  levied  for  the  relief  of  the  poor. 
There  were  also  provisions  regarding 
the  tnal  of  election  petitions.  The  mea- 
sure, in  fact,  was  word  for  word,  letter 
for  letter,  and  comma  for  comma,  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  which  had 
already  passed  the  House.  By  an  error 
the  qualification  of  candidates  was  fixed 
at  £12,  whereas  it  was  intended  to 
allow  the  matter  in  blank,  so  that 
the  House  might  fill  it  in  with  a 
figure  which  they  might  think  proper. 
For  his  part,  he  did  not  think  there  was 
any  necessity  for  this  double-barrelled 
reservation  regarding  property.  When 
they  had  property  represented  on  a 
sliding  scale  gradually  increasing  in 
ratio  to  the  value  of  the  property  there 
was  no  need,  in  his  opinion,  for  this 

?roperty  qualification  of  a  candidate, 
f  property  was  sufficiently  represented 
— and  he  thought  the  House  would 
agree  that  it  was  sufficiently,  and  more 
than  sufficiently,  represented,  when  one 
man  could  outvote  18  others  if  he  had 
property  enough — he  did  not  see  what 
need  there  was  for  a  reservation  on  the 
class  of  candidates.  Indeed,  it  was  their 
experience  that  in  certain  electoral  divi- 
sions it  would  be  expedient  that  the 
occupier  of  a  cottage  and  a  few  acres  of 
ground,  but  who  might  not  have  suffi- 
cient to  cover  the  necessary  qualification, 
should  be  the  Guardian  of  the  district. 
At  present  the  rate  varied  in  Ireland 
from  £S0  and  £25  in  some  districts,  to 
£10  in  other  districts.  But  they  would 
be  prepared  to  allow  the  House,  in  its 
wisdom,  to  fix  the  fijcure  if  they  consi- 
dered that  there  should  be  any  figure  at 
all.  With  these  observations,  he  would 
now  conclude  by  asking  the  House  to 
read  this  Bill  a  second  time. 

Me.  DWYEE  GEAY  (Dublin,  St. 
Stephen's  Green),  in  seconding  the  Mo- 
tion, said,  that  whatever  might  bethought 
of  the  merits  of  the  particular  Bill  under 
discussion,  he  did  not  think  there  could 
be  any  difference  of  opinion  as  to  the 
ability  displayed,  or  the  manner  in  which 
it  was  proposed.  He  believed  that  this 
Bill  was  before  the  House  for  15  years. 
To  his  knowledge,  it  was  before  the 
House  for  10  years,  and  it  was  quite 
correct  to  say  that,  in  this  respect,  it 
was  a  kind  of  epitome  of  Irish  history. 
It  passed  the  House  of  .Commons  several 
times,  and  when  it  was  sent  to  the  House 
of  Lords  it  was  treated  in  the  manner 
which  his  hon.  Friend  had  described. 

Mr,  E.  Harrington 


On  the  last  oocasion  it  was  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee  by  the  House  of  Lords; 
but  those  who  supported  the  Bill  de- 
clined to  give  evidence  before  a  Com- 
mittee appointed  for  the  palpable  pur- 
pose of  obstructing  the  passage  of  the 
Bill.  There  were  several  hon.  Members 
in  that  House  sitting  on  the  Benches 
opposite  who  were  constantly  advising 
the  Irish  Nationalist  Party  that  they 
ought  to  trust  to  the  goodwill  of  English 
Members,  and  that  they  had  nothing  to 
do  but  to  bring  Irish  grievances  forward 
in  the  House  of  Commons  in  order  to 
have  them  remedied.  Well,  here  was  a 
Bill  of  a  third  or  fourth-rate  importance, 
and,  although  it  was  before  the  House 
for  15  years,  it  had  not  yet  been  dealt 
with.  This  was  not  a  question  of  the 
goodwill  of  the  House ;  it  was  a  ques- 
tion of  its  power;  and  he  doubted  the 
power  of  the  House  to  insist  on  having 
its  decisions  carried  out  when  Irish  mat- 
ters were  under  consideration.  For  that 
reason  Irish  Members  declined  to  even 
discuss  this  question  of  goodwill.  He 
had  no  doubt  some  Tory  Members  would 
not  object  to  the  provision  regarding  the 
Ballot;  but  that  reform  without  the 
others  contemplated  in  this  Bill  would, 
in  his  opinion,  make  the  present  state 
of  things  even  more  mischievous  than 
at  this  moment.  These  were  the  pro- 
visions regarding  proxy  voters  and  the 
number  of  ex  offioioi.  Ex  officios  rarely 
attended  except  when  elections  of  officers 
were  to  take  place,  or  when  some  job 
was  to  be  done,  and,  he  should  add,  when 
the  religion  of  some  deserted  child  had 
to  be  decided.  [Cries  of  "Oh,  oh!"] 
It  was  quite  true.  He  did  not  think 
that  anything  more  lamentable  could 
occur  in  civilized  life  than  a  meeting  of 
the  South  Dublin  Board  of  Guardians 
when  the  religion  of  some  poor  little 
waif  found  in  the  streets  had  to  be  de- 
cided. It  was  found  that  the  ex  ofieie 
Guardians  had  the  power  to  outvote  the 
Catholic  Guardians.  The  chances  were 
50  to  one  that  a  waif  found  in  the  City 
of  Dublin  was  bom  of  Catholic  parents, 
certainly  of  a  Catholic  mother,  and  yet 
the  chances  were  100  to  one  that  the 
Guardians  of  the  Union  would  vote  so 
as  to  make  that  child  a  Protestant 
When  any  official  was  to  be  elected  then 
the  ex  offimo  Guardians  were  to  be  found 
on  the  spot — every  one  of  them.  He 
knew  of  one  distinguished  Gentleman, 
formerly  a  Member  of  this  House,  and 

uigiiizea  oy  'V-j  v^v^pt  i\^ 
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afr  present  a  Member  of  the  Upper 
House,  who  was  in  the  habit  of  comiDg 
over  from  England  in  order  to  vote  at 
the  election  of  officials^  and  back  he 
went  again.  But  as  to  attending  to  the 
business  of  the  Board,  of  course,  he  was 
far  too  great  a  representative  of  wealth 
and  of  intelligence  to  do  anything  of 
that  sort.  An  examination  of  the  books 
and  records  of  the  North  Dublin  Union 
would  show  that  that  particular  Gentle- 
man never  attended  a  meeting  of  the 
Board  convened  for  merely  business  pur- 
poses. But  when  an  officer,  a  clerk,  or  a 
medical  doctor  was  to  be  elected — when 
the  committees  were  forming  and  ma- 
nipulated, then,  and  only  on  occasions  of 
that  kind,  ex  officios  of  that  complexion 
were  to  be  found  present  in  their  full 
force.  That  was  the  way  the  ex  officio 
element  worked.  The  hon.  Member  for 
South  Londonderry  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy) 
had  moved  for  a  Beturn  of  the  attend- 
ances of  ex  officio  Guardians  and  elected 
Guardians,  and  the  Beturn  showed  some 
very  remarkable  results.  But  could  it 
have  been  shown  in  that  Beturn  what 
the  particular  business  on  the  paper  was 
when  the  ex  officio  members  attended,  it 
would  have  demonstrated  what  he  (Mr. 
Gray)  asserted  of  his  own  knowledge — 
that  they  never  attended  except  when 
there  was  an  election  of  an  official,  the 
religion  of  a  child  to  be  decided,  or  some 
contract  to  be  given  away.  Now,  in 
England  the  representation  of  that  class 
being  restricted  to  one-third,  it  was  in 
the  power  of  the  elected  Guardians  to 
protect  the  interest  of  the  ratepayers 
and  the  public.  But  in  Ireland,  inasmuch 
as  the  representation  of  their  ex  officios 
was  one-half,  and  as  through  these  the 
proxy  property  vote  and  various  other 
matters  were  introduced  into  the  Irish 
system,  some  of  which,  no  doubt,  existed 
in  the  English  system,  they  always,  or 
nearly  always,  had  a  working  majority 
of  the  Board — a  majority  which  never  did 
any  work  except  of  the  class  he  had  de- 
scribed. The  result  was  that  the  elec- 
tiye  force  and  power  in  the  Boards  of 
Guardians  was  inefEective  for  useful 
work,  except  to  a  certain  extent.  It  was 
allowed  to  do  the  routine  business  of  the 
Board,  but  had  no  voice  when  anything 
of  importance  was  to  be  decided.  It 
was  for  the  House  to  say  if  that  was  a 
system  it  approved  of.— He  did  no^ 
think  they  would  approve  of  it.  T?he 
proxy  system  was  one  involving  abuse 


of  the  grossest  character.  He  knew 
himself  of  cases  which  proved  that  fact. 
The  proxies  could  be  held  by  one  man, 
for  five  years — practically  for  six  years — 
and  he  knew  of  a  case  in  which  a  man, 
who  for  a  long  time  was  the  agent  for  a 
political  Party  in  Dublin,  held  a  large 
number  of  proxies  for  each  electoral 
division  of  the  particular  Union  in  which 
he  was  concerned,  and  this  resulted, 
practically,  in  his  returning  a  large 
number  of  Guardians  in  his  own  inte- 
rest, and  they  appointed  him  Clerk  of 
the  Union  at  a  very  large  salary.  Such 
cases  could  be  multiplied  by  his  hon. 
Friend ;  but  the  possibility  of  one  was 
enough  to  condemn  the  system.  It 
would  not  do  merely  to  establish  vote  by 
Ballot  without  accompanying  it  by  the 
abolition  of  proxy  voting.  He  had  much , 
pleasure  in  seconding  the  proposition. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  Edward  Harrington.) 

Colonel  KING-HABMAN  (Kent, 
Isle  of  Thanet)  said,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr.  Gray)  had 
made  a  rather  startling  statement--that 
the  ex  officio  Guardians  at  present  in 
Ireland  possessed  by  their  own  votes  a 
power  able  to  influence  and  to  produce 
a  workable  majority  at  almost  all  the 
Boards  in  Ireland.  If  that  were  so,  and 
if  it  was  also  a  fact  that  these  ex  officios 
only  attended  at  the  election  of  officers, 
&c.,  how  came  it  that  in  five-sixths  of 
the  Unions  the  Chairmen  elected  were 
members  of  the  National  League,  re- 
turned by  the  elected  Guardians  ?  He 
thought  that  fact  disposed  of  the  state- 
ment as  to  the  overwhelming  power  of 
the  ex  officios.  The  hon.  Memoer  who 
moved  the  BiU  (Mr.  E.  Harrington) 
made  a  speech  of  much  force  and  ability, 
and  one  with  which  he  had  not  much  to 
quarrel.  But  in  that  speech  he  spoke  of 
the  Bill  as  though  it  contained  one  prin- 
ciple, and  one  only — vote  by  Ballot. 
But  the  hon.  Member  who  seconded  the 
Motion  informed  the  House  that  it  would 
be  no  use  unless  other  principles  were 
affirmed.  Now,  as  to  the  question  of 
vote  by  Ballot  for  Poor  Law  Ghiardians 
in  Ireland,  he,  for  one,  did  not  in  the 
slightest  degree  object  to  seeing  the 
secrecy  of  the  Ballot  extended  to  Ireland. 
ge  agreed  that  there  had  been  intimi- 


dation practised  ic.fbe  Poor  Law  elec- 
tions in  Ireland.    He  did  not  deny-vh.At 
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in  some  cases  the  influence  of  the  land- 
lords and  agents  had  been  extensively 
used;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  moved  the  Bill  did  not 
deny  that  intimidation  of  another  cha- 
racter had  been  very  largely  practised. 
Large  gangs  of  men  went  round  the 
country,  broke  into  houses,  took  the 
voting  papers,  and 

Mb.  E.  HARRINGTON :  I  beg  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman's  pardon. 
He  is  giving  a  most  elastic  and  fanciful 
interpretation  of  what  I  said. 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN:  I  had 
no  idea  just  now  of  quoting  the  words 
of  the  hon.  Member,  but  was  merely 
stating  what  actually  occurred.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  simply  stated  that  the  land- 
lords and  agents  and  the  **  prime  boys  " 
of  the  Land  League  ran  a  neck-and-neck 
race.  But  there  was  no  need  to  go  fur- 
ther into  the  question.  He  and  those 
who  acted  with  him  would  be  glad  to 
accept  the  principle  of  Ballot;  most 
likely  it  would  cut  one  way  as  well  as 
another.  He  believed  that  intimidation 
in  general  worked  so  as  to  make  the 
voter  vote  for  the  National  candidate. 
In  their  own  interest,  therefore,  he  and 
his  Friends  were  prepared  to  accept  the 
principle  of  the  Ballot.  But  there  were 
other  principles  in  the  Bill  to  which 
they  objected,  such  as  taxation  without 
representation.  They  maintained  that 
Poor  Law  Boards  should  not  be  the 
arenas  of  political  strife.  The  duties  of 
the  Guardians  were  to  raise  taxes  for 
local  purposes,  and  to  spend  the  money 
thus  raised  for  the  relief  of  the  poor ; 
those  who  had  the  largest  stake  in  re- 
spect of  property,  and  who  paid  the 
largest  proportion  of  the  rates,  should 
have  a  larger  voice  in  the  election  of 
Guardians  than  those  paying  only  a  few 
shillings.  He  contended  that  the  system 
by  which  the  proportion  of  ex  officios  was 
one-half  in  Ireland  worked  well.  No 
sufficient  cause  had  been  shown  why  the 
proportion  of  ex  (officio  members  should 
be  reduced  from  one-half  to  one-third. 
It  was  an  absolute  fallacy  to  say  that 
the  law  in  England  was  that  the  ex  officio 
representatives  should  be  only  one-third, 
because  the  number  of  ex  officio  repre- 
sentatives in  this  country  was  practically 
unlimited,  and  there  was  no  law  fixing 
it  at  a  third  or  any  particular  number. 
He  was  not  opposed  to  the  principle  of 
triennial  elections,  ^t'^ '^aid  that  the 


Bill 


Lords  by  re- 


Colonel  King-Earman 


ferring  it  to  a  Select  Committee,  which 
bristled  with  colonels  and  captains. 

Mr.  E.  HARRINGTON  :  No;  I  said 
that  the  evidence  before  the  Committee 
was  mainly  supplied  by  colonels,  cap- 
tains, and  so  forth. 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  said,  that 
of  the  17  witnesses  examined  only  two 
of  them  had  any  military  title,  and  it 
was  not  true  that  no  Nationalists  were 
examined,  for  there  were  three.  He 
did  not  see  why  this  Bill  should  not 
refer  to  England  and  Scotland.  He 
strongly  objected  to  Clause  9,  which  did 
away  entirely  with  proxy  voting.  It 
was  hard  upon  invalids  and  women  that 
they  should  be  obliged  to  go  out  and 
face  a  crowd  at  the  poll  if  they  desired 
to  have  their  vote  recorded.  At  the 
same  time,  there  was  something  in  the 
objection  which  was  raised  to  persons 
residing  away  from  their  property  alto- 
gether having  as  much  voice  in  the  fixing 
of  the  rates  as  those  who  lived  at  home. 
But  how  could  a  man  whose  property 
was  situated  in  two  or  three  Unions, 
and,  perhaps,  in  nine  or  ten  electoral 
divisions  of  those  Unions,  record  his  vote 
at  each  polling  place  ?  Voting  for  Poor 
Law  Guardians  meant,  purely  and  si  m  ply, 
voting  for  the  fixing  of  taxation ;  and  if 
an  ownerof  property  was  prevented  from 
delivering  his  vote  on  the  question  as  to 
how  his  property  was  to  be  taxed,  and 
how  the  taxation  was  to  be  adminis- 
tered, it  amounted  to  nothing  more  or 
less  than  taxation  without  representa- 
tion. Any  man  who  had  delivered  a  vote 
at  any  one  polling  place  in  any  division 
should  be  allowed  to  record  his  vote  in 
respect  of  property  held  by  him  in  any 
other  Union  by  means  of  a  registered 
letter.  With  regard  to  the  question  of 
qualification,  it  was  only  fair  that  a  man 
who  was  to  have  the  management  of 
taxation,  and,  what  was  more  important, 
the  care  of  the  poor  committed  to  his 
charge,  should  be  a  man  who  had  some 
stake  and  some  responsibility  in  the 
country,  as  he  was  much  more  likely  to 
be  careful  of  the  rates  than  the  man 
who  had  no  responsibility  and  nothing 
at  stake.  He  ventured  to  say  that  the 
best  managed  Unions  in  Ireland  were 
those  in  which  the  qualification  stood 
highest  and  the  ex  officio  Guardians  at- 
tended most.  The  taxation  in  those 
Unions  wiutloTTer  thaii  IB  others,  and 
the  poor  were  looked  after  very  muoh 
better.    There    was   more    jobbing  in 
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Unions  where  the  ex  officio  members  did 
not  properly  attend.  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians were  now  divided  into  political 
Parties ;  the  election  of  Guardians  was 
a  political  contest  simply,  and  to  further 
a  political  purpose  was  the  object  of  the 
Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this 
day  six  months." — {Colonel  King-Uar- 
num.) 

Question  proposed,  *'That  the  word 
*  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Captain  VERNEY  (Bucks,  N., 
Buckingham)  said,  that  Irish  Gentle- 
men were  always  getting  to  windward  of 
the  English  Members.  When  they  got 
hold  of  a  good  measure  they  introduced  a 
clause  that  it  should  not  apply  to  Eng- 
land or  Scotland,  and  a  former  speaker 
had  proceeded  to  denounce  "captains 
and  colonels."  Now,  he,  as  a  captain, 
stood  up  to  show  that  a  good  man 
might  be  found  even  among  that  ob- 
noxious class.  He  rose  to  ask  hon. 
Members  on  the  Liberal  side  of  the 
House,  if  they  had  any  sympathy  with 
the  suffering  lower  classes  of  Eng- 
land,  to  join  hands  with  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers, to  show  that  in  this  case  at  least 
there  was  no  opposition  of  race,  and 
that  there  was  a  real  and  earnest  desire 
to  help  those  who  could  not  help  them- 
selves. He  was  personally  acquainted 
with  men  who  were  teetotallers,  who  led 
self-denying,  righteous  lives,  who  could 
point  out  how  hopeless  was  their  chance 
of  rising  in  the  world,  with  no  prospect  but 
the  workhouse,  and  who  saw  nothing  be- 
fore them  but  ending  their  lives  almost 
like  the  beasts  of  the  fields.  [  Cries  of 
'*  Oh.  oh  I "]  He  was  sorry  to  hear  hon. 
Members  say  *  *  Oh ! "  because  that  showed 
that  they  were  not  in  touch  with  these 
people  in  the  agricultural  constituencies 
of  the  country.  Let  them  try  to  do 
something  to  raise  the  man  above  the 
animal.  Now  that  they  had  come  back 
fresh  from  their  constituencies,  and  be- 
fore the  feeling  of  sympathy  wore  off, 
they  wanted  to  ask  the  House  of  Com- 
mons for  some  practical  measure  which 
would  help  to  alleviate  the  condition  of 
these  poor  people.  They  did  not  want 
to  wait  for  a  Local  Government  Bill. 
Here  was  a  thoroughly  practical  mea- 
sare  which  had  passed  the  House  before, 
whieh  started  no  new  theory,  and  which 
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did  not  wait  for  any  new  application  of 
local  self-government.  The  principles  of 
the  Bill  were  more  trust  in  the  people 
and  the  lowering  of  the  property  quali- 
fication. He  should  wish  to  see  that 
qualification  altogether  abolished.  If 
men  were  fit  to  sit  in  that  House  with- 
out a  property  qualification,  surely  they 
were  fit  to  sit  at  Boards  of  Guardians, 
nor  shoulder  o^cto  Guardians  be  ashamed 
to  sit  among  them.  It  would  be  more 
dignified  for  ex  officio  Guardians  to  ab- 
stain from  voting  when  appointments 
were  to  be  given  away  to  a  relative. 
Something  had  been  said  about  the  in- 
fluence of  the  landlord.  It  was  enor- 
mous, and  was  not  to  be  weighed  by  the 
vote  he  gave  at  a  Board  of  Guardians. 
A  landowner  might  have  great  influence 
among  his  tenants  if  he  understood  their 
feelings  and  lived  among  them,  and 
might  lead  them  anywhere ;  but  why 
he  should  want  to  have  more  than  one 
vote  he  (Captain  Vemey)  could  not  un- 
derstand. The  landlord  ought  to  be  con- 
tent to  vote  for  one  Guardian  ;  and 
voting  by  proxy  should  be  done  away 
with.  He  was  in  favour  of  vote  by 
Ballot,  application  of  the  Corrupt  Prac- 
tices Act  to  these  elections,  the  abolition 
of  the  property  qualification,  and  having 
labouring  men  able  to  sit  on  the  Boards 
of  Guardians.  When  the  Bill  got  into 
Committee  he  should  move  an  Instruc- 
tion that  it  should  apply  to  England  as 
well  as  to  Ireland. 

Colonel  WABING  (Down,  N.)  said, 
he  thought  that  all  the  arguments  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  who  had 
just  spoken  were  in  favour  of  the 
extension  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill  to 
England  and  Scotland;  but, in  discussing 
the  question  as  far  as  it  concerned  Ire- 
land, it  was  well  to  consider  by  whom 
the  contributions  to  the  rates  were  made. 
He  (Colonel  Waring)  hoped  to  see  la- 
bouring men  sitting  at  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians. When  the  labouring  men  con- 
tributed in  a  larger  proportion  to  the 
rates  which  were  expended  he  thought 
it  would  be  fair  and  right  that  they 
should  have  a  voice  in  their  administra- 
tion. He  did  not  know  how  low  the 
range  of  the  poor  rate  in  England  was, 
but  in  Ireland,  however,  no  person 
living  in  a  house  rated  at  less  than  £4 
contributed  anything  to  the  rates  ex- 
pended under  the  authority  of  the  Boards 
of  Guardians ;  the  landlords  always  paid 
as  much  as  half  the  entire  amount,  and  in 
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Bome  oases  they  contributed  five-eighths 
or  three-quarters  of  the  rating  of  the 
whole  division.  He  had  no  objection 
to  the  suggested  vote  by  Ballot,  which 
would  probably  be  found  to  act  quite  as 
much  in  favour  of  the  landowners  as 
against  them ;  but  as  to  proxy  voting, 
he  thought  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
and  ^lant  GFentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Isle  of  Thanet  (Colonel  King- 
Harman)  was  a  fair  one.  He  could  not 
see  any  reason  why  a  person  holding 
property  and  largely  contributing  to  the 
rates  in  one  Union  should  be  disfran- 
chised in  another  Union  in  which  he 
held  property.  The  vote  did  not  in  this 
matter  represent  a  man's  individuality, 
but  his  property;  and  he  did  not  see 
why  he  should  be  called  upon  to  select 
for  which  Union  he  should  vote.  They 
had  heard  something  said  about  ex 
officio  Guardians  appearing  on  great  oc- 
casions to  vote  for  the  election  of  officers, 
and  for  what  was  said  to  be  a  job ;  but, 
as  a  member  of  another  body,  in  which 
jobs  were  sometimes  said  to  be  perpe- 
trated —  namely,  the  magistrates  and 
associated  cesspayers  —  his  experience 
was  that  the  jobs  that  were  perpetrated 
were  never  assisted  by  the  class  of  gen- 
tlemen to  whom  they  had  been  attributed 
in  the  present  discussion.  He  had  him- 
self frequently  driven  in  Ireland  many 
a  weary  mile  in  bad  weather  to  prevent 
the  perpetration  of  a  job,  and  he  had  no 
recollection  of  a  case  in  which  he  or  his 
brother  magistrates  had  gone  in  order 
to  perpetrate  one.  He  could  not  think 
that  £  1 2  was  a  sufficient  qualification  in 
many  instances  to  secure  economy  of  ex- 
penditure. In  the  Union  for  which  he 
sat  the  argument  had  over  and  over 
again  been  made  use  of — especially  in 
questions  touching  the  medical  relief, 
half  of  the  contributions  to  which  were 
paid  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund — that 
it  did  not  much  matter  what  was  done, 
because  only  one -fourth  of  the  charge 
fell  upon  the  occupiers,  and  that  was 
frequently  the  cause  of  the  most  reck- 
less expenditure.  Therefore,  he  held 
that  the  £12  qualification  was  not  suffi- 
cient to  obtain  for  a  man  the  confidence 
of  his  brother  ratepayers  that  he  would 
narrowly  look  after  the  administration 
of  the  funds  and  see  that  they  were  not 
wasted.  But  the  strongest  objection  he 
had  to  the  Bill  was  the  proposed  reduc- 
tion in  the  number  of  ex  officio  Guardians 
entitled  to  attend  the  Board.    As  a  mat* 
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ter  of  fact,  the  number  of  ex  officio  Guar- 
dians who  did  attend  never  came  up  to 
the  limit  proposed  ;  but  the  diminution 
of  the  number  on  the  list  would  very 
much  further  reduce  the  attendance,  be- 
cause gentlemen  who  held  that  position 
were  frequently  called  by  their  avoca- 
tions to  various  parts  of  the  country, 
and  could  not  always  be  on  the  spot 
where  the  cultivators  of  the  soil  must 
necessarily  be.  He  thought  it  would 
be  found  that  the  Unions  where  the  ex 
officio  Guardians  attended  most  regularly 
where  those  in  which  the  funds  were 
most  ably  and  economically  managed. 
In  his  own  Union  his  experience  was 
that  the  attendance  oiex  officio  Guardians 
was  pretty  steady,  but  not  excessive, 
and  that  they  enjoyed  the  confidence  of 
the  ratepayers  in  the  district  to  a  very 
large  extent.  To  the  vote  by  Ballot  he 
had  no  objection ;  but  he  thought  it 
necessary  to  enter  his  protest  against 
the  reduction  of  the  qualification  to 
£12,  and  against  the  abolition  of  proxy 
voting. 

Mr.  AECH  (Norfolk,  N.W.)  said,  he 
supported  the  recommendation  made  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Bucks 
(Captain  Vemey)  that  the  Bill  should  be 
extend  ed  i  n  its  application  to  England.  He 
had  taken  a  considerable  interest  in  this 
question  of  Poor  Law,  and  had  watched 
with  interest  its  administration  in  rural 
districts ;  and  he  was  able  to  testify  that 
some  such  measure  was  sorely  needed  in 
the  rural  counties  of  England.  He  was 
glad  to  hear  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land state  that  the  Government  would 
soon  be  able  to  introduce  a  Local  Go- 
vernment Bill  which  would  benefit  that 
class.  On  behalf  of  the  poor  agricul- 
tural constituencies  in  England,  he  de- 
sired to  press  upon  them  the  importance 
of  such  a  step.  As  to  the  property  quali- 
fication, the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
I  (Colonel  Waring)  had  said  that  a  quali- 
fication of  £12  was  too  low  for  candi- 
dates for  seats  on  the  Poor  Law  Boards, 
and  he  considered  that  it  should  be 
higher.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
had  spoken  as  if  only  property  holders 
had  anything  to  do  with  the  payment  of 
rates ;  but  it  was  a  fact  that  there  were 
thousands  of  labourers  who  were  paying 
indirectly,  their  rates  being  incorporated 
in  their  rents.  There  were  many  men 
who  engaged  with  farmers  to  work  for 
a  certain  wage  per  week,  and  to  live  in 
the  farm  cottages,  the  rates  for  which 
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were  paid  directly  by  the  farmer,  but 
were  taken  into  consideration  in  the 
amount  paid  to  the  labourer.  A  man  in 
the  humbler  walks  of  life  was,  in  his  opi- 
nion, better  fitted  for  the  consideration 
of  questions  affecting  the  requirements 
of  the  poor,  labouring  classes  than  a 
wealthy  man.  He  was  himself  debarred 
from  offering  himself  as  a  candidate  for 
the  Board  of  Guardians  in  the  Union 
where  he  resided.  He  and  his  father 
had  paid  rates  in  the  same  parish  for 
40  years ;  but  if  he  offered  himself  as  a 
Guardian,  he  would  at  once  be  told  that 
he  had  not  the  requisite  property  quali- 
fication of  a  £20  rating.  When  he 
sought  a  seat  in  that  House  at  the  last 
Siection  he  was  never  asked  what  pro- 
perty qualification  he  possessed,  but  was 
simply  asked  by  his  constituents  what 
his  politics  were ;  and  it  was  a  monstrous 
absurdity  that  a  man  who  was  qualified 
for  a  seat  in  Parliament  should  not  be  con- 
sidered to  possess  the  necessary  qualifica- 
tion for  a  seat  at  a  Board  of  Guardians. 
Then,  as  regarded  ex  officio  Guardians, 
he  failed  to  see  the  wisdom  of  the  pre- 
sent state  of  things.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
men who»  having  had  a  seat  in  that 
House,  and  who,  on  seeking  re-election, 
were  defeated,  did  not  como  back  and 
say — **  We  ought  to  be  admitted  as  ex 
officio  Members. "  They  would  not  admit 
them  on  that  ground  ;  and  he  wanted  to 
know  what  the  justice  was  of  admitting 
to  the  Board  of  Guardians  persons  who 
had  not  been  elected  by  the  ratepayers 
to  fill  the  office  of  Guardian  ?  He  be- 
lieved that  the  poor  suffered  keenly, 
because  they  were  not  directly  repre- 
sented on  the  Boards  of  Guardians.  He 
had  had  some  painful  experience  of 
Boards  of  Guardians ;  and  where  Guar- 
dians of  the  higher  qualification  meted 
out  justice  to  the  poor,  injustice  was 
done.  He  asked  the  House  to  pardon 
him  if  he  mentioned  his  own  case.  His 
father  had  paid  rates  in  a  Warwickshire 
Union  for  upwards  of  32  years  without 
asking  a  farthing  from  the  parish.  He 
himself,  seeing  now  many  of  his  class 
found  themselves  in  old  age  with  no 
other  dependence  than  the  Union,  in- 
sured himself  at  the  early  age  of  17. 
After  he  was  married  and  had  a  family 
of  six  children  depending  upon  him,  his 
father's  health  gave  way,  and  he  had 
nothing  to  fall  back  upon.  He  wrote 
to  the  Guardians  stating  the  case,  and 
he  received,  in  reply,  an  offer  to  take 


his  father  into  the  Union  if  he  would 
pay  Is,  6d.  a- week  for  his  support. 
There  were  many  cases  harder  than 
that.  During  the  last  14  years,  when 
men  and  women  had  applied  for  relief, 
the  Board  of  Guardians  had  forced  their 
children — the  poor  labourers  who  were 
scarcely  able  to  make  ends  meet— to 
maintain  them  in  the  Union  by  paying 
Is.  or  Is,  6d,  a-week  out  of  their  small 
earnings.  Not  from  any  want  of  love 
for  their  parents,  but  from  their  in- 
ability to  £md  the  money,  they  had  been 
unable  to  meet  the  demand,  and  they 
had  been  sent  to  gaol.  Was  it  not, 
then,  time  that  working  men  had  seats 
on  the  Boards  of  Guardians?  He  con- 
tended that  the  time  had  come  when 
such  a  Bill  as  this  should  be  brought  in 
for  England,  and  when  the  Poor  Law 
should  be  placed  upon  a  sounder  basis 
— a  basis  more  Christian  and  more 
humane. 

Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary) 
said,  he  did  not  complain  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House  (Eadicals)  followed  their  example 
on  this  question.  They  had  no  desire 
to  prevent  them  from  **  taking  leaves 
out  of  the  book  "  of  the  Irish  Members 
in  their  endeavouring  to  obtain  an 
amelioration  of  the  Poor  Law  system. 
They  hoped  they  would,  however,  obtain 
their  support  in  trying  to  obtain  further 
measures  of  popular  self-government  for 
Ireland.  He  had  occasion  recently  to 
investigate  another  branch  of  local  go- 
vernment in  Ireland,  and  found  that 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  the 
Island  of  Thanet  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
had  opposed  almost  every  measure  of 
such  a  kind  proposed  for  Ireland.  He 
had  made  one  charge  which  he  believed 
should  be  met — that  was  with  regard  to 
the  mismanagement  of  Poor  Law  Boards 
except  where  ex  officios  predominated. 
The  fact  was  that  out  of  the  163  Unions 
in  Ireland  it  was  only  found  necessary 
by  the  Local  Government  Board  to  sus- 
pend one  since  the  year  1845,  and  that 
was  one  in  which  ex  officios  predomi- 
nated. He  also  made  another  charge 
with  regard  to  intimidation  in  regard 
to  Poow  Law  elections.  This  Bill  had, 
however,  been  introduced  for  the  pur- 
pose of  stopping  that  intimidation — not 
only  the  intimidation  which  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  said  proceeded  from 
what  he  termed  the  **  prime  boys  of  the 
National  League,"  but  also  the  much 
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more  serious  intimidation  by  the  bailiffs 
of  the  landlords.  The  first  principle  of 
the  Bill  was  that  Guardians  should  hold 
office  for  three  years.  He  had  a  good  deal 
to  do  with  elections  of  Poor  Law  Guar- 
dians in  the  South  of  Ireland,  and  their 
great  complaint  was  that  they  were  com- 
pelled to  proceed  to  election  every  year. 
He  did  not  care  whether  the  Guardians 
were  Conservative,  Liberal,  or  Nationalist 
— he  did  not  believe  that  it  was  neces- 
sary to  elect  the  members  of  the  Poor 
Law  Boards  every  year.  Politics  might 
change  every  week,  or  even  every  hour, 
but  the  cause  of  the  poor  was  the  same 
at  all  times.  They  had  a  high  autho- 
rity for  this  in  the  verse  which  stated 
that  **The  poor  are  always  with  us." 
Another  principle  of  the  Bill  was  that 
elections  should  be  conducted  by  Ballot. 
If  there  was  to  be  proxy  voting,  he  held 
that  open  voting  was  necessary  ;  but  if 
they  abolished  proxy  voting,  the  voting 
by  Ballot,  which  had  been  so  successful 
in  all  other  matters,  Imperial  and  Na- 
tional, should  be  adopted  in  regard  to 
Local  Boards.  The  principle  of  repre- 
sentation for  taxation  had  been  greatly 
abused  in  Irish  Poor  Law  elections;  and 
i^  they  had  to  choose  one  of  two  evils  it 
was  best  that  they  should  choose  the 
lesser,  and  abolish  proxy  voting.  The 
hon.  Member  for  St.  Stephen's  Green  (Mr. 
Gray)  stated  that  he  knew  of  a  case  where 
a  gentleman  had  a  sufficient  number  of 
proxy  votes  to  vote  himself  a  salary  of 
£800  a-year ;  and  he  also  knew  a  case  of 
a  family  in  Cork  who  were  able  to  sign 
150  proxy  votes,  some  for  persons  as  wide 
apart  as  the  West  Indies  and  Ceylon. 
These,  however,  were  placed  in  the  hands 
of  a  local  landlord,  who  used  them  for  his 
own  purposes.  The  principle  might  be 
amended  in  Committee ;  but  the  people 
desired  that  some  limitation  should  be 
placed  upon  the  exercise  of  this  proxy 
system  in  regard  to  Poor  Law  govern- 
ment. He  had  also  a  word  to  say  with 
regard  to  the  ez  officio  Guardians.  In 
1882,  when  it  was  said  ''Irish  discon- 
tent was  driven  beneath  the  surface," 
and  many  hon.  Members  on  the  Benches 
near  him  were  under  lock  and  key,  they 
knew  how  the  sx  officios  had  acted.  When 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
Waterford  (Mr.  Pyne)  sought  the  posi- 
tion of  Chairman  of  the  Lismore  Board 
of  Guardians,  to  his  (Mr.  John  O'Con- 
nor's) knowledge,  ex  officios  came  from 
Switzerland  and  Italy  who  had  never 
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been  known  to  attend  the  Board  before 
to  vote  against  him.  Another  such  case 
occurred  m  the  case  of  the  election  of  a 
Chairman  of  the  Clonmel  Board  of  Guar- 
dians. One  ex  officio  Guardian  came  from 
Italy  to  vote  who  had  not  been  within 
the  walls  of  the  Union  before  for  20 
years.  They  were  told  that  the  Na- 
tionalist Guardians  mismanaged  the 
Unions;  but  he  could  tell  the  House 
that  the  Local  Government  Board  In- 
spector congratulated  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  North  Tipperary  (Mr.  P.  J. 
O'Brien)  upon  the  good  management  of 
the  Nenagh  Union  since  it  got  into  the 
hands  of  the  popular  Party.  A  similar 
state  of  things  existed  in  Clonmel,  for 
the  Tipperary  Unions  which,  under  the. 
management  of  the  ex  officio  Boards, 
were  in  a  state  of  bankruptcy,  were  now 
in  the  most  flourishing  condition  under 
popular  control.  In  conclusion,  he 
thanked  the  House  for  the  way  in 
which  the  measures  of  the  Irish  Party 
had  been  received  in  the  present  Par- 
liament. 

The  CHIEF  SEOEETAEY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  John  Morley)  (Newcastle- 
on-Tyne)  said :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  quite  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat 
down  that  this  Bill  is  not  likely  to  receive 
less  favourable  consideration  from  this 
Parliament  than  from  the  Parliament  of 
1884  and  1885.  We  have  heard  the 
objections  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Thanet  (Colonel  King-Harman), 
who  recapitulated  most  of  those  used  in 
the  last  Parliament.  But  nothing  which 
has  occurred  in  the  interval  from  the 
consideration  of  the  Bill  in  the  last  Par- 
liament to  the  present  day  makes  any 
difference  in  the  weakness  of  his  ob- 
jections or  the  strength  of  the  argu- 
ments by  which  they  were  met.  The 
Bill  contains  principles  which  have  been 
found  already  to  meet  with  substan- 
tial agreement  in  all  quarters  of  the 
House.  The  proposal  that  elected  Guar- 
dians shall  hold  office  for  three  years 
instead  of  one  year,  is  one  that  com- 
mends itself  to  all  of  us.  That  elections 
should  be  conducted  imder  the  Ballot 
Act  is  a  point  that  was  practically 
settled  years  ago,  and  nothing  has  been 
said  from  that— the  Tory — quarter  of 
the  House  to- day  to  show  that  another 
opinion  should  be  held  upon  that  head. 
Not  so  many  questions  have  been  put  to 
me  since  I  became  Chief  Secretary  as  to 
my  Predecessor  in  the  last  Parliament 
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with  regard  to  the  Poor  Law  elections, 
but  enough  have  been  put  to  show  that 
there  is  a  very  considerable  abuse  under 
the  existing  system.  The  preparation  of 
the  Register  is  another  important  prac- 
tical point  upon  which  there  has  been  a 
complete  agreement.  The  Bill  provides 
that  the  I^sts  and  Begis^jsrs  of  voters 
shall  not  be  extempore  lists  made  out, 
almost  casually,  immediately  before  the 
election .  The  Local  Government  Board  of 
Ireland  feel  very  strongly  the  necessity 
for  another  proposal — ^namely,  that,  in 
cases  where  the  validity  of  an  election 
is  questioned,  the  petition  ought  to  be 
heard,  not,  as  at  present,  by  an  In- 
spector sent  down  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  but  before  the  County 
Ck)urt  Judge.  There  is  one  point  upon 
which  opinion  seems  to  be  divided — that 
is  as  regards  the  property  qualification 
for  an  elected  Guardian.  The  Bill  pro- 
vides that  the  qualification  should  be  a 
fixed  one — namely,  a  rating  of  £12.  I 
have  listened  to  all  that  has  been  said 
as  to  the  existing  practice  in  regard  to 
the  matter;  and  the  House  should 
know,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  the 
average  qualification  is  at  present  about 
£20.  Of  course,  the  qualification  varies, 
and  is  sometimes  as  high  as  £80,  and 
sometimes  as  low  as  £6,  as  fixed  at  the 
discretion  of  the  Local  Government 
'Board.  They  exercise  that  discretion 
in  view  of  the  average  wealth  of  the 
district  and  other  considerations,  and 
the  result  is  a  qualification  of  £20. 
That  does  not  materially  differ  from 
the  average  in  England.  The  Govern- 
ment entirely  approve  of  the  reduction 
of  the  qualification  to  the  figure  named 
in  the  Bill.  There  are  two  points  upon 
which  there  is  a  distinct  division  of  opi- 
nion, and  there  always  has  been  that 
division — first,  regarding  the  retention 
of  the  proxy  voting ;  and,  secondly,  re- 

farding  the  number  of  ex  officio  Guar- 
ians.  Well,  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber (Colonel  King  -  Harman)  did  not, 
under  the  circumstances,  over-ingenously 
quote  the  opinion  of  my  Predecessor,  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  the  Border  Burghs 
(Mr.  Trevelyan).  No  doubt,  in  1882,  he 
did  express  to  the  House  an  opinion 
adverse  to  the  change  ;  but  in  1884  the 
then  Chief  Secretary,  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  Border  Burghs,  stated 
in  the  course  of  a  debate  that  he  had 
been  led  to  change  his  views  ;  and  after 
a  tpeeoh,  in  which  be  laid  down  the 


principle  that  prosy  voting  might  be 
altered,  he  was  taunted  with  his  change 
of  views  by  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
is  now  Lord  Ashbourne,  and  of  this 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  must 
have  been  aware. 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN:  I  was 
perfectly  aware  of  it.  He  changed  his 
mind  ;  but  he  gave  his  reasons  for  one 
opinion,  but  not  for  the  other.  This 
was  what  I  stated. 

Me.  JOHN  MOELEY:  I  think  I 
have  stated  what  was  the  impression 
left  by  the  hon.  Member  on  the  House ; 
but  I  do  not  press  the  matter.  It  has 
been  said  with  regard  to  the  extension 
of  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  to  England 
that  it  would  be  well  to  alter  the  system 
of  proxy  voting.  I  may  state  that  at  the 
meeting  of  the  assembly  of  Poor  Law  Con- 
ferences very  considerable  sympathy  was 
expressed  with  the  views  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Chelsea 
(Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke),  who  is  entirely 
opposed  to  proxy  voting  in  any  shape 
or  form.  I  should  say  that  when  the 
present  Government  bring  in  their  Local 
u^overnment  Bill,  I  should  not  be  sur- 
prised if  it  is  found  that  proxy  voting 
will  disappear  in  England.  It  is  obvioiis, 
therefore,  that  we  cannot  disagree  with 
the  proposal  in  the  Bill  to  remove  that 
feature  in  the  election  of  elective  Boards 
of  Guardians  in  Ireland.  The  next  point 
is  the  number  of  ex  officio  Guardians. 
The  number  of  ex  officio  Guardians  in 
Ireland  is  at  present  one-half,  while  in 
England  the  number  is  one-quarter  or 
one-third  of  the  elective  representa- 
tives. Now,  I  have  listened  very  care- 
fully to  the  arguments  from  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  and  I  must  say  that  I 
have  heard  more  arguments  for  this  re- 
duction from  them  than  against  it.  In 
iS84-5  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Thanet  (Colonel  King-Harman)  ad- 
mitted that  in  three-fourths  of  the 
Unions  in  Ireland  the  elected  Guar- 
dians had  already  practically  the  control, 
more  or  less,  even  with  the  ex  officios; 
and,  therefore,  this  reduction  of  the  ex 
offictoi  cannot  make  any  substantial  dif- 
ference in  regard  to  the  protection  of 
property.  It  was  also  admitted  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Down 
(Colonel  Waring)  that  the  attendance  of 
ex  offiieo  Guardians,  except  upon  occa- 
sions when  special  matters  were  on  foot, 
was  not  very  constant  nor  useful  when 
business  was  of  an  ordinary  character. 
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'However  all  that  may  be,  it  is  perfectly 
clear  to  me  that  we  cannot,  upon  prin- 
ciple, contend  that  the  proportion  of  ex 
officio  Poor  Law  Guardians  in  Ireland 
should  be  greater  than  it  is  in  England, 
although  the  amount  payable  in  rates 
by  the  people  in  Ireland  place  them  at 
a  certain  disadvantage  in  regard  to  pro- 
perty in  respect  of  rating.  I  have  read 
the  evidence  given  before  the  Lords' 
Committee  last  year  pretty  carefully, 
and  it  has  no  more  been  proved  by  the 
witnesses  before  the  Lords'  Committee, 
than  it  has  been  proved  by  any  previous 
speaker,  that  the  power  possessed  by 
ex  officio  Guardians  afforded  any  sub- 
stantial or  effective  protection  to  pro- 
perty. For  my  own  part,  I  agree  with 
hon.  Members  representing  English  con- 
stituencies who  express  the  hope  that 
when  we  extend  local  government  in 
England  we  shall  also  do  away  with  ex 
officio  representation,  and  with  another 
artificial  protection  of  property  which 
exists  in  Ireland  in  a  very  elaborate 
form — namely,  plurality  of  voting.  I 
may  remind  the  House  of  this,  in  conclu- 
sion, with  regard  to  what  has  been  urged 
against  both  proxy  voting  and  the  use 
of  voting  papers,  that  they  have  already 
been  condemned  by  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  which  sat,  I  think,  in 
1878,  under  the  Presidency  of  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Hibbert).  It 
is  clear,  therefore,  that  a  Bill  which  moves 
so  obviously  in  the  direction  in  which 
we  wish  to  go  is  one  which  we  cannot 
now  refuse  to  assent  to ;  and  I,  for  one, 
shall  give  it  my  cordial  support. 

Me.  holmes  (Dublin  University) 
said,  he  had  no  desire  to  prolong  the 
discussion  on  this  Bill,  but  thought  what 
he  had  to  say  might  have  a  tendency  to 
shorten  it.  He  thought  it  was  a  matter 
for  regret  that  there  should  be  intro- 
duced into  a  subject  ot  this  kind  either 
attacks  upon  classes,  professions,  or  in- 
dividuals. It  seemed  to  him  that  in 
dealing  with  the  Bill  before  the  House 
the  subject  should  be  met  in  a  different 
spirit.  Boards  of  Guardians  were  not 
established  for  political  purposes,  their 
objects  being  solely  the  relief  of  the 
poor,  and  to  impose  rates  for  that  pur- 
pose, and  to  expend  those  rates  in  as 
efficient  a  manner  as  possible.  He  was 
sure  that  the  opposition  to  the  Bill  was 
only  upon  certain  points  contained  in  it 
which  his  hon.  Friends  thought  would 
not  render  the  measure  efficient.   It  had 
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always  been  their  desire  that  property 
should  be  properly  represented;  and 
he  understood  that  there  was  no  ob- 
jection from  any  part  of  the  House  to 
such  a  proposition.  In  Ireland  the 
owners  of  property  paid,  taking  the 
entire  country  together,  five-eighths  of 
the  rates ;  but  in  certain  of  the  poorer 
Unions,  where  the  property  was  poorly 
valued,  they  probably  paid  three-fourths 
of  the  rates.  For  the  purpose  of  giving 
property  its  due  weight  and  due  signi- 
ficance two  provisions  were  made  in  the 
existing  Poor  Law — the  one  was  the 
plural  vote,  and  the  other  the  system  of 
ex  officio  Guardians.  This  Bill  did  not 
seek  to  interfere  with  the  principle  that 
property  should  have  adequate  represen- 
tation, or  with  either  of  the  modes  in 
which  property  was  represented.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Kerry  (Mr.  £.  Har- 
rington) did  not  propose  by  this  Bill  to 
destroy  the  constitution  of  the  Board  in 
so  far  as  the  Board  was  constituted  of 
ex  officio  Guardians.  The  Bill  did  not 
intend  to  deprive  property  of  the  pro- 
tection which  the  plural  vote  gave  it; 
therefore,  it  seemed  to  him  that  many 
of  the  arguments  addressed  to  the  House 
to-day  were  wholly  irrelevant  to  the  sub- 
ject under  discussion,  for  many  of  the 
arguments  had  been  directed  against 
the  system  of  ex  officio  Guardians,  and 
also  against  the  system  of  plural  voting 
— matters  with  which  they  were  not  con- 
cerned. Those  principles  were  not  con- 
cerned or  affected  by  the  Bill.  When 
they  came  to  examine  this  measure  in 
detail  they  found  the  objections  to  it 
were  really  objections  to  two  or  three 
clauses  of  it.  One  of  the  objections  was 
to  the  abolition  of  the  system  of  voting 
by  proxy ;  and  another  referred  to  the 
change  which  was  made  in  the  number 
of  ex  officio  Guardians.  The  objections 
were  to  matters  of  great  imj^rtance, 
and  were  not  unreasonable  objections; 
and  the  observations  made  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Isle  of  Thanet  (Colonel  King-Har- 
man)  were  observations  which  com- 
mended themselves  very  favourably  to 
his  (Mr.  Holmes')  mind.  It  seemed  to 
him  that  if  they  had  property  repre- 
sentation at  all  proxy  voting  in  some 
form — he  did  not  say  that  the  form 
in  which  it  existed  now  was  a  neces- 
sary complement  of  that — must  pre- 
vail, ana  that  they  would  inter- 
fere  in  a  very  material  degree  with 
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that  representation  which  property  now 
obtained  if  they  destroyed  Toting  by 
proxy  altogether.  The  other  objection 
was,  perhaps,  of  greater  importance  still 
— the  objection  to  the  change  made  in 
the  number  of  ex  offiMo  Guardians.  He 
confessed  that  the  only  two  arguments 
he  had  heard  to-day  in  favour  of  that 

Sroposition  were  that  the  bx  officio  Guar- 
ians  did  not  sufficiently  attend  to  their 
duties,  and  that  when  they  did  attend  it 
was  only  for  the  purpose  of  promoting 
their  own  ends.  If  they  did  not  attend 
to  their  duties  there  might  be  some  rea- 
sonable ground  for  excluding  them  from 
the  Board,  and  supplying  their  place 
by  some  other  persons  who  would  repre- 
sent property  ;  but  it  would  hardly  be  a 
reasonable  argument  for  reducing  their 
number  from  one-half  to  one-third  of 
the  Board.  The  attendance  would  cer- 
tainly be  less  if  they  were  only  one- 
third  instead  of  one-half  of  the  Board. 
In  regard  to  the  attendance  of  ex  officio 
Guardians  at  the  meetings  of  the  Board, 
he  asked  the  House  to  bear  in  mind 
that  ex  officio  Guardians  were  magis- 
trates»  and  that  as  magistrates  they  had 
very  important  public  duties  to  per- 
form in  addition  to  their  private  duties. 
Generally  speaking  they  were  members 
of  other  Boards,  and  it  was  but  rea- 
sonable to  suppose  that  gentlemen  in 
such  a  position  had  less  opportunity  of 
attending  Board  meetings  than  elected 
Guardians,  who  probably  were  not  so 
immersed  in  public  duties.  Now,  if 
their  number  upon  the  Boards  were  re- 
duced, it  was  quite  plain  they  would  not 
have  the  same  degree  of  weight  on  the 
Board  that  their  position  rendered  it  ne- 
cessary they  should  have.  These  con- 
siderations, so  far  from  forming  reasons 
for  reducing  the  numbers  from  one-half 
to  one-third,  seemed  to  him  to  point  in 
the  other  direction.  Now,  as  to  the 
argument  that  the  ex  officio  members 
were  very  fond  of  jobs,  and  that  they 
only  attended  for  the  purpose  of  perpe- 
trating jobs,  he  was  not  a  person  who 
considered  that  virtue  was  a  monopoly 
of   any  class  of  the   community.     He 

'  could  well  understand  that  an  ex  officio 
Guardian  might  be  anxious  to  carry  out 
some  job  that  would  benefit  either  a 
friend  or  relation,  such  as  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Chairman,  a  clerk,  or  some 
official    receiving  pay,    and    he    could 

*  imagine  a  number  of  ex  officio  Guardians 
combining  together  for  the  benefit  of 
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some  particular  individual.  But  if  he 
could  imagine  that  he  could  just  as 
readily  imagine  that  an  elected  Guar- 
dian would  be  very  anxious  to  carry  out 
some  job,  and  that  a  number  of  elected 
Guardians  would  combine  together  for 
the  perpetration  of  some  job.  Just  as 
he  believed  that  elected  Guardians  were 
a  check  upon  ex  officio  Guardians  in  the 
jobbery  which  was  said  to  exist,  did  he 
consider  that  the  ex  officio  Guardians,  re- 
presenting property,  might  act  as  a  very 
valuable  check  upon  the  elected  Guar- 
dians in  respect  to  jobbery ;  and  he 
maintained  that  if  they  wished  to  pre- 
serve Boards  of  Guardians  from  a  dis- 
position towards  jobbery  the  best  course 
to  adopt  would  be  to  keep  up  the 
balance  which  now  existed  instead  of 
reducing  one  portion  of  the  Board  to  a 
position  which  would  be  very  inferior 
to  that  of  the  other  portion.  It  must 
be  borne  in  mind  that  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians had  two  duties — not  one  only — to 
perform.  It  had  been  suggested  in  the 
course  of  the  debate  that  the  great  duty 
of  Boards  of  Guardians  was  the  duty 
of  guarding  the  interests  of  the  rate- 
payers. But  they  had  another  duty, 
and  that  was  a  duty  to  the  poor.  An 
hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke  from  below 
the  Gangway  said  that  the  poorer 
classes  of  Guardians  regarded  Is.  as  of 
as  much  importance  as  the  wealthier 
classes  regarded  £1,  and  he  claimed 
a  greater  amount  of  parsimony  for 
the  elected  Guardians.  If  a  Board  of 
Guardians  were  to  act  parsimoniously, 
they  would,  no  doubt,  spare  the  rate- 
payers, but  they  would  do  so  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  poor ;  so  with  regard  to 
parsimony  and  the  attention  which  the 
Board  were  bound  to  pay  to  the  poor, 
one  body  of  Guardians  would  be  a  check 
upon  the  other.  He  was  clearly  of  opi- 
nion that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  in 
regard  to  the  representation  of  property 
were  vicious  provisions,  and  in  the 
proper  place  and  imder  proper  circum- 
stances he  should  ofifer  them  his  opposi- 
tion. Something  had  been  said  about 
the  history  of  the  measure.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  the  very  circumstance  that 
so  much  care  was  taken  in  investigating 
the  matter  before  a  Select  Committee 
showed  that  there  was  a  desire  to  ap- 
proach the  question  fairly,  and  to  con- 
sider it  fully  and  deliberately.  Accord- 
ing to  his  recollection,  certain  Amend- 
ments were    introduced    in     "another 
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^lace."  The  Bill  fell  through  last  Ses- 
sion by  reason  of  these  Amendments  not 
being  accepted  bj  the  promoters  of  the 
Bill.  They  had  now  got  the  Bill  in 
exactly  the  same  terms  as  before.  Pro- 
bably, if  there  had  been  some  give  and 
take,  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  would 
not  have  moved  tlie  Motion  for  the  re- 
jection of  the  measure  now  standing  in 
his  name.  He  submitted  to  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  whether,  as  some 
of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  were  un- 
doubtedly valuable,  it  would  be  desirable 
to  divide  the  House  on  the  second  read- 
ing, but  that  they  should  all  endeavour, 
when  it  reached  Committee,  to  intro- 
duce Amendments  which  would  make 
the  measure  a  most  efficient  one  for  the 
purpose  for  which  it  was  designed. 

Mb.  COOTE  (Huntingdon,  S.)  said, 
that  that  was  an  equally  important 
question  to  the  agricultural  counties  of 
England  and  Scotland.  He  held  it  to 
be  monstrous  to  prevent  the  labourers 
from  having  the  right  of  representation 
on  Boards  of  G-uardians  merely  because 
they  did  not  pay  the  rates  directly. 
When  it  was  alleged  that  representa- 
tives of  the  labourers  were  not  fit  to  sit 
on  Boards  of  G-uardians,  he  should  like 
to  know  what  hon.  Gentlemen  thought  of 
those  Kepresentatives  of  the  labouring 
class  who  now  sat  in  that  House.  His 
own  experience  of  ex  officio  members  of 
Boards  of  Guardians  was  that  they 
showed  up  when  questions  of  the  elec- 
tion of  a  Chairman,  a  clerk,  or  some 
other  salried  official  had  to  be  decided, 
but  that  they  did  not  attend  in  anything 
like  proper  numbers  from  week  to  week, 
while  the  hard  work  of  the  Board,  on 
the  other  hand,  was  done  by  the  direct 
representatives  of  the  people.  He  trusted, 
as  a  Member  for  an  agricultural  consti- 
tuency, that  the  Government  would  take 
the  opportunity  of  adopting  the  prin- 
ciple of  enabling  the  labourers  to  have 
representatives  on  Boards  of  Guardians 
in  England  and  Scotland,  without  wait- 
ing until  it  was  convenient  for  them  to 
introduce  their  expected  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill. 

Mb.  MARUM  (Kilkenny,  N.),  said, 
he  thought  that  no  Justice  of  the  Peace 
should  bo  qualified  to  be  an  ^j;  officio 
Guardian  of  the  poor  in  a  Union  unless 
he  was  a  ratepayer  of  that  Union,  and 
that  no  Lieutenant  of  a  county,  who 
might  be  a  strong  political  partizan, 
should    virtually  have    the    power    of 
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giving  a  particular  colour  to  a  Board  o' 
Guardians. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  203 ;  Noes 
105  :  Majority  98.— (Div.  List,  No.  99.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow, 

RAILWAY  REGULATION  BILL. 
(M)\  Channinfff  Mr,  Joseph  Leicester,  Mr.  John 
Wilson   (Durham),  Mr,    C.   8,  Parker,   Mr, 
Jaeobjfy  Mr.  Lawson.) 

[bill  97.]      SECOND  READnro. 
Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.) : 
Mr.  Speaker,  in  rising  to  move  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill,  I  feel,  Sir, 
that  some  apology  is  due  to  the  House 
for  the  fact  that  a  measure  of  such  im- 
portance, dealing  with  so  great  and  wide 
interests,  and  specially  affecting  the 
functions  of  a  great  Department  of  the 
State,  should  be  brought  before  the 
House  by  a  private  Member.  I  can 
only  assure  the  House  that  I  took  the 
step  of  introducing  this  Bill  after  con- 
sultation with  those  whose  experience  ia 
much  greater  than  my  own.  I  may  also 
remind  hon.  Members  that  when  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  introduced  the  Railway 
and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  I  did  my  utmost 
to  urge  upon  him  the  advisability  of 
dealing  with  the  question  of  railway 
safety  in  that  measure,  as  well  as  rail- 
way rates.  Sir,  I  feel  that  the  difficul- 
ties of  a  private  Member  carrying  a  mea- 
sure of  this  kind  through  the  House  are 
so  great  that  I  strongly  hope  that  the 
case  which  is  to  be  laid  before  the  House 
and  the  Government  to-day  may  induce 
the  Government  to  consent  to  the  adop- 
tion of  this  Bill,  or  to  hold  forth  some 
promise  of  dealing  with  this  question  on 
the  lines  we  propose.  Sir,  this  Bill 
rests  on  three  propositions.  The  first  is 
that  the  Railway  Companies,  in  return 
for  the  concessions  under  which  they 
have  carried  out  their  commercial  en- 
terprizes,  have  assumed  certain  duties — 
one  of  which  is  to  provide  the  maximum 
of  safety  for  the  public  and  their  ser- 
vants. The  second  is  that  a  large  pro- 
portion of  the  accidents  involving  loss  of 
Ufe  and  personal  injury  are  preventible. 
The  third,  that  when  it  can  be  shown 
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that  accidents  are  preventible,  the  State 
ought  to  interfere  to  insist  on  the  dis- 
charge of  their  duty  by  the  Eailway 
Companies.  I  know,  Sir,  that  I  shall 
at  once  be  met  by  the  answer  that  rail- 
way accidents  have  diminished.  It 
would,  indeed,  be  surprising,  considering 
the  wide  adoption  of  safety  appliances 
and  arrangements  within  the  last  10 
or  12  years,  if  accidents  had  not  dimi- 
nished. But  I  cannot  admit  that  there 
has  been  any  substantial  diminution; 
and,  in  the  classes  of  accidents  spe- 
cially covered  by  the  clauses  of  this 
Bill,  hon.  Members  will  find,  in  the 
Beports  issued  by  the  Board  of  Trade, 
that  there  is  a  remarkable  persistence 
of  the  types  of  accidents  to  prevent  which 
is  the  chief  object  of  this  Bill.  Take, 
for  instance,  the  figures  for  fatal  and 
other  injuries  from  falling  between  car- 
riages and  platforms,  and  at  level  cross- 
ings. And,  when  we  turn  to  the  worst 
of  all,  the  loss  of  life  and  injuries  among 
the  railway  servants  in  all  the  ope- 
rations connected  with  shunting,  it 
amounts  to  a  national  scandal.  But,  Sir, 
it  is  really  immaterial  whether  acci- 
dents have  diminished  or  not.  The 
real  point  is,  whether  the  accidents 
which  do  occur  can  be  prevented  ? 
The  recent  Beports  of  the  Inspectors 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  show  conclusively 
that  a  very  large  number  of  accidents 
are  due  to  the  absence  of  safety  arrange- 
ments, while  other  accidents  are  due  to 
the  iBut  that  safety  appliances  are  im- 
properly worked.  Well,  Sir,  what  have 
we  Deen  doing,  what  are  we  doing,  or 
what  are  we  called  on  to  rely  to  remedy 
this  state  of  things?  We  are  told,  in 
the  first  place,  to  rely  on  the  principle 
of  responsibility  —  that  the  compensa- 
tion which  Bailway  Companies  are 
compelled  to  pay  will  be  a  sufficient  in- 
ducement to  them  to  adopt  the  necessary 
precautions  to  insure  the  safety  of  pas- 
sengers and  servants.  As  to  compensa- 
tion, I  think  hon.  Members  will  agree 
with  me  that  itis  not  a  powerful  weapon. 
I  may  point  out  that  whereas  the  total 
working  expenditure,  the  cost  of  running 
a  train  mile,  varies  from  about  2$,  6d, 
to  a  little  over  d«.,  the  amount  of  com- 

Ciation  for  personal  injuries  which 
gone  to  make  up  this  sum  has  only 
been  from  a  halfpenny  down  to  one- 
sixth  of  a  penny  —  less,  in  fact,  than 
1  per  cent  of  the  working  expenditure. 
Then,  as  to  responsibility,  how  has  that 
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principle  been  applied?  When  have 
we  heard  of  a  Bailway  Director  being 
put  on  his  trial,  where  the  neglect  of 
precaution  has  led  to  a  fatal  accident  ? 
The  principle  of  responsibility  has  been 
applied ;  but  it  has  not  been  applied  to 
the  Bailway  Directors,  nor  to  the  Bail- 
way  Managers.  It  has  been  applied, 
again  and  again,  to  the  unfortunate 
railway  servant.  It  has  been,  too  often, 
some  poor  signalman,  or  pointsman,  or 
engine-driver,  who  has,  perhaps,  been 
exhausted  by  too  prolonged  hours  of 
work,  who  has  been  doing  his  best  to 
discharge  his  duty  under  great  diffi- 
culties, and  who  has  not  been  guarded 
against  error  by  safety  appliances,  whose 
judgment  has  failed  at  the  critical 
moment.  It  is  men  like  these  who  have 
been  brought  to  justice,  and  made  the 
scapegoats  of  the  neglect  of  their  supe- 
riors. At  inquests,  held  on  the  railway 
premises,  and  under  the  eye  of  railway 
officials,  verdicts  of  manslaughter  have 
again  and  again  been  brought  in  against 
railway  servants ;  but  I  am  glad  to 
notice,  in  many  cases,  when  these  men 
have  gone  before  a  jury  at  the  Assizes, 
they  have  been  acquitted.  Then,  Sir, 
the  second  method  of  checking  accidents 
has  been  the  method  of  publicity — the 
system  of  the  Betums  of  accidents  under 
the  Act  of  1871,  of  the  extension  of  the 
block  system,  and  of  the  interlocking  of 
signals  and  points  under  the  Act  of 
1873,  and  of  the  application  of  continuous 
brakes  under  the  Act  of  1878.  These 
Betums,  of  course,  have  their  value. 
But  I  affirm  that,  when  they  are  closely 
examined  and  compared  with  the  facts 
stated  in  the  investigation  of  accidents 
by  the  Board  of  Trade,  the  Betums  are 
found  to  be  untrustworthy.  Take  the 
block  system.  Practically  many  lines  of 
railway  are  returned  as  being  worked 
on  the  absolute  block  system  ;  whereas 
it  is  found  on  examination  that  in  prac- 
tice the  absolute  block  system  is  evaded 
and  set  aside.  Passenger  and  goods 
trains  are  allowed  to  enter  block  sections 
imder  a  warning  arrangement,  or  with 
caution  tickets,  on  several  important 
lines.  Goods  trains  are  even  allowed  to 
advance  towards  a  f ouling-point  on  con- 
verging lines  of  rails  without  a  ticket.  In 
the  last  Beport  of  the  Board  of  Trade  an 
accident  is  dealt  with  which  might  easily 
have  been  a  serious  disabter.  At  what 
is  called  the  Crewe  Junction  of  Chester 
Station  two  exoumiion  t^^AS  ^ere  allowe4 
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to  adyanoe  on  converging  lines  of  rails 
on  the  warning  arrangement  plan,  and 
a  collision  occurred.  And,  in  the  Report 
of  the  accidents  in  1883,  attention  is 
drawn  to  the  fact  that  one  of  the  regula- 
tions of  the  Railway  Clearing  House 
itself  permits  goods  trains  in  shunting  to 
pass  beyond  the  signal  box  into  a  section 
which  is  not  clear,  and  to  be  worked  by 
hand  signals.  That  is,  the  Railway 
Clearing  House  itself  authorizes  an 
evasion  of  the  block  system,  which 
destroys  its  value.  Take  a  case  like 
that  of  the  Somerset  and  Dorset  Rail- 
way. That  is  a  single  line,  and  it  has 
been  returned  as  being  worked  on  the 
absolute  block  and  train  staff  system. 
There  have  been  repeated  accidents; 
and  a  fatal  accident,  which  occurred  only 
in  February  last,  has  brought  out  the 
fact  that  instead  of  being  worked  on  the 
absolute  block  and  train  staff  system,  as 
stated  in  the  Return  made  to  the  Board 
of  Trade,  the  trains  have  been  worked, 
and  the  crossing  arrangements  of  trains 
meeting  each  other  have  been  made  by 
telegraph  by  an  official  at  Bath.  I  do 
not  think,  therefore,  that  very  great  re- 
liance can  be  placed  on  the  remedy  of 
**  publicity."  Then  we  have  the  powers 
exercised  at  present  by  the  Board  of 
Trade.  The  Board  has  the  power  of 
instituting  inquiries  into  the  causes  of 
the  accidents  reported  by  the  Companies, 
and  of  making  recommendations  based 
on  these  investigations.  But  the  only 
real  power  which  the  Board  possesses  is 
that  of  postponing  the  opening  of  new 
lines,  and  of  new  parts  of  old  lines, 
until  the  requirements  they  have  laid 
down  as  indispensable  for  safety,  as  re- 
gards permanent  way  and  the  general 
equipment  of  the  line,  are  completely 
satisfied.  This  power  has  repeatedly 
been  used  with  the  very  best  effect. 
But,  Sir,  there  appears  to  be  this 
anomaly — that  just  where  the  power  is 
most  needed — in  the  case  of  single  lines 
— this  power  has  no  legal  force.  It  is 
one  of  the  requirements  for  the  com- 

Sleteness  of  a  line  that  it  should  have 
ouble  rails,  and  a  single  line  is,  by  that 
very  fact,  imperfect  and  incomplete. 
The  practice  is  for  the  Board  of  Trade 
to  license  the  opening  of  a  single  line 
on  receiving  an  undertaking  from  the 
Directors  that  the  line  shall  be  worked 
on  one  of  three  specified  plans  for  secur- 
ing safety.  But  this  undertaking  has 
no  legal  force.    It  cannot — I  believe  I 
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am  right  in  stating — be  enforoed  in  a 
Court  of  Law,  and  the  only  real  power 
the  Board  of  Trade  has  in  Uiis  matter  is 
to  proceed  against  a  Company  for  makiiig; 
a  lalse  Return  as  to  the  system  of  work- 
ing.   As    to  the  investigation  of   the 
causes   of   accidents,    and    the  reconi- 
mendations    of   the    Inspectors,    theee 
recommendations  have  no  legal   force 
whatever,  and  their  only  weight  with 
the  Railway  Companies  is  their  inherent 
reasonableness.    The  Reports  show  that 
the  recommendations  have  again  and 
again  been  neglected.    Where  the  de- 
fects which    have  caused  an  accident 
have  been  pointed  out  they  have  not 
been  removed,   and  repeated  accidents 
have   been  the  consequence.      In  the 
Report  on  an  accident  at  Cowdenbeath, 
in  1882,  the  Inspector  says  that  urgent 
remonstrances  have    again  and  again 
been  made  as  to  the  neglect  of   the 
North  British  Railway  Company  in  not 
adopting  the  block  system  on  their  Fife- 
shire  branch  lines,  with  the  result  of  re- 
peated fatal  accidents.    I  do  not  knoTv 
what  is  the  present  position  of  these 
lines.    But  even  supposing  the  recom- 
mendations have   now  been    complied 
with,  is  it  right  that  we  should  have  had 
to  wait  till  the  repetition  of  disasters 
had  quickened  the  sense  of  duty  ?     It 
is  no   secret.   Sir,   that  the  Board   of 
Trade  has  exercised  its  powers  in  other 
ways  to  enforce  railway  safety.    "When 
Companies  have  introduced  Bills    into 
Parliament  to  obtain  extended  powers, 
the  Board  of  Trade  has,  in  several  in- 
stances, used  its  power  of  postponement 
not  only  to  enforce  its  requirements  on 
the  new  parts  of  the  railway,  but  to  in- 
sist on  the  adoption  of  safety  applianeee 
and  other  improvements  oil  the  old  parts 
of  the  line.     This  has,  doubtless,  been 
most  useful ;  but,  I  ask,  would  it  not  be 
better  for  the  Board  of  Trade  to  exercise 
such  a  power  in  a  straightforward  man- 
ner,  and  by  statute,   than  by  strata- 
gem and  obstruction?    It  seems  mon- 
strous, too,  that  if  the  recommendations 
of  the  Inspectors  of  the  Board  as  to 
the    removal    of    defects    which    hare 
brought  about  disasters  are  of  any  value, 
they  should  not  be  enforced  and  carried 
into  effect  promptly.   And  surely,  Sir,  it 
is  most  inconsistent  and  illogical  that, 
while  the  Board  of  Trade  is  empowered 
to  assert  and  enforce  a  standard  of  pab- 
lic  safety  on  new  parts  of  a  line,  it 
should  not  have  the  same  pow«r  in  re- 
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gard  to  the  older  parts  of  a  line,  where  I 
human  beings  ran  exactly  the  same 
risks.  Now,  Sir,  these  confused  and 
imperfect  powers  are  consolidated  in  this 
Bill,  and  made  a  reality.  I  have,  I 
hope,  given  some  reasons  for  the  Bill  in 
pointing  out  where  existing  means  fail 
to  preveot  accidents.  But  there  are 
other  arguments  on  which  this  measure 
rests.  The  Bill  embodies  the  principles 
laid  down  in  the  recommendations  of  the 
only  important  Epyal  Commission  which 
has  thoroughly  thrashed  out  the  ques- 
tion of  railway  accidents,  and  which  sat 
from  1874  to  1877,  and  reported,  I  be- 
lieve, in  February,  1877.  That  Commis- 
sion reported  in  favour  of  this  extension 
of  the  powers  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
which  I  now  propose.  None  of  the  re- 
commendations have,  as  yet,  been  acted 
upon,  except  the  question  of  compensa- 
tion to  servants  in  the  Employers'  Lia- 
bility Act  of  1880,  the  operation  of 
which  is  now  before  a  Select  Committee 
of  this  House.  Further,  the  principle 
of  the  recommendations  of  this  Eoyal 
Commission  was  practically  adopted  by 
the  Board  of  Trade  during  the  last 
liberal  Administration,  and  accepted  by 
the  then  Liberal  Ministry,  and  sanc- 
tioned in  the  Eailway  Bill  introduced  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain) 
in  1884.  Now,  Sir,  I  fear  I  have  tres- 
passed somewhat  too  long  on  the  kind 
indulgence  of  the  House ;  but  I  cannot 
bat  feel  ^at  this  measure  represents  the 
wishes  of  a  very  large  section  of  the  pub- 
lic, and  that  I  should  not  be  doing  justice 
to  the  case  which  has  been  intrasted  to 
me  if  I  did  not  say  something  as  to  the 
praoticalneoeesity  for  the  proposals  of  this 
Bill.  To  deal  first  with  the  question  of 
brakes,  I  would  ask  any  impartial  man 
who  has  looked  into  this  question,  who 
knows  the  history  of  ''the  battle,"  or, 
rather,  "the  muddle  of  the  brakes," 
whether  he  does  not  really  think  that 
many  hundreds  of  lives  would  have  been 
saved,  and  that,  leaving  aside  personal 
injuries,  a  vast  amount  of  the  money  of 
raolway  shareholders  might  have  been 
saved,  if  the  Board  of  l^ade  had  been 
enabled  to  intervene  effectively  some 
time  ago  ?  Hon.  Members  will  have  in 
their  recollection  that,  after  the  im- 
portant brake  trials  at  Newark,  the 
Board  of  Trade  issued  a  Circular  which 
defined  dearly  the  necessary  require- 
ments of  brakes  if  they  are  really  to  be 


effSdctual — and  that  the  most  important 
of  these  requirements  were  that  they 
should  be  instantaneous  in  their  action ; 
that  they  should  be  self-acting;  and 
that  they  should  be  continuously  ap- 
plied throughout  the  train  and  to  the 
engine.  That  Circular  also  drew  atten* 
tion  to  the  advantages  of  uniformity. 
It  was  pointed  out  that,  on  the  through 
lines  running  to  Scotland,  it  was  of  the 
greatest  importance  to  be  able  to  use  the 
same  type  of  brake  throughout,  and 
that  accidents  had  frequently  occurred, 
or  been  aggravated,  by  having  the  roll- 
ing stock  fitted  with  different  brakes. 
This  difficulty,  I  believe,  is  now  practi- 
cally in  process  of  being  removed.  But 
I  cannot  think  it  can  have  been  very 
satisfactory  to  the  shareholders  of  some 
of  these  railways  that  they  should  have 
been  obliged,  by  want  of  uniformity,  to 
pay  for  fitting  their  rolling  stock  with 
two,  or  even  with  three,  different  brakes 
on  the  same  vehicle.  I  maintain  it  has 
been  dearly  proved  that  the  require- 
ments of  the  Board  of  Trade  Circular 
are  sound.  Yet  we  actually  find  that, 
perhaps,  the  greatest  and  most  import- 
ant line  in  the  whole  coimtry — the  Lon- 
don and  North-Western — still  has  nearly 
half  its  rolling  stock  fitted  with  an  ante- 
diluvian brake,  wholly  imsuited  to  the 
requirements  laid  down  by  science  and 
experience.  We  are  all  familiar  with 
the  saying  attributed  to  the  Chairman 
of  the  London  and  North- Western  Com- 
pany as  to  automatic  brakes — that  any 
man  must  be  mad  who  would  trust  his 
safety  to  an  automatic  brake.  I  think 
the  London  and  North- Western  Bail- 
way  have  had  some  reason  to  learn  the 
value  of  automatic  brakes.  Several  times 
accidents  have  occurred  on  their  line 
from  trains  breaking  in  part  on  inclines, 
notably  at  Wigan  in  1884,  when  Colonel 
Bich  commented  very  strongly  on  the 
defects  of  their  brakes.  And  only  the 
other  day  an  accident  took  place  at  the 
New  Street  Station  at  Birmingham — in 
the  presence  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Handsworth  Division 
of  Staffordshire  (Mr.  Wiggin) — ^from  the 
fracture  of  a  coupling,  when  a  very 
serious  collision  might  easily  have  come 
about  had  not  the  space  the  train  had  to 
run  down  the  incline  and  on  the  level 
prevented  it.  This  and  other  accidents 
would  have  been  prevented  by  an  auto- 
matic brake,  whidi  would  itt  WOQ  havi 
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arrested  the  vebioles  which  had  broken 
away.  Now,  Sir,  the  North- Western  have 
recently  decided  to  adopt  a  new  system, 
and  are  fitting  about  half  their  rolling 
stock  with  a  yacuum  brake,  which  I 
believe  I  am  correct  in  stating  is  sub- 
stantially the  same  as  the  brake  the 
failure  of  which  brought  about  the 
terrible  disaster  on  the  Manchester,  Shef- 
field, and  Lincolnshire  Hallway  at  Penis- 
stone  in  1884,  when  24  persons  were 
killed  and  a  very  large  number  injured. 
To  touch  for  one  moment  on  another  re- 
quirement in  the  Bill.  Two  recent  acci- 
dents on  the  Metropolitan  or  District 
Itailways,  where  a  carriage  in  the  middle 
of  a  train  left  the  rails,  and  might  easily 
have  brought  about  a  ghastly  catas- 
trophe, show  the  imperative  necessity 
for  electric  communication  between  the 

fuard  and  the  engine-driver.  I  might 
eal  with  other  points;  but  I  turn  at 
once  to  the  questions  which  specially 
affect  the  safety  of  the  railway  servants, 
who  suffer  so  terribly  in  life  and  limb. 
In  one  of  the  Eeports  laid  before  the 
country  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Qreat 
Yarmouth  (Sir  Henry  Tyler),  the  hon. 
Gentleman  dwelt  on  the  startling  and 
melancholy  record  of  the  casualties 
among  railway  servants,  combated  the 
theory  that  they  suffered  from  their  own 
recklessness,  and  pointed  out  many  ways 
in  which  the  wort  of  railway  servants 
might  be  made  less  dangerous.  The 
recommendations  in  his  Beport  are  all 
covered  by  the  proposals  of  this  Bill — 
as,  for  instance,  the  question  of  better 
spaces  for  the  working  of  the  trains  in 
shunting  and  other  operations,  and  the 
question  of  improved  couplings.  For  a 
long  time  there  had  been  many  practical 
inventions  which  would  remove  the  ne- 
cessity of  the  men  going  between  the 
buffers  to  couple  or  uncouple  waggons. 
Hon.  Members  might  be  aware  that  this 
question  has  excited  much  attention  in 
America.  In  the  States  the  goods  traffic 
was  conducted  in  long  covered  cars  on 
bogey  trucks,  nearly  as  large  as  a  Pull- 
man oar.  It  was  obvious  that  there  was 
infinitely  less  coupling  and  uncoupling 
to  do,  as  compared  with  our  system  of 
a  large  number  of  small  trucks.  Then, 
too,  owing  to  the  adoption  of  the  centre- 
buffer  arrangement  in  the  States,  the 
accidents  which  occurred  were  of  a  much 
less  serious  nature — ^the  loss  of  fingers 
and  similar  iniuries  of  a  trifiing  charac- 
ter— compared  with  the  injuries  to  the 
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body  of  being  crushed  between  the 
buffers,  the  usual  type  of  accident  here. 
Yet,  in  several  of  the  American  States 
laws  had  been  passed  in  the  last  few 
years  oompelling  the  Companies  to  adopt 
some  kind  of  safety  coupling  within  a 
specified  time.  There  had  recently  been 
held  some  practical  trials  of  couplings — 
automatic  and  non-automatic — by  the 
kindness  of  the  South- Western  Com- 

Eany,  at  Nine  Elms.  These  trials  had 
een  carried  out  by  the  railway  servants 
themselves,  and  the  prizes  provided  by 
their  own  funds.  It  was  clearly  shown 
that  there  are  many  useful  and  practical 
inventions  for  dealing  with  this  danger. 
And  I  may  mention  that  it  is  stated  that 
one  of  the  satisfactory  couplings  can  be 
applied  to  railway  stock  at  a  cost  of  £1 
per  truck.  The  railway  servants  ask,  and 
ask  with  reason,  that  when  Bail  way  Com- 
panies are  prepared  to  spend  £3  10«.  on 
electric  communication  to  give  their 
first-class  passengers  a  sense  of  security 
against  a  Lefroy  or  a  Miiller,  who  may 
be  found  on  the  railway  once  in  20  years, 
they  should  also  be  willing  to  spend  20«. 
on  a  railway  truck,  in  coupling  or  un- 
coupling wmch  a  shunter  or  a  goods 
guard  may  have  to  risk  his  life  once  a 
week.  Then,  Sir,  there  is  the  question 
of  overtime  work.  I  might  give  the 
House  many  recent  instances  of  exces- 
sive hours  of  work  among  signalmen 
and  enffine-drivers.  But  hon.  Members 
are  so  familiar  with  this  subject  that  I 
shall  not  attempt  to  occupy  the  House 
with  details.  The  clause  in  the  Bill  as 
to  overtime  is  virtually  the  same  as  was 
proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain) 
in  1884,  and  is  of  so  moderate  a  nature 
that  I  do  not  think  it  can  be  quarrelled 
with.  To  sum  up,  I  would  say  that  this 
Bill  is  not  the  mere  expression  of  the 
views  of  a  group  of  individuals.  It  is 
the  direct  legislative  outcome  of  the  He- 
port  of  the  Boyal  Commission.  It  is 
the  carrying  out  of  the  deliberate  deci- 
sion of  the  previous  Administration  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  and  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  at  that  time.  Fur- 
ther, Sir,  this  Bill  comes  before  the 
House  with  the  emphatic  approbation 
of  a  large  section  of  the  public.  It  has 
been  supported  by  nearly  200  Petitions 
from  railway  servants  in  every  part  of 
the  country,  and  also  by  many  public 
meetings.    I  appeal  to  this  House  to 
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give  it  a  favourable  reception  on  behalf 
of  the  railway  servants  of  this  country. 
They  have  discharged,  and  are  dis- 
charging, dangerous  duties  with  loyalty 
and  devotion,  and  they  have  the  right 
to  ask  that  those  duties  should  be  dis- 
charged under  recognized  conditions  of 
safety  to  life  and  limb.  Most  of  us  here 
have  travelled  in  the  old  times  when 
safety  arrangements  had  scarcely  been 
introduced  at  all ;  when  crowded  express 
trains  rushed  through  stations  and  junc- 
tions where  our  safety  depended  almost 
wholly  on  the  unaided  judgment  of  rail- 
way servants.  We  owe  a  debt,  Sir,  to 
the  brave  and  loyal  men  whose  cool 
heads  and  steady  hands  protected  us 
from  disaster  under  circumstances  of  the 
greatest  difficulty.  "We  owe  it  to  them; 
we  owe  it  to  the  widows  and  orphans  of 
the  thousands  who  have  perished  in 
serving  us ;  we  owe  it  to  the  men  who 
are  toiling  now  for  us,  and  to  their 
families,  that  we  should  insist  that  such 
appliances  and  such  arrangements  as 
have  been  proved  to  reduce  human  falli- 
bility to  a  minimum,  and  to  secure  the 
maximum  of  safety  for  all,  should  be 
provided  for  the  working  of  our  rail- 
ways. In  conclusion,  Sir,  I  sincerely 
trust  that  after  the  representations  made 
to-day,  the  Government  may  either  see 
their  way  to  support  the  second  reading 
of  this  Bill,  or  else  that  they  may  hold 
out  such  a  decided  intimation  that  they 
are  prepared  themselves  to  introduce 
such  legislation  based  on  its  general 
principles  as  will  give  encouragement 
and  satisfaction  to  the  350,000  railway 
men  in  whose  name  I  have  addressed 
the  House  to-day.  I  beg  to  move  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  JOHN  WILSON  (Durham, 
Houghton-le-Spring),  in  seconding  the 
Motion,  said,  he  thanked  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  had  moved  the  second  reading 
(Mr.  Ghanning)  for  having  brought  so 
important  a  matter  under  the  attention 
of  the  House.  This  was  not,  however, 
a  new  matter,  for  it  had  been  before  the 
country  and  both  Houses  of  Parliament 
in  previous  years.  He  was  quite  pre- 
pared to  admit  that  there  was  sufficient 
selfishness  in  us  to  enable  us  to  say  that 
if  the  matter  in  hand  only  appertained 
to  a  certain  class,  and  did  not  affect  our 
purses,  we  might  be  led  to  look  lightly 
upon  it ;  but  the  measure  that  had  been 
submitted  to  the  House  that  afternoon 


provided  very  largely  for  the  safety  of 
the  public,  as  well  as  for  the  safety  of 
the  railway  servants  themselves.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Mover  of  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  (Mr.  Ohanning)  men- 
tioned two  or  three  objections  that,  per- 
haps, might  be  taken  to  it.  He  observed 
that  it  might  be  taken  as  an  objection 
that  this  measure  was  an  interference 
with  the  profits  of  the  Bailway  Com- 
panies. He  (Mr.  John  Wilson)  thought 
that  the  time  had  gone  by  when  money 
should  be  placed  against  men ;  and, 
therefore,  money  should  not  be  allowed 
to  stand  in  the  way  of  such  a  Bill  as 
this.  This  was  not  a  matter  which 
should  be  left  to  be  settled  by  the  work- 
men and  their  employers.  He  would 
grant  that  there  were  certain  things  that 
ought  to  be,  and  should  be,  left  in  the 
hands  of  the  workmen  and  their  em- 
ployers, and  he  would  be  the  last  one 
there  to  ask  for  State  interference  where 
workmen  could  make  their  own  arrange- 
ments ;  but  he  thought  that,  for  the 
safety  of  the  public,  a  matter  like  this 
should  not  be  left  in  the  hands  of  the 
employers  and  the  employed.  There 
were  many  cases  in  which  questions 
might  be  left  to  private  opinion.  A  gen- 
tleman, say,  employed  a  coachman  who 
was  careless ;  that  coachman  might  take 
out  a  coach  with  a  wheel  that  was  Hkely 
to  come  off,  and  so  long  as  the  careless 
man  only  hurt  himself,  it  did  not  much 
matter,  but  so  soon  as  he  injured  the 
members  of  the  community,  he  (Mr. 
John  Wilson)  thought  the  State  ought 
to  interfere.  The  measure  before  the 
House  was  one  which  the  workmen  had 
taken  upon  themselves  to  meet  to  the 
best  of  their  ability.  They  had  by 
speech  and  by  action  tried  to  show  that 
they  were  desirous  that  the  best  means 
and  the  best  inventions  should  be 
adopted  in  order  that  no  unnecessary 
expense  might  be  incurred  by  the  Rail- 
way Companies  in  introducing  safety 
appliances  for  their  men.  The  principles 
of  this  measure  had  been  before  the 
Trades  Union  Congress  for  some  three 
or  four  years,  and  resolutions  had  been 
passed  affirming  it,  and  asking  the 
House  of  Commons  to  deal  wim  the 
matter.  He  remembered  being  at  the 
Congress  when  the  Bill  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  was 
discussed,   and  when  resolutions  were 
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passed  to  the  effect  that  the  Congress 
was  desirous  that  the  Bill  should  become 
law.     In  order  to  show  the  earnestness 
of  the  workmen  with  regard  to  this  sub- 
ject, he  might  state  that  the  railway  ser- 
Tants  gathered  together  by  their  small 
contributions  a  sum  of  £500,  to  be  offered 
as  a  prize  for  the  best  railway  coupling 
that  could  be  found  for  promoting  safety. 
It  was  no  selfishness  which  led  men  to 
this  idea,  but  it  was  the  desire  that  their 
lives  should  be  safe,  and  that  what  they 
did  should  be  done  with  efficiency  and 
security.     He  did  not  desire  to  waste 
the  time  of  the  House,  because  he  would 
like  to  see,   if  possible,   the  measure 
pass.     He  was  not  a  very  great  reader 
himself,  but  he  had  read  in  one  of  Lord 
Bacon's  books  that  ignorance  was  bliss. 
He  might  say  that  ignorance  had  been 
bliss  in  his  case,  for  when  he  had  been 
travelling  along  the  railway  he  had  be- 
lieved until  lately  that  the  block  system 
was  in  universal  use  on  our  lines ;  but  he 
very  much  feared  now  that  that  was  not 
so.    He  considered  that  men  who  had  to 
work  12  hours  a-day  in  a  signal  box 
were  engaged    too    long  in   a  labour 
which  involved  the  safety  of  the  lives 
of  human   beings,   and  he  did  not  be- 
lieve that  it  would  cost  the  Eailway 
Companies    more   than    at   present   to 
allow  their  men  in  the  signal  stations 
shorter  hours.     The  Bill  asked  for  12 
hours  of  work  and  nine  hours  of  rest. 
He  ventured    to  say  that   the  employi 
would  not  get  nine  hours  of  rest,  for 
the  time   would  be    encroached    upon 
by  family  affairs    and    family  duties. 
He  (Mr.  John  "Wilson)  had  never  been 
in  favour    of    class    representation    in 
that    House;   but    he    felt    it    would 
be  a  great  advantage  if   they  had  in 
the  House  a  railway  man  who  could 
speak  accurately  of  the  technicalities  of 
his  trade.     Many  accidents    happened 
through  the  coupling,  recoupling,  and 
shunting  of  trains,  which   had   to    be 
carried  out  within  a  certain  time,  and  it 
was  often  that  a  man  when  in  a  hurry 
through  his  impatience  placed  himself 
in  a  position  of  danger.   In  the  absence 
of  an  experienced  railway  employi  to 
argue  the  case  of  the  servants  of  the 
great   Bailway  Companies,   he    hoped 
Uiat  the  House  would  compel  the  Com- 
panies to  adopt  the  best  means  of  pro- 
curing the  safety  of  those  in  their  em- 
ploy,  and  that  of  the  general  public 
using  their  lines  of  railway. 

Mr.  John  Wikon 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Jfr.  Channing,) 

Sir  JOSEPH  PEASE  (Durham,  Bar- 
nard Castle)  said,  that  the  Bill  had  been 
brought  before  the  House,  in  a  manner 
which  left  nothing  to  be  desired,  by  the 
hon.  Member  who  seconded  the  second 
reading  (Mr.  John  Wilson).     The  ob- 
ject of  the  Bill   was   one  with   which 
the    House    would    sympathize    most 
heartily.     The  hon.   Member  who  had 
just    sat    down     remarked    that    they 
wanted  in  that  House  an  hon.  Member 
who  was  an  experienced  railway  man 
to   state  the  case  of  railway  $mpU^h 
to  the  House;   but  he  must  say  that 
after   the    speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
the  cause  of  the  railway  employi*  had 
lost  nothing  by  the  manner  in  which 
he  had  presented  their  case.    It  was  not 
his  intention  to  oppose  the  Bill  in  any 
way ;  but  speaking  on  behalf  of  Bail- 
way  Directors  generally,  he  (Sir  Joseph 
Pease)  could  say  that  they  were  most 
anxious  to  adopt  every  contrivance  cal- 
culated to  save  human  life.     For  the 
last  20  years,   to  his  knowledge,  the 
Eailway  Directors  of  the  country  had  ex- 
amined and  looked  into  the  latest  and 
best  means  of  preventing  accidents  on 
rail  ways  and  protecting  human  life.     He 
could  say,  speaking  for  his  own  Com- 
pany— the  North-Eastern — that  there 
was  no  accident  involving   damage  or 
loss  of  life  that  the  Directors  had  not 
inquired  into  and  probed  to  the  very 
bottom ;  and  he  had  no  doubt  that  the 
same  vigilance  was  exercised  by  other 
Companies.    He  did  not  believe  that  the 
Eailway  Directors   of   the  country  de- 
served to  be  spoken  of  in  the  manner 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  first  spoken  (Mr.  Channing).    Bail- 
way  Directors  had  done  in  the  past,  as 
they  were  now  in  the  present  doing — they 
endeavoured  to  adopt  appliances  which 
would  facilitate  the  traffic  and  help  the 
public,  and  which  would  add  to  the  safety 
of  human  life.    As  to  the  block  system, 
he  believed  that  there  was  not  a  railway 
in  the  Kingdom  on  which  it  was  not  in 
use.     All   those  appliances  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  force  upon  the 
Companies   were    being    most   rapidly 
adopted;  but  the   wo»    meant    great 
change  and  research.    There  was  now 
on  all  the  principal  lines  a  block  system 
in  active  and  daily  operation.     The  cost 
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of  the  system  was  great.  He  was  told 
of  the  fact  that  the  block  system  on  the 
Gh-eat  Northern  cost  about  £120,000 
a-year  to  work  it ;  and  on  the  railway 
with  which  he  was  connected  —  the 
North-Eastem  —  it  annually  cost  con- 
siderably more.  The  system  had  an- 
swered, for  it  facilitated  the  traffic, 
and  ffave  greater  safety.  Some  refer- 
ence nad  been  made  to  a  poor  line  like 
the  Somerset  and  Dorset  line,  which  had 
never  paid  a  dividend,  and  it  was  stated 
that  it  had  not  been  worked  on  the 
block  system ;  but  this  could  not  be  taken 
as  a  sample  of  the  railways  through- 
out the  country.  The  Eailway  Com- 
panies had,  after  long  investigation, 
adopted  and  applied  interlocking  sig- 
nals ;  and  now  on  every  line  in  the  coun- 
try some  particular  system  of  interlock- 
ing signals  was  being  carried  out.  Then, 
in  the  course  of  the  debate,  something 
had  been  said  about  the  continuous 
brakes,  and  one  speaker  said  that  such 
brakes  ought  to  have  been  in  use  long 
ago.  He  denied  that  that  was  a  fair  way 
of  putting  the  matter.  The  continuous 
brakes  were  many  in  principle  and  de- 
sign. It  had  not  been  decided  which 
was  the  best ;  and  he  did  not  suppose 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  would  under- 
take to  settle  the  point  as  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  suggested.  The  Bailway 
Companies,  some  time  ago,  sent  a  Com- 
mission over  to  France  to  inquire  into 
the  nature  of  the  continuous  brakes  in 
use  on  the  railways  of  that  country,  and 
they  had  brought  over  a  railway  van 
with  the  experimental  brakes  in  general 
use,  and  experimented  with  it  on  the 
Brighton  and  South  Coast  and,  he  be- 
lieved, the  South-Eastern  Railways.  It 
was  also  the  subject  of  experiments  on 
the  North-Eastem  Bailway.  There 
were,  as  he  had  said,  a  great  variety  of 
those  brakes  before  the  public.  There 
was  the  Westinghouse  brake,  the  vacuum 
brake,  and  an  automatic  vacuum  brake, 
and  the  brake  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  despised,  known  as  Mr. 
Webb's  brake.  Of  this  latter  brake  he 
knew  nothing ;  but  Mr.  Webb's  shops 
at  Crewe  were  the  model  railway  shops 
of  the  day.  The  Companies  were  doing 
what  they  could  in  the  matter  to 
settle  on  the  best  brake.  Then,  as  re- 
garded the  want  of  uniformity  in  the 
railway  platforms  throughout  the  coun- 
try, every  Company  had  its  own  standard 
for  platforms  ;  but  it  was  impossible  in 


some  oases  to  have  all  platforms,  even 
on  the  same  line,  of  the  same  height. 
Take,  for  instance,  the  Central  Station  at 
Newcastle-on-Tyne,  where  the  platform 
was  much  lower  than  the  carriages ;  but 
that  was  an  engineering  necessity  which 
could  not  now  be  easily  altered.  In  some 
cases  the  platforms  at  stations  had  to  be 
higher  than  they  could  be  at  others. 
As  to  the  question  of  commimication, 
the  Bill  provided  for  improved  com: 
munication  between  guards  and  drivers ; 
and  he  admitted  that  the  cord  system 
did  not  at  present  meet  the  requirements 
of  the  Board  of  Trade.  No  Bailway 
Board  objected  to  such  communication, 
and  experiments  on  the  subject  wer^ 
going  on  from  day  to  day  by  which  it 
was  hoped  a  better  means  of  communi- 
cation might  be  obtained.  Then  as  to 
wide  spaces  near  stations,  it  was  not  the 
fault  of  the  Companies  that  this  was  not 
so,  for  it  was  only  experience  that  had 
shown  how  needful  wider  spaces  were. 
Bailway  stations  that  had  at  one  time 
been  in  the  country  were  now  in  the 
middle  of  towns,  and  in  other  places 
the  towns  extended  close  up  to  the  sta- 
tions, where  land  was  difficult  to  pro- 
cure. With  regard  to  overtime,  the 
question  practicsdly  was  between  the 
employment  of  three  men  or  two  men  in 
the  24  hours.  It  was  only  on  lines 
where  there  was  a  great  interval  between 
the  passing  of  the  trains  and  where  the 
men  had  one  or  two  hours'  rest  at  a 
time  that  only  two  men  were  employed 
in  the  24  hours.  Such  a  system  as  was 
proposed  with  regard  to  the  Betum  of 
overtime  to  the  Board  of  Trade  would 
defeat  its  own  object.  Overtime  fre- 
quently arose  in  matters  over  which 
there  was  no  human  control.  For  in- 
stance, an  engine-man  with  his  train  in 
a  fog  had  to  put  it  into  a  siding  because 
of  the  approach  of  a  mail  train,  and  had 
to  remain  there  for  a  considerable  period. 
That  was  a  case  in  which  a  man  had 
naturally  to  work  overtime.  He  quite 
agreed  that  where  a  man  had  worked 
long  overtime  he  ought  to  have  a  cor- 
responding time  to  rest  before  going  to 
work  again.  He  would  suggest  that 
the  Board  of  Trade  might  have  power  to 
ask,  in  case  of  complaint,  for  a  Betum 
of  the  overtime  in  question.  His  belief 
was  that  the  Bailway  Companies  had 
not  neglected  these  things.  But  coming 
to  the  practical  object  of  the  Bill,  while 
he  admitted  the  loss  of  life  on  railways 
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was  appalling  and  much  to  be  deplored, 
lie  denied  that  Bailway  Companies  had 
neglected  any  of  the  provisions  neces- 
sary to  insore  the  public  or  their  ser- 
rants'  safety;  and,  therefore,  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Channing)  on 
that  head  were  somewhat  uncalled  for — 
remarks  which  would  rather  tend  to  in- 
jure his  cause  than  to  promote  it.  He  did 
not,  however,  object  to  the  Bill  being 
read  a  second  time,  if  after  the  second 
reading  it  was  fairly  considered  by  a 
Select  Committee,  before  whom  those 
interested  in  the  railways  of  the  country 
could  be  heard.  If  any  regulations  by 
Acts  of  Parliament,  or  any  increased 
supervision  by  the  Board  of  Trade, 
would  diminish  loss  of  life,  no  objection 
would  be  raised  by  those  who  repre- 
sented the  railway  interest  in  that  House 
or  anywhere  else. 

Mr.  H.  BOBERTSON  (Merioneth) 
said,  he  had  devoted  a  large  part  of  his 
life  to  the  making  and  promoting  of 
railways  in  this  country,  and  he  must 
say  that  the  great  want  they  experi- 
enced in  the  workine  of  railways  was 
to  find  men  who  would  take  care  to  see 
that  all  signals  were  in  good  working 
order ;  and  if  this  were  done  they  should 
find  that  there  would  be  fewer  accidents 
and  loss  of  life.  When  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Durham  (Mr.  John  Wilson)  spoke 
of  those  railway  servants  who  exposed 
their  lives  in  the  discharge  of  their  duty, 
he  begged  to  say  that  there  was  one 
class  of  railway  servants  who  devoted 
themselves  more  than  any  other  to  the 
public  service  and  the  preservation  of 
human  life,  and  that  was  the  higher 
class  of  railway  officials.  He  would  not 
compare  the  man  who  had  to  do  with 
the  mere  mechanical  operation  of  run- 
ning along  the  line  with  the  man  who 
had  constructed  the  line  safely,  or  who 
saw  that  the  whole  system  of  the  rail- 
way was  uniform,  and  that  if  any  acci- 
dent occurred  or  any  change  took  place 
in  the  daily  work  of  the  system  it  had 
the  means  of  adapting  itself  to  the  cir- 
cumstances and  providing  for  the  safety 
of  the  public.  He  did  not  think  there 
was  a  country  in  the  world  which  pos- 
sessed a  body  of  men  superior  in  ability 
to  those  of  this  country.  He  believed 
that  from  what  he  knew  of  Bailway 
Directors  they  did  everything  that  they 
could  to  make  the  railway  system  of  the 
country  free  from  accident  and  safe  for 
the  general  public.     All  the  regulations  j 
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suggested  in  the  Bill  before  the  House 
were  now  in  force  on  most  railways; 
what  the  Bill  proposed  was  to  make 
them  compulsory,  and  to  throw  on  the 
Board  of  Trade  the  duty  of  carrying  on 
the  regulation  of  the  railways  through- 
out the  country.  He  (Mr.  H.  Bobert- 
son)  was  entirely  opposed  to  this  course, 
because  it  would  have  the  effect  of  doing 
great  mischief^namely,  taking  away 
from  the  railway  management  of  the 
country  the  responsibility  it  now  under- 
took and  discharged.  The  Bill  before 
the  House  would  appoint  officers  under 
the  Board  of  Trade  to  carry  out  the 
duties  prescribed  in  the  measure.  There 
were  matters  which  it  was  better  that 
the  Board  of  Trade  should  not  have  the 
decision  of,  otherwise  the  root  of  railway 
responsibility  was  struck  at.  He  had 
great  respect  for  the  officials  of  the  Board 
of  Trade ;  but  when  a  new  officer  was 
appointed  he  would  like  to  ask  how  he 
had  got  his  experience?  An  engineer 
employed  for  years  at  Malta,  in  diarge 
of  a  dock,  might  have  had  no  railway 
experience  in  his  life.  He,  for  one,  should 
object  to  any  such  change  in  the  law. 
The  Board  of  Trade  had  officers  in  the 
Bailway  Department,  many  of  whom 
were  men  with  no  experience  of  railway 
matters ;  they  were,  it  was  true,  men  of 
education,  and  after  blundering  for  a 
short  time  they  obtained  that  informa- 
tion which  enabled  them  to  serve  the 
Board  of  Trade.  It  should  be  remem- 
bered that  there  were  not  bom  railway 
engineers.  He  knew  men  who,  after  a 
short  time,  had  acquired  a  very  great 
knowledge  of  railway  matters,  though 
at  first  their  knowledge  was  so  deficient 
that  it  could  not  be  of  any  service  in 
railway  management  or  control.  If  the 
Bill  was  to  be  carried,  as  was  proposed, 
in  its  present  form,  everything  that  it 
provided  for  would  have  to  be  carried 
out  under  the  Bailway  Department  of 
the  Board  of  Trade.  With  reference  to 
the  new  proposals  of  the  Bill  in  the 
direction  of  improvements,  it  might  be 
well  to  state  that  most,  if  not  all  of  them, 
were  already  adopted  by  the  Bailway 
Companies.  It  struck  him  that  persons 
interested  in  the  Bill  might  also  be  in- 
terested in  some  patents.  But  the  prac- 
tical application  of  what  might  be  useful 
was  one  of  the  most  difficult  points  for  a 
Bailway  Manager  to  decide  upon.  There 
was  hardly  anything  more  difficult  than 
to  put  into  general  application  rules  and 
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regulations  of  a  particular  character  to 
be  carried  out  by  the  Board  of  Trade. 
One  objectionable  feature  about  the  Bill 
was  tbat  it  was  to  apply  to  all  railways 
—to  the  great  railways  of  the  country 
as  well  as  to  the  poor  railways.  There 
-were  railways  and  railways;  and  he 
had  had  something  to  do  with  getting 
the  capital  together  for  railways  that 
he  had  been  instrumental  in  having  con- 
structed in  both  North  Wales  and  South 
Wales — not  only  as  engineer  and  as 
promoter — and  he  could  tell  the  House 
that  there  was  great  difficulty  in  a  poor 
part  of  the  country  in  getting  the  public 
to  subscribe  the  capital.  The  landowners 
would  be  induced  after  a  while  to  take 
shares,  and  then  the  tradesmen  in  the 
localities  that  would  be  benefited  by  a 
railway ;  but  in  the  long  run  they  always 
found  it  difficult  to  get  the  capital  to- 
gether. Did  the  House  think  that  it 
would  be  any  easier  to  get  railways  made 
in  poor  districts  if  this  Bill  were  passed  ? 
The  Board  of  Trade  would,  if  the  Bill 
were  passed,  enforce  its  provisions 
against  all  railways — whether  they  were 
rich  or  poor,  extensive  or  limited  in  their 
mileage.  The  inconvenience  of  this 
would  not  be  felt  only  in  this  country, 
but  in  nearly  all  the  railways  in  Wales 
and  Ireland,  which,  as  the  House  and 
as  Irish  Members  knew,  were  struggling 
concerns  in  many  parts  of  those  countries. 
The  Railway  Companies  now  coming 
into  existence  were  greatly  hampered 
by  the  regulations  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.  New  regulations  were  enforced 
against  the  new  railways  that  were  un- 
known on  the  old  railways.  [Mr.  Mxrw- 
della:  Hear,  hear!]  There  were 
Bew  conditions  with  regard  to  bridges, 
and  the  manner  in  which  they  were  to 
be  built,  and  the  old  railways  under 
their  respective  Local  Acts  were  not  liable 
to  the  new  conditions  and  regulations. 
Then  when  a  railway  was  made,  three 
or  four  years,  say,  cSter  its  commence- 
xnent,  it  was  put  to  heavy  expense  in 
order  to  meet  the  requirements  of  the 
Board  of  Trade.  The  requirements  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  if  carried  out  in  re- 
gard to  some  railways,  and  especially 
in  reference  to  Irish  railways,  would  in- 
volve a  very  heavy  rate  of  expense, 
where  in  reality  it  was  not  wanted  in  the 
interests  of  the  public  safety.  It  was 
by  no  means  necessary  to  enforce  vigor- 
ously all  the  Board  of  Trade  require- 
ments over  railways  on  which  the  trains 


ran  at  moderate  speed,  for  trains  travel- 
ling at  a  slow  rate  did  not  require  the 
same  precautions  for  safety  as  fast 
travelling  express  trains.  Besides,  most 
of  the  new  lines  made  in  poor  districts 
were  worked  by  the  large  Railway  Com- 
panies. That  was  so  in  the  district 
where  he  was  acquainted  with  small 
lines.  He  thought  it  was  worthy  of  the 
consideration  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  there  should  not  be  a  second 
class  of  railway,  so  that,  while  sufficient 
could  be  done  for  the  public  safety,  the 
requirements  might  not  be  too  great  for 
small  Companies  to  meet,  who  had,  per- 
haps, spent  all  their  capital.  The  Bill 
before  the  House  would  compel  all  rail- 
ways to  adopt  the  changes  comprised  in 
it ;  therefore,  on  that  ground  alone,  it 
was  faulty.  He  would  not,  however, 
object  to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 
He  thought  that  the  Bill  might  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee ;  if  so,  it 
would  require  a  great  deal  of  alteration, 
and  he  hoped  that  these  points  would  be 
considered ;  if  they  wore  not,  ho  thought 
that  the  Bill  was  one  that  ought  not  to 
pass. 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundblla)  (Sheffield, 
Brightside)  said :  I  think  that  at  this 
hour  it  is  right  that  I  should  state  what 
course  the  Qovemment  propose  to  take 
with  regard  to  this  Bill.  I  am  sure 
that  there  is  not  a  single  Member  of  the 
House  who  does  not  feel  sympathy  with 
the  object  sought  to  be  attained  by  this 
Bill.  The  Bill  is  not  only  designed  to 
insure  greater  safety  for  the  travelling 
public,  but  also  for  that  numerous  class 
of  railway  servants  who,  after  all,  are 
the  greatest  sufferers  by  railway  acci- 
dents. The  percentage  of  the  loss  of 
life  among  railway  servants  in  past  years 
has  been  appalling,  though  I  am  ^lad 
to  be  able  to  say  that  it  is  declining. 
It  has  been  so  large  that  I  think  the 
general  public  hardly  realizes  the  extent 
of  it.  I  agree  with  my  hon.  Friend 
who  has  just  sat  down  (Mr.  Robertson) 
as  to  the  character  of  the  railway  ser- 
vants of  this  country.  They  form  a  vast 
array  of  350,000  or  400,000  men,  and  of 
every  man,  from  the  Railway  Manager 
down  to  the  humblest  porter  on  the  line, 
it  may  be  said  there  is  not  a  more  ex- 
emplary class  of  officials  in  any  country 
in  the  world.  There  is  among  them  an 
esprit  de  eorps  and  a  readiness  to  respond 
to  any  demand  of  the  public  that  stands 
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in  striking  contrast  with  the  feeling  of 
railway  servants  in  almost  every  other 
country  of  the  world.  I  have  travelled 
myself  over  all  the  railways  of  Europe, 
and  over  many  in  America,  and  all  I 
can  say  is  that  I  am  always  glad  when 
I  get  in  sight  of  an  English  railway  sta- 
tion. There  is  no  man  so  ready  to  help 
you,  who  is  so  free  from  officialism  and  so 
unselfish  in  his  willingness  to  undertake 
a  heavy  load,  as  the  English  railway 
servant  whenever  you  meet  him.  I  feel, 
therefore,  that  the  House  will  recognize 
that  he  has  every  claim  upon  us  to  re- 
lieve him  if  we  can,  and  to  diminish  his 
sufferings.  But  what  I  want  to  caution 
the  House  about  is,  that  if  wo  undertake 
legislation,  we  should  endeavour,  in  our 
desire  to  be  serviceable  to  the  travelling 
public  and  to  the  servants  of  the  Bail- 
way  Companies,  not  to  relieve  the  Rail- 
way Directors  or  the  Companies  of  their 
responsibilities  and  transfer  them  to  the 
Board  of  Trade.  There  is  a  great  deal 
already  being  done  in  the  direction  of 
this  Bill.  Many  of  the  objects  sought 
to  be  attained  by  it  are  in  steady  process 
of  accomplishment.  My  hon.  Friend  who 
brought  in  the  Bill  (Mr.  Channing),  and 
the  hon.  Member  who  so  ably  seconded 
him  (Mr.  John  "Wilson),  do  not  deny  that 
'  there  is  steady  progress  in  the  direction 
of  the  Bill.  Further,  my  hon.  Friend 
does  not  demand  that  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill,  if  they  become  an  Act,  should 
be  put  in  force  immediately  in  all  cases, 
because  that  would  be,  as  he  knows,  an 
absolute  impossibility.  I  should  like  to 
point  out  to  the  House  some  of  the  justi- 
fications for  the  measure.  There  is  no 
doubt  we  have  done  what  we  can  in  this 
House  to  diminish  loss  of  life  amongst 
the  working  classes  by  the  Factory  and 
Workshop  Acts.  The  effect  of  all  that 
legislation  has  been  for  the  general  good 
of  the  whole  community.  When  I  come 
to  read  to  the  House  some  of  the  sta- 
tistics relating  to  railway  servants  the 
House  will  see  that  the  calamities  which 
befall  them  do  not  affect  the  individual 
merely,  but  his  faipily  and  those  de- 
pendent upon  him.  During  the  last  1 1 
years  the  total  number  of  railway  ser- 
vants killed  in  the  service  of  the  Eail- 
way  Companies  amounted  to  6,584,  the 
total  number  injured  was  26,012.  The 
total,  it  is  clear,  amounts  to  the  losses 
sustained  in  many  battles.  There  is  no 
doubt  that  many  of  the  deaths  are  not 
preventible.     They  come  from  the  rail- 
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way  servant  taking  risks  to  which  he 
has  been  accustomed  in  the  desire  to  per- 
form his  duty  promptly.  On  the  other 
hand,  a  great  number  come  from  causes 
which  are  preventible.  I  am  glad  to  teU 
the  House  that  these  calamities  during 
the  last  1 1  years  show  a  steady  diminu- 
tion year  by  year.  The  number  of  pas- 
sengers killed  while  travelling  on  the 
railway  in  1874  was  76;  in  1876,  17; 
and  in  1879,  75.  To  show  how  steady 
has  been  the  diminution,  I  will  read 
the  list  from  1880.  In  1880  there 
were  29;  in  1881,  23;  in  1882,  18; 
in  1883,  11;  in  1884,  31;  and  in 
1885,  6.  So  that  there  was  a  steady 
diminution,  although  during  the  same 
period  there  was  a  large  increase  of  pas- 
sengers. The  number  of  passengers 
killed  while  travelling  was  in  1874  one 
in  5,500,000,  the  number  in  1880  fell  to 
one  in  20,000,000,  and  in  1885  to  on^ 
in  116,000,000.  The  number  injured 
in  1874  was  1,613;  in  1875,  1,212;  in 
1878,  1,173;  in  1880,  904;  in  1881, 
987;   in   1882,  802;    in  1883,  662;  in 

1884,  660;  and  in  1885,  435;  the  num- 
ber in  the  last  year  being  the  least  ever 
known.  If  I  take  the  number  of  rail- 
way servants  killed  the  same  thing  ob- 
tains. The  number  in  1874  was  46,  and 
in  1884  it  came  down  to  13.  The  num^ 
ber  injured    in    1874  was  271,  and  in 

1885,  81.  The  percentage  of  injured 
was  in  1874  as  one  in  70,  and  in  1885 
it  was  one  in  163.  Undoubtedly  the 
number  is  still  too  high,  but  it  is  satis- 
factory to  feel  there  is  a  diminutiou. 
The  Bill  of  my  hon.  Friend  is  not  a  Bill 
which  compels  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
take  prompt  action  in  all  cases.  It 
is  a  Bill  conferring  large  discretionary 
powers,  which,  if  the  House  does  confer 
them,  will  require  to  be  exercised  with 
great  discretion.  I  agree  that  the  block 
system  which  substitutes  an  interval  of 
space  for  an  interval  of  time  is  one  of 
the  greatest  possible  preventives  of  ac- 
cidents. It  ought  to  be  in  operation 
throughout  the  whole  railway  system  of 
the  country.  It  is  being  introduced  to 
a  very  large  extent.  I  will  tell  my  hon. 
Friend  to  what  extent  the  block  system 
now  obtains.  On  the  3 1st  of  December, 
1885,  it  prevailed  on  double  line  rail- 
ways extending  to  9,583  miles  out  of  a 
total  of  10,4?  9  miles,  or  on  over  92  per 
cent  of  the  whole  system.  It  may  be 
said.  Why  should  it  not  be  imposed 
on  the  remaining  8  or  9  per  cent  ?    The 
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answer  is  that  these  railways  are  very 
poor,  and  that  it  would  be  very  difficult 
for  IJiem  to  raise  the  money  to  accom- 
plish all  those  changes.  No  doubt  the 
Board  of  Trade  finds  itself  sometimes 
in  a  difficult  position  for  enforcing  its 
decrees.  I  know  of  two  ^Railway  Com- 
panies running  side  by  side,  one  of 
which  was  well  equipped  and  had  all 
the  necessary  arrangements  for  safe 
working,  and  the  other  was  as  badly 
equipped  as  it  could  possibly  be.  What 
was  to  be  done  ?  There  were  accidents 
again  and  again.  The  Directors  were 
paying  no  dividends,  and  as  a  result 
there  was  no  interlocking  signal  at  work 
on  their  line.  When  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  J.  Ohamberlain)  was  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  there  were 
two  or  three  accidents  on  that  line.  He 
had  no  power  to  enforce  interlocking 
signals,  and  he  had  no  power  to  inter- 
fere until  an  application  for  further 
powers  was  made.  Then  by  his  resolute- 
ness he  was  enabled  to  insist  on  those 
necessary  parts  of  the  equipment  of  the 
line  being  carried  out.  This  Bill  pro- 
poses to  give  us  powers  to  enforce  the 
Srovision  of  interlocking  signals,  double 
nes,  and  continuous  brakes.  The  House 
will  recognize  that  the  Board  of  Trade 
is  eager  rather  to  take  too  much  respon- 
sibility than  to  shirk  it ;  but  I  feel  some- 
what reluctant  to  take  all  the  respon- 
sibility which  this  Bill  would  put  on  the 
Board.  There,  are  powers  which  I  think 
the  House  might  with  safety  confer  and 
apply ;  but  there  are  powers  also  which 
I  think  the  Board  ought  not  to  be 
pressed  to  exercise.  There  is  one  to 
raise  all  the  platforms  to  a  standard 
height  on  the  London  and  North-West- 
ern  Bailway.  That  would  involve  an 
enormous  outlay,  and,  after  all,  it  is 
doubtful  if  the  outlay  would  give  greater 

Mb.  CHANNING  said,  he  admitted 
that  the  clause  of  the  Bill  was  badly 
drawn,  and  he  would  be  willing  to  ex- 
cise that  portion  of  it. 

Mb.  MuNDELLA  :  I  am  glad  of  it. 
Then  as  to  coupling  appliances,  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  well  to  make  the  Board 
of  Trade  the  judges  in  this  matter  of 
deciding  what  improved  coupling  ap- 
pliances should  be  used.  I  do  not  see 
any  objection  to  furnishing  a  E«turn  of 
the  overworking  of  railway  servants. 
Those  long  hours  are  a  great  source  of 
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danger.  There  is  no  harm  in  making 
this  Ketum  to  the  Board  of  Trade.  I 
do  not  think  I  should  be  justified  in  re- 
fusing to  give  the  Bill  a  second  reading. 
I  hope  the  House  will  agree  to  the  se- 
cond reading,  and  to  have  the  Bill  then 
sent  to  a  Committee  upstairs,  where  the 
railway  servants  and  the  Directors  can 
be  heard.  I  have  no  doubt  that  by  that 
means  the  object  of  my  hon.  Friend  will 
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Mb.  E.  STANHOPE  (Lincolnshire, 
Hardcastle)  said,  he  objected  to  the  way 
in  which  the  re^onsibility  would  be 
divided  by  this  Bui  between  the  Board 
of  Trade  and  the  Bailway  Oompanies. 
There  were  some  powers  contained  in 
this  Bill  which  it  would  be  unwise  to 
give  to  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  which 
would  have  the  effect  of  stopping  in- 
vention among  railway  engineers,  and 
stereotyping  present  systems.  In  con- 
ferring increased  powers  on  a  Depart- 
ment of  the  State,  two  conditions  ought 
carefully  to  be  examined.  The  first  was 
that  they  did  not  unduly  diminish  the 
responsibility  of  the  Bail  way  Companies, 
and  the  second  that  the  powers  that 
were  proposed  to  be  intrusted  to  the  De- 
partment should  be  reasonable.  He  en- 
tirely agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  Mundella)  that  the 
clauses  of  this  Bill  required  very  care- 
ful consideration,  and  he  therefore  cor- 
dially approved  of  the  proposal  to  refer 
the  measure,  after  it  had  been  read  a 
second  time,  to  a  Select  Committee. 

Mb.  CHANNING  said,  that  he  had 
much  pleasure  in  agreeing  with  the  pro- 
posal of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Mundella)  that  the  Bill  should  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee. 

Mb.  PLUNKET  (Dublin  University) 
said,  that  he  did  not  rise  for  the  pur- 
pose of  opposing  the  second  reading  of 
this  Bill,  understanding  that  it  would 
be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee.  He 
entirely  sympathized  with  its  main 
object — namely,  the  protection  of  the 
lives  of  railway  servants.  He  believed 
that  by  that  method  of  procedure  the 
objects  which  the  promoters  of  the  Bill 
had  in  view  might  possibly  be  attained. 
He  rose  only  to  protest  against  the  ex- 
traordinary statement  by  the  Mover  of 
the  Bill,  that  the  London  and  North- 
western Bailway  Company  were  using 
an  ''antediluvian  kind  of  brake"  over 
a  great  portion  of  their  line.  As  a  Di- 
rector of  the  Company  he  was  able  to 
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Bay  that  from  the  first  they  had  spared 
no  pains  or  expense  in  securing  the  host 
brake  they  comd  get,  and  in  the  opinion 
of  the  highest  authorities  the  brake  they 
were  now  applying  was  the  very  best 
which  had  yet  been  invented.  He 
thought  the  London  and  North-Westem 
was  one  of  the  very  last  Companies  to 
be  charged  with  indifference  to  the  pub- 
lic safety.  They  laid  down  four  lines 
of  rails  with  special  reg^ard  to  that  con- 
sideration, when,  perhaps,  they  would 
not  have  done  so  if  they  had  consulted 
only  the  interests  of  their  shareholders. 
He  repudiated  with  amazement  the 
charge  which  the  hon.  Member,  without 
any  special  knowledge  or  title  to  speak 
on  the  subject,  had  thought  fit  to  bring 
against  that  Company,  on  whose  behalf 
he  was  not  at  all  afraid  of  the  closest  ex- 
amination and  inquiry.  It  was  to  the 
interest  of  Railway  Companies,  above 
all  others,  to  prevent  accidents  occurring 
upon  their  lines. 

Mb.  C.  S.  PABKEB  (Perth)  said,  as 
one  of  the  backers  of  the  Bill,  he  must 
express  his  satisfaction  with  the  attitude 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mun- 
della),  and  that  the  Oovemment  were 
going  to  support  the  second  reading  of 
this  Bill,  seeing  that  during  the  last 
10  years  the  number  of  persons  killed 
on  our  railways  was  6,000,  while  the 
number  of  persons  maimed  was  26,000. 
He  had  no  doubt  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, with  the  assistance  of  the  spe- 
cial knowledge  of  the  Bailway  Direc- 
tors and  other  experts,  would  be  able 
to  improve  some  clauses.  The  points 
objected  to  by  the  Government  were 
not  of  principal  importance.  He  hoped 
the  Committee  would  be  promptly  ap- 
pointed, and  that  it  would  get  to  work 
at  once,  so  that  the  Bill  might  become 
law  in  the  present  Session. 

Mk.  J.  C.  BOLTON  (Stirling)  said, 
he  had  no  doubt  the  Select  Committee 
would  deal  with  the  Bill  satisfactorily. 
He  desired  most  distinctly  and  clearly 
to  express  his  great  sympathy  with  the 
object  of  the  Bill,  which  was,  in  so  many 
words,  to  effect  the  greater  safety  on 
railways  both  of  passengers  and  rail- 
way servants;  but  he  did  not  concur 
with  the  facts,  so-called,  stated  by  the 
hon.  Member  who  moved  the  second 
reading  (Mr.  Channing),  and  he  cer- 
tainly did  not  concur  in  some  of  his  de- 
ductions.   The  hon.  Member  said  com- 
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pensation  for  accidents  had  had  no  effect 
on  Bailway  Directors  and  shareholders  ; 
but  he  would  remind  him  of  a  serious 
accident  which  happened  recently  on  the 
line  he  was  connected  with — the  Cale- 
donian Company — which  involved  a  cost 
to  the  Bailway  Company  of  £55,000, 
while  the  fares  in  the  train  which  suf- 
fered were  only  about  £10.  That  cost 
represented  about  I  per  cent  of  divi- 
dend, and  he  could  assure  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  1  per  cent  was  a  matter 
of  considerable  importance  to  the  share- 
holders. He  hoped  the  suggestion  would 
be  taken  into  account  that  there  might 
be  two  classes  of  railways.  The  Bill  was 
a  proposal  practically  to  confer  upon  the 
officers  of  the  Board  of  Trade  the  deci- 
sion of  what  should  be  the  arrangement 
for  working  railways,  and  he  would  im- 
press upon  the  House  that  even  officials 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  were  human,  and 
were  not  always  of  one  mind.  At  one 
period  they  recommended  and  insisted 
upon  one  thing,  and  later  on  they 
changed  their  views,  or  new  men  came 
in,  and  different  arrangements  were  im- 
posed. All  he  wished  to  do  at  present 
was  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
Bill  required  very  great  alteration.  He 
wished  to  say  a  word  as  to  the  care  taken 
by  some  Bailway  Companies  at  least  to 
reduce  to  a  minimum  the  loss  of  life. 
The  Company  with  which  he  was  con- 
nected some  12  or  15  years  ago  resolved 
to  establish  a  premium  fund  for  the 
avoidance  of  accidents.  The  Caledonian 
Company  had  instituted  a  system  of 
issuing  cards  to  their  servants.  Every 
servant  of  the  Company,  whose  duty 
permitted  him  to  cause  or  enabled  him 
to  prevent  an  accident,  on  entering 
their  service  received  a  card ;  and  if  at 
the  end  of  the  year  a  card  was  presented 
to  his  superior  without  a  complaint  upon 
it — that  was  to  say,  that  he  had  not  con- 
tributed in  any  way  to  an  accident — a 
certain  sum  was  paid  to  the  holder.  In 
this  way  the  Company  had  during  the 
last  15  years  paid  an  average  sum  of 
£10,000  per  annum  as  a  reward  for 
strict  attention  to  the  regulations  of  the 
Company. 

Me.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  (Edin- 
burgh and  St.  Andrew's  Universities) 
said,  he  wished  to  say  one  practical  word 
as  to  accidents,  having  had  considerable 
experience  in  dealing  with  them  from 
an  impartial  point  of  view — namely,  the 
professional  point  of  view.    His  experi- 
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ence  had  led  him  to  the  condueion  that  it 
was  not  60  much  a  question  of  machinery 
or  arrangement,  as  that  two  things  were 
too  often  neglected.  One  was  the  ascer- 
tainment that  the  servants  were  properly 
educated  to  the  use  of  the  appliances 
which  they  had  to  work.  The  other 
was  the  servants  not  being  sufficiently 
imbued  with  the  notion  that  it  was  by 
blind  mechanical  obedience  to  the  rules 
laid  down  that  the  safety  of  the  public 
was  secured.  He  had  known  many 
cases,  both  on  sea  and  land,  in  which 
accidents  had  occurred  because  rules 
were  neglected  in  the  misplaced  con- 
fidence that  others  would  observe  rules 
laid  down  for  them.  A  broke  his  rule, 
trusting  to  B  observing  his,  and  B 
taking  the  same  course,  accident  fol- 
lowed. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
to  a  Select  Committee. 

PARLIAMENTARY  VOTERS  (REGISTRA- 
TION) BILL.— [Bill  100.] 
(^fV  Julian  Ooldtmid,  Mr,  Lahouchere^  Mr, 
Robtony  Mr,  Melver.) 
SE0OI7D    READING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*^  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
Hme,"^  {Sir  Julian  Goldsmid,) 

And  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour 
before  Six  of  the  clock,  the  Further 
Proceeding  on  Second  Beading  stood 
adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

MARRIED  WOMEN  (MAINTENANCE  IN 
CASE    OF   DESERTION)    BILL. 

(Mr.  PulUy,  Mr.  Thomat  Blake,  Mr,  Winter- 
botham,  Mr,  WarmingUm,) 

[bill   111.]      COMMITTEB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Ordered^  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the 
Committee  that  they  have  power  to  extmd  the 
provisions  of  the  iBill  to  the  maintenance  of 
children  deserted  by  their  father. — {Mr,  War- 
minffton.) 

Further  Proceeding  on  going  into 
Committee  deferred  till  Wednesday  2nd 
June. 

MOTIONS, 

0 

BABRISTBBS    AT    LAW    AJSH    ASYOOATES 

(fees)  bill. 
On  Motion    of   Mr.  Boord,  Bill  to  enable 
BaxTiitert  at  Law  and  Adyooates  to  rMoy«r 
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their  Fees  and  to  render  them  liable  at  law  to 
persons  employing  them,  ordered  to  be  brought 
m  by  Mr.  Boord,  Mr.  Ingram,  Mr.  Lewis,  Mr. 
Lawson,  and  Mr.  Hanbury. 
Bill  preaentedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  219.] 

DISTRESS  FOB  BENT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Burt,  Bill  to  amend  the 

Law  of  Distress  for  Rent,  ordered  to  be  brought 

in  by  Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  Arthur  Williams,  Mr. 

William  Cook,  and  Mr.  Robson. 

Bill  presented^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  230.] 

POST  OFFICE   SITES   BILL. 
Mr.  Spenobr,  Mr.   Gbrald  Balfoxtr,  and 
Viscount  Ltminoton  were  nominated  Members 
of  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  Sites 
BiU. 

House  adjourned  at  fiye  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 
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MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— -FVr*<  Reading-- 
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(95)  ;     West  Indian  Incumbered  Estates  * 
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and  Inland  Reyenue*  (112). 
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121) ;  Bankruptcy  (Agricultural   Labourers* 

Wages)  •  (70). 
Third  Reading — Incumbents  of  Benefices  Loans 

Extension*  (89),  and^paeeed. 

CROFTEBS  (SCOTLAND)  (No.  2)  BILL. 

( The  Earl  of  J)alhoueie,) 

(no.    95.)      SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

The  SEOEETAET  fob  SCOTLAND 
(The  Earl  of  Dalhottbie),  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time, 
said,  that  the  subject  was  one  of 
very  great  and  very  pressing  import- 
ance. He  believed  that  in  one  sense 
it  was  new  to  their  Lordships'  House, 
because  it  had  never  been  formally 
under  their  notice ;  but  in  another  sense 
it  could  not  be  regarded  as  new,  because 
their  Lordships  could  hardly  be  un- 
aware of  the  <Uscussions  that  had  taken 
place  in  the  Press  and  '^  elsewhere"  upon 
this  very  delicate  and  difficult  question. 
For  some  time  past,  as  the  House  knew, 
the  population  in  certain  part9  of  the 
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Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scotland  had 
been  in  a  dissatisfied  and  discontented 
condition — a  condition  owing,  no  doubt, 
partly  to  the  distress  arising  from  the 
natural  poverty  of  the  country,  and 
partly  arising  from  causes  which  Parlia- 
ment might,  perhaps,  do  something  to 
mitigate.  In  March,  1883,  a  Boyal 
Commission  was  appointed  for  the  ex- 
press purpose  of  inquiring  into  the  con- 
dition and  grieyances  of  the  crofters  and 
cottars  of  the  Highlands  and  Islands  of 
Scotland.  That  Commission  reported 
in  the  month  of  April,  1884,  and  in 
summing  up  their  Beport  they  described 
the  feeling  which  they  found  prevalent 
among  the  crofters  in  the  following  re- 
markable words: — 

"  The  aspect  of  the  present  and  the  future 
calmly  considered  presents  the  following  fea- 
tures :— The  dissatisfaction  of  the  small  tenants 
in  regard  to  their  position  is  of  native  origin, 
but  it  is  fomented  Dy  external  influences.  The 
land  movement  in  the  Highlands,  even  if  it 
were  not  spontaneously  maintained  by  the 
people  themselves,  would  be  aroused  to  action 
by  other  forces ;  it  is  impelled  by  the  demo- 
cratio  and  social  aspirations  prevalent  among 
various  classes  at  home,  and  will  probably  en- 
list the  sjrmpathiee  of  Highlanders  in  all  parts 
of  the  world." 

The  Commission  made  certain  specific 
recommendations  with  a  view  to  the 
mitigation  and,  if  possible,  the  removal 
of  the  causes  of  diBContent  which  were 
susceptible  of  beins^  removed  by  legis- 
lation. They  made  recommendations 
with  regard  to  land  tenure,  fisheries, 
and  communications,  education,  with 
respect  to  some  extent  to  the  administra- 
tion of  justice,  with  regard  to  game  and 
deer  forests,  and  emigration.  This  Bill 
was  partly  based  on  the  recommendations 
of  the  Commission.  Matters  connected 
with  the  improvement  of  the  means  of 
communication  between  the  different 
parts  of  the  Highlands  and  Islands, 
with  education,  and  the  administration 
of  justice  were  not  dealt  with  in  the  Bill 
because  they  had  been  abeady  partly 
dealt  with,  and  it  was  administration, 
not  legislation,  which  was  required  for 
the  purpose;  neither  was  emigration 
for  a  reason  he  would  explain  by«and- 
bye  if  their  Lordships  desired.  He  did 
not  say  that  the  Bill  contained  every- 
thing recommended  by  the  Commission  ; 
but  it  contained  everything  which,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Government,  it  ought 
to  contain.  It  did  not  meet  the  extreme 
views  of  some  advocates  of  the  crofters' 
daims ;  but  no  legislation  short  of  what 
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was  absolutely  revolutionary,  and  not 
based  on  principles  not  a  bit  more  ap- 
plicable to  the  Highlands  and  Islands 
of  Scotland  than  to  any  part  of  (Jreat 
Britain  could  possibly  satisfy  them.  But 
the  Government  thought  it  met  the  rea- 
sonable grievances  and  claims  of  the 
crofters  so  far  as  they  could  be  dealt 
with  by  legislation.  The  Bill  was  mainly 
a  Land  Bui,  and  was  intended  to  im- 
prove the  status  and  condition  of  the 
crofters  so  far  as  could  be  done  without 
inflicting  injustice  upon  others.  He 
wished  to  impress  upon  their  Lordships 
the  extreme  urgency  of  passing  this  Bill 
without  delay,  if  they  approved  it.  Some 
legislation,  it  was  agreed  on  all  hands, 
was  absolutely  necessary.  On  that  point 
there  was  a  general  consensus  of  opi- 
nion. The  question  was  whether  the 
Bill  was  right  and  proper  and  fitted  to 
grapple  with  conditions  of  things  it  was 
intended  to  meet.  If  their  Lordships 
came  to  that  decision  and  thought  the 
Bill  shoidd  pass,  he  woidd  ask  them  to 
come  to  this  further  conclusion,  that  it 
ought  to  be  passed  as  rapidly  as  pos- 
sible. The  appointment  of  Uie  Royal 
Commission  in  1883,  the  general  tenour 
of  its  Report  in  the  following  year,  and, 
above  all,  the  Resolution  passed  in  the 
House  of  Commons  in  November,  1 884, 
had  led  the  crofters  to  form  expectations 
— and  they  had  been  encouraged  to 
form  expectations — that  it  would  result 
in  some  beneficial  legislation  on  their 
behalf.  That  expectation  had  been  fos- 
tered by  political  agitators  for  the  last 
two  or  three  years,  until  it  assumed  in 
certain  parts  altogether  unreasonable 
proportions — proportions  which  he  was 
afraid  no  legislation  that  Parliament 
would  pass  was  likely  to  satisfy.  The 
minds  of  the  people  were  fairly  un- 
settled. In  many  cases  payment  not 
only  of  rent,  but  of  poor  rates  and  school 
rates,  was  so  much  in  arrear  as  to  argue 
a  condition  of  things,  to  say  the  least, 
extremely  unsatisfactory.  The  Govern- 
ment were  most  anxious,  as  he  was  sure 
their  Lordships  were  also,  that  a  more 
wholesome  and  healthy  state  of  things 
should  be  brought  about.  He  was  not 
exaggerating  when  he  said  that  but  for 
the  length  of  time  during  which  the 
expectations  of  the  people  of  the  West 
Highlands  had  been  kept  on  the  stretch 
— a  fact  which  was  very  important  in 
the  case  —  the  existing  condition  of 
things  in  oevtain  distriets  would  ai^pM 
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widespread  demoralization  of  an  alarm- 
ing  character.  His  Predecessor  in  Office 
(Mr.  Trerelyan)  three  months  ago  ex- 
pressed the  following  strong  opinion  : — 

*'  It  is  high  time  the  present  state  of  things 
should  stop.  But  it  was  high  time  that  Par- 
liament haying  expressed  a  strong  opinion  in 
favour  of  remedial  legislation  should  carry  its 
opinion  into  effect." 

Since  then  matters  had  become  worse. 
He  asked  their  Lordships  especially  to 
pay  attention  to  this,  because  it  formed 
a  strong  argument  in  favour  of  legisla- 
tion of  some  kind.  In  November,  1884, 
the  House  of  Commons  passed  the 
following  Eesolution : — 

**  Bosolyed,  that  in  the  opinion  of  this  House 
it  is  the  duty  of  Her  Majesty's  Govemment  to 
giye  effect  to  the  recommen(Uitions  of  the  Royal 
Commission  upon  the  condition  of  the  crofters 
and  cottiers  in  the  Higlands  and  Islands  of 
Scotland;  to  apply  such  other  remedies  as  it 
seems  adyisable.  That  this  House  c-oncurs  in 
the  opinion  expressed  by  the  Commission,  on 
page  110  of  its  Report,  that  the  mere  yindica- 
tion  of  authority  and  repression  of  resistance 
would  not  establish  relations  of  mutual  con- 
fidence between  landlord  and  tenant." 

He  would  go  further  than  Mr.  Tre- 
velyan,  and  say  that,  having  so  strongly 
expressed  its  opinion  that  legislation 
was  required,  it  was  impossible,  practi- 
cally, for  any  Government  which  was 
dependent  for  its  power — as  all  Go- 
vernments in  this  countiy  were  —  en- 
tirely on  public  opinion,  vigorously  to 
enforce  the  law  until  the  law  was  altered 
to  meet  the  grievance  which  Parliament 
admitted  to  exist.  It  was  absolutely 
necessary,  for  the  sake  of  law  and  order, 
that  either  this  Bill,  or  some  other  Bill, 
should  be  passed,  and  passed  quickly, 
into  law.  He  hoped  tneir  Lordships 
would  see  that  it  was  his  duty  to  try  to 
persuade  them  that  it  was  not  only 
desirable  to  pass  the  Bill  quickly,  but, 
if  possible,  to  pass  it  without  mutilation 
of  any  of  tiie  more  important  provisions. 
If  he  might  make  a  suggestion,  he 
would  like  to  say  that  their  Lordships 
ought  to  remember  that  they  were  a 
House  of  landlords,  and  that  it  would 
become  them  well  to  take  a  generous 
view  of  things.  He  hoped  they  would 
not  make  more  Amendments  in  detail 
than  were  absolutely  necessary,  because 
that  might  go  a  long  way  to  rob  the 
measure  of  its  grace.  Last  year  the 
Government  introduced  a  Orofters  Bill, 
and  had  they  remained  in  Office  they 
would  doubtless  have  passed  it  into  law ; 
but  the  hanging  up  of  the  Cfrof  ter  Ques- 


tion for  another  year  was  one  of  the 
minor  results  of  the  change  of  Gt>vem- 
ment  last  summer.  The  Bill  of  last 
year  was,  however,  in  many  respects  less 
complete  than  the  present  Bill,  for  it 
proposed  to  give  only  fixity  of  tenure, 
fair  rent,  and  compensation  for  improve- 
ments. But  the  present  Bill  provided 
also  for  increase  of  crofts,  both  arable 
and  pasture,  for  loans  to  be  advanced 
by  the  Treasury,  through  the  Fishery 
Board,  and  for  developing  the  fishing 
industry.  That  last  point  was  very 
hopeful,  and  though  that  provision  did 
not  occupy  a  very  laree  portion  of  the 
Bill,  it  was  to  his  mind  one  of  the  most 
important  in  the  whole  measure.  For- 
merly the  manufacture  of  kelp  was  a 
very  important  industry  in  Scotiand. 
About  the  beginning  of  the  century  the 
price  of  kelp  was  £20  or  £22  a  ton, 
and  it  was  a  means  of  livelihood  for 
the  crofters  and  cottars.  The  Western 
Islands  produced  about  20,000  tons 
annually  of  the  value  of  from  £400,000 
to  £440,000.  When  the  abolition  of 
the  Salt  Duties  lowered  the  price  from 
£22  to  £2  a-ton  the  great  industry  was 
destroyed,  and  the  condition  of  the 
people  was  very  much  and  very  sud- 
denly lowered.  That  fact  should  count 
for  something  when  considering  the 
claims  of  those  people.  It  was  im- 
possible for  the  people  to  foresee  and 
provide  for  a  contingency  of  that  kind. 
The  means  of  communication  in  that 
part  of  the  country  were  very  scanty ; 
and  it  was,  therefore,  extremely  difficult 
for  them  to  adapt  themselves  to  the  in- 
dustries that  might  be  springing  up. 
That  one  fact  alone  should  at  all  events 
count  for  something  when  considering 
the  claims  of  the  crofter  popidation  to 
exceptional  legislation ;  and  he  thought 
it  was  obvious  if  they  could  by  any 
means  facilitate  the  creation  of  a  new 
industiy  that  would  take  the  place  of 
the  kelp  industry  they  should  be  doing 
something  to  replace  the  crofters  in  the 
same  favourable  position  which  it  was 
alleged  they  occupied  in  the  olden  time, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  they  should  be 
doing  a  very  laudable  and  desirable 
thing  in  itself,  and  from  a  public  point 
of  view;  and,  in  regard  to  that  point, 
the  development  of  the  fishing  industry 
offered  a  prospect  of  very  great  hope. 
The  development  of  the  fishing  industry 
was  of  great  promise,  and  the  fishing 
grounds  in  the  neighbourhood  Westward 
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of  the  Hebrides  were  of  unusual  fertility 
and  very  valuable.  In  order  that  the 
fisheries  might  be  properly  worked  and 
developed  more  boats  were  wanted ; 
and  the  Bill  proposed  to  advance 
money,  through  the  Fishery  Board, 
to  the  fishermen  for  the  purchase  of 
boats  and  gear.  They  were  not  with- 
out practical,  and  he  thought  very 
valuable,  experience  on  that  point.  The 
Highland  Fisheries  Company  was  a 
Company  formed  a  year-and-a-half  ago 
for  the  purpose  of  advancing  money  to 
fishermen  for  the  purpose  of  boats,  and 
hitherto  their  experiment  had  been  ex- 
tremely successful.  It  was  likely  to  be 
very  much  more  successful  when  the 
means  of  communication  had  been  further 
improved,  and  the  Government  had  that 
point  at  this  moment  under  considera- 
tion. That  Company  advanced  money 
to  crofters — men,  of  course,  selected 
after  due  and  careful  inquir3^— and  they 
charged  8  per  cent  on  the  money  ad- 
vanced. Between  January  and  July, 
1885,  money  was  advanced  to  22  fisher- 
men, and  the  total  sum  advanced  was 
£4,027.  Of  that  total  sum  advanced 
there  was  repaid  up  to  the  present  time 
£2,694.  That  was  to  say,  the  average 
sum  advanced  to  each  fisherman  was 
£183,  and  the  average  sum  repaid  was 
£122.  These  results  were  full  of  hope 
in  the  future  for  the  fishing  industry, 
and  gave  the  Government  good  ground 
to  proceed  upon  when  they  contemplated 
the  advancement  of  loans  for  the  pur- 
pose of  developing  the  fishing  industry. 
I^erhaps  the  most  prominent  and  im- 
portant feature  of  the  Bill  was  that 
which  proposed  to  give  more  land  to  the 
crofters  and  prescribed  the  manner  in 
which  that  was  to  be  done.  Much  had 
been  said  on  both  sides  as  to  the  his- 
torical justification  for  the  Bill,  and 
especially  as  to  this  particular  provision. 
It  had  been  objected  that  there  was  no 
historical  ground  whatever  for  the  ex- 
ceptional treatment  of  the  districts  and 
holdings  dealt  with  by  the  Bill.  For 
his  own  part,  he  would  be  very  sorry  to 
push  the  historiccd  argument  too  far; 
and  he  would  only  say  in  regard  to  it 
that  although  there  might  have  been  no 
legal  rights  of  grazing  which  the  clans- 
men in  old  days  could  enforce  in  a  Court 
of  Law,  yet  in  those  districts  to  which 
the  Bill  applied  there  was  undoubtedly, 
speaking  generally,  an  undisturbed 
exercise  by  the  clansmen  of  the  enjoy- 
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ment  of  pasturage  for  their  cattle.  It 
must,  of  course,  be  admitted  that  in  par- 
ticular oases  and  in  particular  circum- 
stances this  enjoyment  was  sometimes 
interfered  with  by  the  chiefs  of  the  dan. 
Yet  under  normal  conditions  the  custom 
and  practice  of  the  country  amounted  to 
something  very  like  practical  continuity 
of  occupancy.  This  Bill  was  intended 
to  give  legal  sanction  and  efficacy  to 
those  previous  customary  enjoyments, 
and  even  to  extend  them  where  possible 
without  injustice  to  other  people.  In 
some  cases  the  sub-division  of  houses 
and' the  over-crowding  of  townships  had 
been  the  work  of  the  crofters  themselves ; 
but  it  had  not  always  been  entirely  the 
work  of  the  crofters  themselves.  In 
some  oases  it  had  been  due  to  the  action 
of  the  landlords.  This  Bill  made  it 
impossible  that  such  action  should  occur 
in  the  future.  The  Bill  gave  facilities 
for  the  improvement  of  the  condition  of 
the  crofters,  and  put  it  out  of  the  power 
of  owners  to  take  any  steps  for  sub- 
division prejudicial  to  the  interests  of 
the  crofters.  Of  course  it  might  be 
objected  that  this  was  very  grand- 
motherly legislation,  but  a  wise  grand- 
mother might  do  good.  The  question 
before  fche  House  was  whether  or  not 
the  Bill  was  suited  to  the  circumstances 
of  the  crofters,  and  it  seemed  to  him  to 
be  an  absurd  argument  to  say  that  the 
principles  of  legislation  were  equally 
applicable  to  all  classes  of  society.  It 
had  always  seemed  to  him  absurd  to 
argue  that  the  same  principles  of  legis- 
lation were  equally  applicable  to  all 
populations  alike,  no  matter  how  widely 
they  differed  as  to  the  stage  of  develop- 
ment at  which  they  had  arrived.  He 
submitted  that  the  history  of  the  High- 
lands, the  difficulty  of  access  to  some 
portions,  the  imperfect  means  of  com- 
munication, and  the  peculiar  difficulties 
against  which  people  had  to  contend 
and  struggle  against  for  many  years 
afforded  an  ample  justification  for  the 
Bill,  even  if  it  were  not  necessary  in  ful- 
filment of  the  promise  already  given  by 
Parliament  and  to  set  at  rest  the  minds 
of  the  population,  which  had  been  re- 
cently so  much  exercised  on  the  subject, 
in  regard  to  the  provisions  of  the 
measure.  He  admitted  readily  enough 
that  the  provision  with  regard  to  the 
enlargement  of  the  crofters'  holdings 
was  a  novel  provision ;  but  he  submitted 
that  it  was  absolutely  necessary  in  th^ 
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present  state  of  things.    If  voluntary 
agreement  would  have  sufficed  for  the 
solution  of  this  question,  the  necessity 
for  this  clause  would  not  have  arisen ; 
and  for  his  part  he  hoped  and  expected 
that  the  application  to  the  State  would 
lead  to  many  voluntary  agreements  being 
made,  which  would  not  otherwise  have 
been  made.    In  framing  this  part  of  the 
Bill  the    Government    had    constantly 
before  them  the  recommendations  of  the 
Boyal  Commissioners,  and  had,  so  far  as 
was  possible,  followed  them.     He  did 
not  wish  to  throw  the  responsibility  for 
the  Bill  on  the  Boyal  Commissioners ; 
but  a  presumption  was  raised  in  favour 
of  this  provision  when  it  closely  corre- 
sponded with  the  recommendations  of  the 
Commissioners,  and  when  the  view  of 
Her    Majesty's  Government    coincided 
with  the  view  of  the  Commissioners. 
The  working  of  this  measure  would  be 
intrusted    to     certain    Land    Commis- 
sioners, three  in  number.     They  would 
occupy  a  position  Eomewhat  similar  to 
that   of  the  Commissioners  under  the 
Irish    Land    Act.     One    Commissioner 
must  be  a  trained  lawyer  of  eminence ; 
the  other  two  would,  he  supposed,  be 
practical  men,   and  one  of   the  three 
must  be  able  to  speak  Gaelic.    These 
Commissioners  would  be  intrusted  with 
the  power  of  fixing  rent,  the  amount  of 
compensation,  and  the  powers  requisite 
to  give  effect  to  the  provision  in  the  Bill 
with  regard  to  the  enlargement  of  hold- 
ings, as  well  as  the  power  of  determining 
summarily  whether  individuals  were  or 
were  not  crofters  within  the  meaning  of 
•the  Act.     One  other  point  he  wished  to 
draw  attention  to  was  that  the  Bill  as  it 
came  to  this  House  was  substantially 
the  same  Bill  as  was  first  introduced 
in  the  House  of  Commons  in  the  early 
part   of   the  Session.      Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  been  firm  and  con- 
sistent in  adhering  to  the  principles  em- 
bodied in  the  Bill,  and  had   resisted, 
and,  on  the  whole,  successfully  resisted. 
Amendments,   from  whatever  quarter, 
that  seemed  to  trench  on  the  lines  they 
had  marked  out  for  themselves.  He  need 
hardly  say,  in  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament the  pressure  was  chiefly  con- 
cerned in  extending  and  enlarging  the 
scope  of  the  Bill  m  various  ways,  and 
he  had  had  numeroiis  communications 
and  a  variety  of  correspondence  on  this 
point,  and  in  certain  quarters  there  ap- 
peared a  vague  opinion  that  the  Govem- 
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ment  might  as  well  have  done  more  for 
the  crofters  than  they  have  done  in  the 
Bill.     Suggestions  had  not  been  want- 
ing that  the  Government  ought  to  have 
been  more  generous  in    dealing  with 
them ;  but  this  Bill  was  based  upon  a 
recogpiition  of  the  peculiar  history  and 
circumstances  of  the  crofter  population, 
and  if  they  deviated  from  it  in  the  direc- 
tion of  what  was  called  going  further, 
they  would  have  to  proceed  on  altogether 
different  principles.     These  principles, 
if  they  admitted  them,  would  carry  them 
very  far  indeed,  and  they  would  find 
themselves  face  to  face  with  very  large 
questions  indeed— questions  which  had 
no  special  application  to  the  Highlands 
of  Scotland,  but  which  were  equally  ap- 
plicable to  any  other   part    of   Great 
Britain,   or,    indeed,    of   the    civilized 
world.     On  the  other  hand,  it  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  to  go  as  far  as  the  Go- 
vernment had  gone,  and  he  hoped  their 
Lordships  would  not   ask  the  Govern- 
ment to  make  any  serious  modifications 
in  the  measure.     The  Government  were 
not  infallible,  and  he  did  not  assert  in 
their  behalf  that  the  Bill  was  incapable 
of  amendment  in  detail.     Indeed,    he 
himself  intended  to  propose  one  or  two 
Amendments— one  rather  an  important 
one;  but  he  did  assert  that,  taken  in 
connection  with  what  had  been,  and,  he 
hoped,  might  yet  be  done  in  regard  to 
education,  and  especially  in  regard  to 
improved  means  of  communication,  this 
Bill  fairly  met  the  requirements  of  the 
case  of  the  crofter    population.    That 
was  the  population  with  which  they  had 
to  deal,  and  on  these  grounds  he  hoped 
their  Lordships  would  give  the  Bill  a 
second  reading. 

3fovidj  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»." 
— (  The  Earl  of  Dalhousie. ) 

LoBD  NAPIER  Aio)  ETTRICK  said, 
he  trusted  that  the  position  he  had 
recently  held  in  connection  with  this 
question  as  Chairman  of  the  Eoyal 
Uommission  on  the  Crofters  would  justify 
him  in  submitting  his  opinion  of  the 
merits  of  the  Bill  now  before  them.  The 
main  provisions  of  the  Bill  were  those 
relating  to  official  rent,  fixitv  of  tenure, 
compulsory  enlargement  of  the  holdings, 
and  State  aid  to  the  fishing  industry. 
With  regard  to  the  first,  he  thought 
that  he  might  affirm  that  the  State,  in 
interfering  to  assess  the  rentsl  of  land, 
engaged  in  an  interference  with  freedom 
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of  oontraot  and  rights  of  property,  which 
oould  only  be  justified  by  great  abuse, 
or  by  the  hope  of  doing  a  great  amount 
of  good.    Therefore,  it  became  very  im- 
portant to  ascertain  whether  in  the  case 
before  them  there  had  been  such  a  pre- 
yalence  of  excessive  rent ;  and  whether, 
in  the  proposed  change,   there  was  a 
prospect  of  the  advantage  he  had  indi- 
cated.   In  the  evidence  before  the  Eoyal 
Commission  there  were  a  great  number 
of  complaints  as  to  excessive  rent ;  but 
they  were  not  pressed  or  urged  in  a 
very  earnest  or  convincing  manner ;  they 
were  not  presented  with  that  persistency 
or  passion  which  frequently  accompanied 
the  complaints  in  regard  to  the  restric- 
tion of  the  area  of  the  holdings;  nor 
were  the  complaints  as  to  rent  supported 
by  impartial  or  independent  testimony, 
60  as  to  produce  any  convincing  im- 
pression on  the  minds  of  the  Commis- 
sion.   They  were  informed  that  on  some 
crofts  rents  had  not  been   raised  for 
many  years ;  on  some  not  for  a  whole 
veneration.    In  other  cases  rents  had 
been  raised  in  the  same  proportion  on 
the  small  holdings  as  had  been  the  case 
in  other  parts  of  Scotland   on  larger 
farms,   and  in  some  peculiarly  excep- 
tional cases  of  excessive  rent  it  was  not 
shown  that  the  increase  had  always  been 
exacted.  Under  those  circumstances,  the 
Commissioners  did  not  conceive  that  the 
complaint  of  excessive  rent  was  one  of  a 
crying  or  urgent  nature.     On  a  general 
view  of  the  whole  question  of  rents  in 
the  Highlands  and  Islands,  it  did  not 
seem  to  them  that  the  case  had  been 
made  out  of  a  persistent  and  general 
abuse  which  would  justify  the  inter- 
vention of  the  State  with  the  rights  of 
property ;  but  if  this  innovation  were 
inevitable,  it  would  be  at  least  conso- 
latory if  they  could  feel  that  the  adop- 
tion of  the  system  of  official  rents  would 
involve  any  substantial  or  practical  im- 
provement.    He  could  not  entertain  an 
impression  that  the  great  majority  of 
the  crofters  paid  rents  varying  from  £2 
to  £5.  Taking  the  precedent  of  Ireland, 
they  might  assume  there  would  be  a 
general  reduction  of  rents  to  the  extent 
of  25  per  cent  if  the  Scottish  Commis- 
sioners were  as  liberal  as  the  Irish ;  but 
even  such  a  reduction  of  a  £3  rental 
only  would  be  Ids — l-40th  or  50th  part 
of  the  aggregate  revenue  or    earning 
of  the  family.     Such  a  remission  might 
diffuse  a  certain  amount  of  gratification, 
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and  enable  crofters  to  make  some  usefol 
purchase  of  personal  indulgence;  but 
such    remissions    could   not    have   the 
slightest  influence  in  raising  or  elevating 
the  social  or  economic  condition  of  the 
crofter  as  a  farmer,  a  mechanic,  or  a 
fisherman.  In  the  case  of  a  great  number 
of  crofters,  though  rent  was  abolished 
altogether,  it  would  make  no  substantial 
alteration  in  the  condition  of  the  people. 
Eeferring  to  the   depopulation    which 
took  place  in  the  Highlands  at  the  end 
of  last  and  the  beginning  of  the  present 
century,  he  said  that  even  in  the  case  of 
the  best-intentioned  of  the  proprietors 
their  action  had  not  been  justified  by 
the  change.     The  result  of  those  unfor- 
tunate transactions  had  been  the  foun- 
dation in  the  country  of  a  dark  tradition 
and  resentment   amongst   the    people, 
and  also,   in  some  cases,    it  had    led 
to   positive  distress.     He  thought  the 
Qovemment  had  acted  wisely  in  dealing 
with  the  question  of  the  enlargement  of 
holdings.     The  opinion  of  all  classes  and 
conditions  of  men  who  gave  testimony 
before  the  Commission  agreed  in  this — 
that    the    existing   holdiings  were   too 
small.     On  the  question  of   flxity   of 
tenure,  however,  he  had  never  heard  on 
the  part  of  any  one  of  the  Oentiemen 
with  whom  he  was  associated  on  the 
Commission  any  opinion  in  favour  of 
fixity  of  tenure  in  the  unqualified  and 
extreme  form  in  which  fixity  of  tenure 
had  been  adopted  in  the  Bill  before  the 
House ;  nor  did  he  ever  hear  the  prin- 
ciple of  fixity  of  tenure  in  the  same  abso- 
lute shape  recommended  by  any  persons 
outside  the  Commission  who  were  in  an  • 
independent  and  impartial  position.  The 
general  opinion  regarding  it  seemed  to 
be  that  the  concession  would  be  i&aught 
with  very  considerable  social  and  eco- 
nomic objections — that  it  might  tend  to 
confirm  tiie  national  lethargy,  attach  the 
crofters  more  stirongly  to  the  soil,  and 
increase  the  dangers  of  sub-division  and 
squatting;    so  that  the  Commissioners 
did  not  feel  themselves  justified  in  re- 
commending the  principle  of   fixity  of 
tenure,   and  to  the  resolution  of    the 
Commissioners  on  the  subject  he  still 
heartily  adhered.     That  opinion  at  the 
time  was  confirmed  by  the  impression 
that  as  fixity  of  tenure  was  the  negation 
of  proprietary  rights,  so  it  would  very 
likely  become  the  negation  of  all  pro- 
prietary duties.    If  that  principle  were 
applied  to  the  whole  population  of  the 
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HighlandB  and  lelands,  they  would  run 
a  great  risk  of  depriying  them  of  the 
counsels  and  control  of  the  owner  of  the 
soil,  which  were  so  valuable,  and  abolish, 
80  far  as  the  law  could  do  so,  all  that 
remained  of  mutual  affection,  good  offices, 
and  material  assistance,  which  it  was 
desirable  to  encourage  instead  of  destroy. 
In  destroying  the  proprietor  as  a  moral 
agent,  they  destroyed  a  powerful  instru- 
ment for  preventing  evil  and  promoting 
good.  It  would  surely  be  better  to 
preserve  the  proprietor,  encouraging, 
enabling  and  compelling  him  to  do  his 
duty.  He  knew  that  it  might  be  con- 
tended that  with  a  moderate  official  rent 
and  fixity  of  tenure  the  occupiers  would 
themselves  undertake  improvements,  fa- 
voured by  the  stabilities  of  their  posi- 
tion. He  did  not  undervalue  the  benefits 
attached  to  a  prolonged  interest  in  the 
holding.  Those  benefits  were  apparent 
even  under  a  terminable  lease;  they 
would  be  most  apparent  when  connected 
with  absolute  property ;  they  would  still 
be  apparent  in  the  half-way  condition  of 
fixity  of  tenure,  where  such  tenure  was 
bestowed  and  enjoyed  under  favourable 
conditions.  The  small  tenant  on  the 
mainland,  or  even  in  some  of  the 
Southern  Islands,  who  practised  a  civi- 
lized husbandry,  who  was  surrounded 
by  good  examples,  who  had  access  to 
the  materials  for  improvements,  to  the 
great  markets  of  purchase  and  sale,  was 
suited  for  such  a  tenure  and  would  profit 
by  it ;  but  the  mass  of  the  poor  crofting 
population  in  Skye,  in  the  Long  Island, 
and  along  the  shores  of  the  North- 
Western  Highlands  would,  he  appre- 
hended, be  incompetent  without  the 
directions  and  contributions  of  the  pro- 
prietor to  contrive,  undertake,  and 
prosecute  works  of  common  or  indi- 
vidual utility,  which  were  indispensable 
to  their  higher  welfare.  It  might  still, 
however,  be  argued  that  fixity  of  tenure 
was  necessary  to  prevent  arbitrary 
eviction.  That  might  have  been  a 
valid  argument  60  years  ago ;  but 
it  was  a  valid  argument  no  longer. 
There  was  no  arbitrary  eviction  in  the 
Highlands  now.  Eviction  was  only 
used,  or  only  threatened,  to  enforce  the 
payment  of  rent ;  and  under  the  Bill  it 
could  still  be  used  for  that  purpose,  and 
would,  perhaps,  be  used  with  greater 
right.  It  was  only  due  to  the  honesty 
and  candour  of  the  noble  Earl  who 
Saoved  the  a^eond  r^ftding  to  i^4iuit  that 


in  recommending  the  adoption  of  the 
principle  of  judicial  rents  and  fixity  of 
tenure  he  did  not  contend  there  was  any 
abuse  at  the  present  moment,  either  with 
reference  to  the  amount  of  rent  or  the 
practice  of  eviction.  The  last  provision 
in  the  Bill  which  claimed  special  atten- 
tion was  the  grant  for  fisheries.  The 
sum  was  not  large — he  believed  only 
£10,000— but  of  that  he  did  not  com- 
plain. The  object  was  excellent,  but  it 
must  be  approached  with  great  circum- 
spection; and  £10,000  tentatively  ap- 
plied, and  applied  with  success,  might 
do  some  positive  good,  and  justify  a 
more  liberal  appropriation  hereafter. 
The  greatest  defect  in  the  Bill — he 
meant  the  greatest  want — was  the  ab- 
sence of  any  provision  for  emigration 
under  Gk>vernment  encouragement  and 
control ;  for  without  some  such  measure 
all  other  remedies  in  the  congested  re- 
^ons  of  the  country  would  be  ineffectual. 
He  believed,  however,  that  the  noble 
Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Oolo- 
nies  (Earl  GranvUle)  had  held  out  some 
hope  that  this  question  would  be  con- 
sidered by  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment 
hereafter  in  another  measure  and  on  a 
larger  scale.  He  agreed  with  what  had 
fallen  from  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Dalhousie)  in  respect  to  the  question  of 
enlargement  of  holdings.  The  Oommis- 
sioners,  proceeding  od  this  evidence  and 
on  their  own  experience  and  observa- 
tion, resolved  that  the  first  and  greatest 
object  should  be  the  extension  and  the 
improvement  of  crofters'  holdings  by  the 
various  and  complete  methods  and  ex- 
pedients which  are  embodied  in  their 
Beport ;  and  a  majority  of  the  Commis- 
sioners determined  that  among  those 
methods  should  be  included  a  power  of 
compulsory  extension,  in  the  absence  of 
spontaneous  arrangements  between  the 
proprietor  and  the  occupier.  He  asked 
whether  the  question  of  enlargement,  as 
well  as  the  questions  of  rent  and  of 
tenure,  might  not  be  left  to  free  adjust- 
ment between  the  parties  concerned? 
He  hoped  the  claim  to  enlargement 
would  be  settled  by  free  adjui^ment; 
but  it  appeared  to  him  that  in  this  case 
the  power  of  compulsion  should  be  held 
in  reserve.  There  was  not  the  least  fear 
of  rack-rents  or  of  wanton  eviction.  The 
proprietors  would  in  any  case  now  treat 
their  poor  tenants  with  humanity  and 
indulgence;  but  it  was  not  so  certain 
{hat   the   proprietory   wpul49    without 
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some  powerful  impulse,  undertake  the 
rather  difficult  and  complex  task  of  en- 
larging and  remodelling  the  smaller 
holdings.  This  was  a  case  in  which  he 
thought  the  power  of  compulsion  should 
be  held  in  reserve.  In  this  question  of 
enlargement  he  thought  that  he,  per- 
sonally, could  not  be  suspected  of  pre- 
possession or  prejudice.  He  had  himself 
been  a  proprietor  of  land  from  bis 
earliest  years,  and  his  interests  and  affec- 
tions were  identified  with  the  land.  It 
might  be  said  that  they  conceded  en- 
largement— they  even  conceded  compul- 
sory enlargement;  but  bow  would  tbe 
small  tenant  be  able  to  avail  himself  of 
the  new  privilege  ?  Would  be  be  able 
to  occupy  and  stock  bis  additional  land? 
He  was  not  very  sanguine  of  gpreat,  ex- 
tensive, and  rapid  social  improvements 
by  legislation.  The  labouring  people 
must  work  out  their  own  salvation  by 
personal  industry,  integrity,  and  thrift. 
It  would  be  idle  to  suppose  that  a  poor 
crofting  community,  with  a  very  con- 
tracted area  of  common  pasture,  v;ould 
be  able  suddenly  to  take  over  a  large 
farm,  to  take  over  the  stock  at  a 
valuation  price,  and  to  pay  the  rent 
which  was  formerly  paid  by  the  sheep 
farmer  in  good  years.  It  would  also  be 
idle  to  suppose  that  an  individual  crofter 
who,  up  to  the  present  time,  had  paid  a 
rent  of  firom  £2  to  £5  a-year  would 
suddenly  be  able  to  undertake  a  croft 
of  tbe  annual  value  of  £15  a-year, 
and  to  do  justice  to  the  proprietor 
and  to  the  soil.  The  method  and  manner 
in  which  additional  land  could  be  alone 
conferred  with  advantage  on  the  small 
tenant  was  by  the  enlargement  of  the 
common  pasture,  by  the  appropriation 
of  a  portion  of  the  adjacent  land,  to- 
gether with  some  moderate  portion  of 
land  susceptible  of  tillage,  or  susceptible 
of  feeding  stock.  Eegarded  in  this  prac- 
tical and  moderate  form,  he  believed  that 
small  tenants  would  be  able  gradually  to 
occupy  and  stock  these  large  holdings. 
He  thought  this  concession  would  be  very 
highly  valued  by  them,  and  it  would  be 
veiT  beneficial  to  them,  on  one  condition, 
and  that  was  that  the  evils  of  squatting 
and  sub-division  were  prevented ;  and  be 
thought  that  in  that  respect  the  provisions 
of  the  present  Bill  were  very  strong.  He 
thought  that  the  question  of  the  enlarge- 
ment of  holdings  could  be  better  carried 
out  in  the  absence  of  the  provision  for 
fixity  of  tenure,  for  this  reason — ^that  the 
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proprietor  in  possession  of  his  own  pre- 
rogatives, who  was  well-intentionea  by 
his  tenants,  would  be  able  to  use  his 
authority,  his  control,  and  his  advice  in 
the  recasting  and  remodelling  of  these 
large  holdings,  which  he  would  not  be 
able  to  do  under  the  present  system. 
That  duty  was,  more  or  less,  delegated 
by  the  Bill  to  Commissioners,  who  would 
not  understand  it  so  well  as  the  pro- 
prietor ;  but  he  considered  the  enlarge- 
ment of  holdings  was  such  an  important 
question,  that  even  under  any  disadvan- 
tage it  was  the  principal  (object  they 
should  have  at  heart ;  and  he  could  not 
help  expressing  his  gratitude  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  for  having  had 
the  courage  to  embody  this  provision  in 
the  Bill.  Up  to  the  present  time  he  had 
spoken  in  the  interest  of  the  crofters. 
He  would  leave  to  others — perhaps  to 
his  noble  Friend  on  the  Gross  Benches 
(the  Earl  of  Wemyss),  or  the  noble  Duke 
behind  him — to  speak  in  the  interest  of 
the  proprietors.  He  might  be  permitted, 
however,  to  say  that  he  did  not  think 
that  the  material  interests  of  the  pro- 
prietor were  really  seriously  affected  by 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  as,  in  his  opi- 
nion, the  proprietor  would  not  have  got 
more  from  his  land  under  any  circum- 
stances than  he  would  get  under  its  pro- 
visions. In  his  judgment,  the  Bill  con- 
tained some  provisions  which  were  illu- 
sory, and  some  provisions  which  were 
even  mischievous,  as  well  as  being  per- 
nicious. He  was  obliged  to  confess,  with 
sorrow  and  confusion,  that  the  very  provi* 
sions  which  he  deprecated  were  the  pro- 
visions which  the  crofters  had  been  taught 
to  covet,  and  which  the  public  in  Scot- 
land had  learned  to  applaud.  Those  pro- 
visions might  not  be  wise ;  but  they  were 
popular  and  acceptable,  and  he  feared 
they  were  imavoidable.  He  could  only 
express  the  hope  that,  if  adopted,  they 
might  prove  instrumental  towards  con- 
ciliation and  peace ;  and  that  they  might 
help  to  restore  the  population,  who  had 
many  interesting  and  attractive  quali- 
ties, to  their  normal  condition  of  morality 
and  order. 

The  Dtjke  of  AEGYLL  said,  tbe 
noble  Lord  who  had  just  spoken  had 
apparently  assumed  that  he  was  one  of 
the  few  Members  of  that  House  who 
would  speak  upon  that  subject  in  the 
interest  of  the  crofters,  and  had  observed 
that  he  would  leave  to  others  the  duty 
of  speaking  in  the  interests  of  the  pro- 
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prietors.     He  could  assure  the  noble 
Lord  that  they  on  that  side  of  the  House, 
and  on  the  other  side  as  well,  who  were 
proprietors  of  land  in  the  Highlands, 
were  quite  as  anxious    to    assist    the 
orofters  as  any  of  those   demagogues 
who  had  been  inciting  them.     They  de- 
sired to  see  the  orofters  a  prosperous 
people.    They  had  worked  for  that  end, 
many  of  them  for  years,  and  they  would 
be  very  glad  if  the  Legislature  could  see 
its  way  to    pass    any  measure  which 
would  really  have  the  effect  of  perma- 
nently improving  their  condition.     His 
noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Dalhousie) 
who  had  charge  of  the  measure  always 
dealt  with  every  matter  which  was  com- 
mitted to  his  hands  with  singular  judg- 
ment and  discretion,   and  he  was  not 
sore  that  he  had  ever  shown  that  judg- 
ment and  discretion  better  than  he  had 
done  that  night.     He  spoke  with  great 
moderation  and  good  temper  on  every 
point;  but  he  skimmed  with    infinite 
agility  over  the  thinnest  ice.     The  Bill 
belonged  either  to  the  category  of  mea- 
sures which  they  should  discuss  upon 
their  own  merits,  or  to  the  category  of 
measures  which  they  could  discuss  only 
with  reference  to  the  political  situation 
in  which  they  found  themselves.      He 
was  bound  to  confess  that  he  would  not 
oppose  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill, 
not  because  he  thought  it  was  a  good 
Bill  on  its  merits,  but  on   account   of 
the  position  in  which  they  were  placed. 
He  said  distinctly  that,  on  its  merits, 
the  Bill  might  be  denominated  by  a  new 
title.    It  would  be  no  travesty  of  what 
he  believed  would  be  the  effect  of  this 
measure  to  call  it  a  Bill  to  arrest  agri- 
cultural improvements  in  certain  coun- 
ties in   Scotland.      That  would  be  an 
accurate  title  for  the  Bill.     In  order  to 
show  that  he  was  not  speaking  vaguely 
or  at  random,  or  out  of  mere  antipathy 
to  any  new  principle  adopted  by  Parlia- 
ment, he  would  direct  tlie  attention  of 
the  House  to  one  broad  feature  of  the 
Bill,  and  of  the  speeches  which  had  been 
made  in  favour  of  it.     The  Bill,  as  it 
liad  been  pointed  out  to  them,  proposed 
to  advance  public  money  for  the  benefit 
of   crofters  as  regarded    their  fishing 
avocations ;  but  it  did  not  propose  to  ad- 
vance money  to  the  extent  even  of  a  single 
shilling  for  agricultural  purposes.     He 
wanted  to  point  out  to  the  House  the 
effect  of  that.     Mr.  Trevelyan,  in  his 
speech  in   "  another  place,"   dwelt  at 


great  length  upon  that  point,  and  said 
he  was  not  prepared  to  recommend  Par- 
liament   to    advance  public  money  to 
crofters  for  agricultural  purposes.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said— and  he  (the 
Duke  of  Argyll)  could  not  gainsay  the 
argument-— tnat  he  did  not  see  why  the 
small  tenant  on  the  West  Coast  of  Scot- 
land had  more  claim  on  the  public  purse 
than  the  small  tenant  in  any  other  part 
of  Scotland  who  might  be  suffering  from 
agricultural  distress,  or,  indeed,  than  the 
small  tradesmen,  who  were  now  suffering 
great  distress.     Mr.  Trevelyan  put  his 
foot  down  on  that  at  once,  and  said  he 
would  be  no  party  to  the  advance  of 
public  money  for  agricultural  specula- 
tion of  that  kind ;  and  it  was  surmised 
at  the  time  that  Mr.  Trevelyan  had  in 
his  mind,  when  he  made  that  speech, 
other  proposals  which  were  likely  to  be 
before  Parliament  with  regard  to  an- 
other country.     He  asked  them  to  look 
at    this    Bill    fairly  and    closely,    and 
they  would  find  that  one  of  the  clauses 
of    the    Bill    distinctly    deprived    the 
crofter    of   his    access    to   the    capital 
of  the  landlord.    They  refused  to  the 
crofter  one  shilling  of  public  money,  and 
they  put  him  under  such  conditions  that 
he  could  not  get  one  shilling  from  his 
landlord.     Did  they  think  that  that  was 
for  the  benefit  of  the  crofter,  and  that 
it  would  tend  to  the  improvement  of 
land  in  Scotland  ?    The  dth  clause  said 
that  a  new  agreement  might  be  made 
between  the  landlord  and  the  tenant,  but 
that  the  agreement  would  hold  so  long 
as  one  of  the  parties  did  not  apply  to 
the  Land  Court  for  a  revision.    Let  him 
point  out  how  that  operated.   Two  years 
ago  the  tenants  on  his  property  in  the 
Island  of  Tiree  came  to  him  and  said — 
"  Will  you  help  us  to  drain  and  fence 
this  land?"  He  said— •"  Certainly  I  will, 
if  you  pay  me  a  moderate  percentage 
on  the  outlay."    In  that  Island,  and  in 
many  parts  of  the  Highlands,  there  were 
plenty  of  rocks  but  no  stones,  and  the 
fences  had  to  be  made  with  wire  at  great 
cost.    These  poor  crofters  were  not  able 
to  lay  out  that  money ;  but  they  were 
perfectly  willing  to  pay  to  the  landlord 
interest  on  his  outlay.     He  told  those 
crofters  he  would  be  very  glad  to  help 
them,  and  a  year  and  a-half  ag^  the 
work  was  done.    This  year  they  asked 
him  to  proceed  with  the  work ;  but  he 
said — '*  I  am  sorry  I  cannot  do  that,  till 
I  see  what  Parliament  is  going  to  do 
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with  my  freedom  of  contract  with  you." 
If  thitt  Bill  were  passed  he  should  have 
to  say  to  these  crofters — ''  My  friends. 
Parliament  has  prohibited  you  from 
making  any  binding  contract  with  me 
on  that.  You  may  promise  your  4  or  6 
per  cent  upon  this  outlay ;  but  you  can- 
not bind  even  yourselves,  still  less  can 
you  bind  your  successors  in  the  farm." 
Under  these  circumstances  he  should  be 
obliged  to  say — **  I  am  very  sorry  Par- 
liament has  put  you  in  the  position  of 
children  or  fools,  and  has  put  me  in  a 
position  in  which  I  cannot  lay  out  any 
capital  with  any  security.  You  must 
fence  and  drain  the  farm  for  yourselves." 
He  would  now  beg  the  House  to  under- 
stand what  was  the  experience  of  drain- 
ing land  in  the  West  Highlands  of  Scot- 
land. Sir  James  Oaird  was  surprised 
when  he  informed  him  he  could  not 
drain  land  in  the  Highlands  under  from 
£  12  to  £  15  an  acre  ;  but  Sir  James  Caird 
was  forgetting  at  the  time  that  in  conse- 
quence of  the  character  of  the  soil  they 
had  to  put  their  drains  very  thick,  and 
largely  to  depend  upon  tiles  and  tilling 
in.  The  tiles  had  to  be  obtained  from 
Ayrshire,  and  therefore  became  very  ex- 
pensive in  the  West  Highlands,  and  the 
result  was  that  efficient  drainage  could 
not  be  done  for  anything  like  what  it 
could  be  done  for  in  the  Lowlands  of 
Scotland.  That  being  so,  how  were  the 
poor  tenants,  these  crofters,  to  drain  the 
land,  because  the  Bill  shut  them  out 
from  the  assistance  of  the  State — be- 
cause they  said  that  these  people  should 
not  have  a  shilling  of  money  ?  In  Oom- 
mittee  he  hoped  the  Gk>vemment  would 
be  able  either  to  insert  a  new  clause,  and 
80  alter  the  5th  clause,  so  that  after  the 
tenant  had  been  placed  in  possession  of 
the  increased  croft  he  should  be  able  to 
make  a  reasonable  bargain  with  his  land- 
lord with  respect  to  drainage  and  other 
matters.  Without  that  this  Bill,  instead 
of  improving  the  lot  of  these  poor  people, 
would  immensely  damage  them.  He 
agreed  with  his  noble  Friend  that  what 
these  people  asked  for  was  more  land, 
and  there  were  two  ways  of  increasing 
crofts  where  there  was  land  available ; 
but  there  were  many  townships  in  the 
Highlands  in  the  midst  of  other  town- 
ships, and  in  that  case  they  could  only 
add  land  by  taking  it  from  their  neigh- 
bours. Another  mode  of  increasing  the 
size  of  the  oroft  was  to  wait  for  acci- 
dental vacancy,  and  then  to  add  to  it  the 
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adjoining  croft.  When  a  crofter  came 
to  him  and  asked  to  have  his  croft  in- 
creased, he  said  to  him — **  Well,  which 
of  your  neighbours  do  you  want  to 
swallow  up?"  That  puzzled  him.  When 
he  succeeded,  40  years  ago,  to  an  estate 
which  was  managed  on  the  old  Celtic 
system,  and  was  overcrowded  with 
crofters,  he  gave  instructions  to  his 
agent  never  to  turn  out  a  crofter  except 
for  bankruptcy ;  but  when  a  oroft  be- 
came vacant  never  to  let  it  again  to  any 
man  outside  certain  close  relations  of 
the  late  tenant,  but  to  add  it  to  adjacent 
crofts.  Taking  advantage  of  these 
vacancies,  he  had  gradually  succeeded 
in  increasing  the  size  of  the  crofts,  until 
now  they  were  most  of  them  of  a  com- 
paratively good  size,  and  the  crofters 
were  now  in  comfortable  circumstances. 
Now,  what  would  be  the  effect  of  the  Bill 
in  that  case  ?  The  whole  of  the  operations 
to  which  he  had  been  trusting  for  40 
years  for  the  improvement  of  these  people 
would  be  absolutely  stopped,  because  the 
Bill  gave  the  smallest  of  these  people 
power  to  leave  their  crofts  not  only  to 
their  sons,  and  he  did  not  object  to  that, 
or  to  the  croft  being  left  to  daughters 
who  had  married  well,  or  to  brothers  ; 
but  they  empowered  a  crofter  to  leave 
the  croft  to  his  most  distant  relation ; 
and  if  he  should  leave  no  will,  then  the 
croft  was  to  fall  to  the  heir-at-law,  who 
might  be  a  man  who  had  lived  all  his  life 
in  Glasgow,  and  came  for  the  first  time 
into  the  parish  to  take  up  the  croft,  thus 
preventing  that  increase  of  the  size  of 
crofts  that  added  so  much  to  the  comfort 
of  the  people.  That  was  a  fault  in  the 
Bill  which,  however,  he  was  afraid  that 
no  Amendment  the  Government  were 
likely  to  accept  would  alter,  though  he 
had  an  Amendment  which  he  shoukL  put 
down  on  the  Paper,  with  the  view  of 
leaving  to  the  township  as  well  as  to  the 
landlord  the  right  to  object  to  a  tenant 
taking  possession  of  the  croft  on  the 
ground  that  he  was  a  stranger.  In  all 
cases  where  adjacent  land  was  not  avail- 
able the  Bill  would  damnify  the  position 
of  the  crofter.  The  acceptance  of  that 
Bill,  with  all  the  Amendments  it  was 
possible  for  them  to  put  in  it,  depended 
entirely  upon  what  he  called  the  diffi- 
culties in  the  way.  What  was  th^ 
position  ?  what  were  the  ciroumBtances 
that  compelled  them  to  adopt  some  mea- 
sure which  he  quite  admitted  was  neces- 
sary ?    In  the  first  place,  thej  had  the 
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manufacturers  to  deal  with,  and  in  their 
part  of  Scotland  they  had  the  survival  of 
a  class,  once  universal  over  the  whole 
country,  of  small  crofters,  who  were  dis- 
appearing. Concurrently  with  that  they 
had  a  strong  popular  opinion  in  favour 
of  small  holdings.  He  believed  that  in 
many  parts  of  the  country  consolidation 
had  gone  on  to  an  inconvenient  extent, 
Hmiting  the  class  of  farms  to  persons 
with  large  capital.  He  believed  it  would 
be  better  to  have  larger  farms ;  but  just 
now  they  had  almost  a  mania  for  the 
adoption  of  a  plan  under  which  small 
farms  could  be  established  or  thrive. 
Then  there  was  a  third  point,  which  he 
would  venture  to  call  the  Celtic  mania. 
He  himself  was  of  Celtic  origin — and  as 
pureaCelt  as  existed — but  the  views  upon 
that  matter  had  gone  to  a  most  extraor- 
dinary extent.  Now,  if  a  man  threatened 
another  for  telling  the  truth,  if  he  seized 
upon  another  man's  property  without  a 
shadow  of  reason  and  defied  the  law,  if 
he  refused  to  pe^  his  portion  of  the  rates, 
he  was  praised  all  over  the  papers  as  a 
hero,  the  only  condition  being  that  he 
should  speak  Gaelic.  The  Celtic  mania 
had  now  to  be  dealt  with,  and,  as  far  as 
it  could  be,  reduced  to  reason.  Fourthly, 
they  had  the  contagion  of  the  Irish  Land 
Act.  He  had  always  said  that  Act  had 
debauched  the  public  mind  in  these  mat- 
ters, as  he  foresaw  it  would  do ;  and  a 
great  deal  of  the  agitation  brought  on  in 
the  Highlands  had  simply  been  the  echo 
of  the  Irish  Land  Act.  Next,  they  had 
an  organized  agitation  to  which  his  noble 
Friend  the  Chairman  of  the  Commission 
testified  in  a  most  frank  manner  when  he 
said  that  the  Commission  was  preceded 
by  an  organized  band  of  agitators,  and 
the  Petitions  that  were  sent  in  were 
drawn  up  at  Westminster,  and  forwarded 
through  Edinburgh  by  persons,  many 
of  whom  were  decayed  schoolmasters. 
The  crofters  were  told  what  they  were 
to  say,  and  in  many  of  the  Petitions  the 
same  terms  were  used.  Then  there 
was  the  fact  that  Government  had  ap- 
pointed a  Royal  Commission  to  inquire 
into  the  matter ;  and  in  the  presence  of 
his  noble  Friend  the  Chairman  of  that 
Commission  he  would  say  that  the  whole 
of  that  matter  had  been  grossly  mis- 
managed, and  the  Commission  ought  to 
have  been  of  a  different  character.  It 
ought  to  have  been  a  regular  Court  of 
Inquiry,  where  the  truth  or  the  untruth 
of  the  statements  made  could  have  been 


ascertained  before  the  Commission. 
Great  falsehoods  were  given  as  evidence, 
and  the  landlords  had  not  the  means  to 
disprove  them.  There  was,  however, 
one  advantage  in  having  as  Chairman  of 
that  Commission  a  man  like  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Napier  and  Ettrick). 

LoKD  NAPIER  AND  ETTRICK  took 
exception  to  the  statement  of  the  noble 
Duke«  and  pointed  out  that  the  Com- 
mission examined  most  carefully  the  re- 
presentatives of  the  landlords. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  that  his 
noble  Friend  went  to  the  Island  of  Tiree 
in  such  a  hurry  that  a  letter  he  (the  Duke 
of  Argyll)  sent  to  him  only  reached  him 
by  the  purest  chance  before  the  Commis- 
sion sat.  If  they  had  known  what  was 
to  happen  they  ought  to  have  had  an 
organized  band  of  examiners  sent  round 
with  the  Commissioners  to  cross-examine 
the  witnesses,  or  to  see  that  they  did  not 
tell  lies,  because  he  knew  that  many 
falsehoods  were  told.  Excepting  the  fact 
that  his  noble  Friend  had  great  influence 
upon  the  witnesses  that  went  before  the 
Commission,  and  imjpressed  them  with 
the  fact  that  the  Government  really 
wished  to  hear  their  side  of  the  ques- 
tion, he  believed  the  Commission  was  an 
ill-advised  one,  and  that  its  Report  did 
mischief.  Then  there  was  the  political 
situation.  They  had  a  vote  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  about  which  he  wished  to 
say  something.  A  discussion  was  raised 
upon  a  Motion  that  something  should 
be  done  in  the  interests  of  the  crofters, 
and  it  was  brought  on  by  a  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  intended  to  stand  for 
one  of  the  crofter  constituencies.  Sir 
William  Harcourt  showed  an  anxiety  to 
get  rid  of  the  vote,  and  he  made  a  de- 
precatory speech  upon  the  matter.  When 
the  vote  was  put  many  of  the  hon. 
Members  rose  and  marched  out  of  the 
House,  showing  that  they  were  disin- 
clined to  resist  a  vote  of  the  kind ;  and 
the  fact  was  that  in  the  face  of  a  General 
Election  all  parties  were  powerless  in 
regard  to  it.  There  was  d  moral 
cowardice  on  the  part  of  all  parties,  and 
although  the  Government  deprecated 
the  vote  it  was  allowed  to  pass  sub 
silentio ;  but  still  it  was  a  recorded  vote 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  he  was 
not  surprised  that  his  noble  Friend  and 
other  Members  of  the  Government 
should  dwell  upon  it  as  an  important 
factor  in  the  political  situation.  Lastly, 
they  came  to  the  Executive  duties  of  the 
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Government,  and  he  did  not  know  that 
the  House  had  the  least  idea  of  the  real 
state  of  things  that  had  arisen  in  the 
crofter  districts.  In  the  Isle  of  Skye  it 
was  a  small  thing  to  say  that  the  Queen's 
writ  did  not  run  there.  The  Queen's 
Messenger  had  gone  to  the  Island,  and 
had  been  assaulted  and  maltreated  to 
the  serious  danger  of  his  life  when 
administering  the  writ  of  the  Court  of 
Session.  The  poor's  rates  could  not  be 
collected  at  the  present  moment,  and  yet 
during  the  whole  of  the  last  winter  the 
poor  actually  would  have  wanted  the 
necessaries  of  life  if  the  agents  of  the 
proprietors  had  not  come  forward  to  the 
banks  and  said — "We  will  guarantee 
this  advance."  That,  he  thought,  was 
very  handsome  on  the  part  of  the  land- 
lords, who  were  not  receiving  their 
rents.  At  this  time,  also,  they  had  the 
Sheriff  of  the  county,  Sheriff  Ivory, 
representing  to  the  Gbvemment  that  the 
state  of  things  was  intolerable ;  schools 
'  had  been  shut  up,  and  unless  the  G-o- 
vemment  came  to  their  assistance  the 
poor  would  starve.  He  distinctly  denied 
that  any  Government  had  the  right  to 
withhold  the  arm  of  the  law  from  en- 
forcing the  law  in  such  circumstances  as 
these  until  the  Parliament  had  been 
driven  to  the  adoption  of  any  particular 
measure.  Still,  they  were  bound  to 
consider  the  state  of  matters,  and  he 
fully  admitted  the  extreme  importance 
of  having  this  question,  if  possible, 
settled  without  the  danger  and  risk  of  a 
rising  and  bloodshed.  He  entirely  agreed 
with  the  statement  that  after  all  they 
were  a  very  poor  class  of  people,  and 
that  they  had  been  misled  by  agitators 
into  believing  what  was  untrue ;  but  the 
force  of  the  law  would  have  to  be  main- 
tained sooner  or  later,  and  the  sooner 
the  better  he  said.  Under  all  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  could  not  deny  that  they 
were  in  a  position  that  compelled  them 
to  agree  to  something  being  done  ;  and 
if  any  measure  of  that  kind  had  to  be 
passed,  the  Government  must  draw  up  a 
JBill  with  the  view  of  doing  as  much 
good  and  as  little  injustice  as  was  pos- 
sible. But  he  did  not  think  they  had 
entirely  succeeded.  Before  sitting  down 
he  hoped  the  House  would  allow  him  to 
say  a  few  words  upon  an  important 
matter  which  his  noble  Friend  had  re- 
ferred to.  They  would  see  the  enor- 
mous temptation  that  a  Government  was 
under  in  these  circumstances  to  invent 
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arramentfi  and  history  to  support  the 
BiU.  They  were  driven  to  their  wits' 
end  to  invent  arguments,  law,  and 
history  which  had  no  foundation  in 
fact,  and  these  arguments  would  have 
a  very  bad  effect  on  the  country,  and 
neutralize  the  Bill,  because  it  would  g^ve 
a  vague  idea  of  ancient  rights,  which 
rights  had  never  existed,  and  which  the 
Bill  did  not  sanction.  He  wished  to 
point  out  one  or  two  of  these  great  his- 
torical errors  to  the  House,  which  had 
been  pressed  into  the  service  of  the  Bill 
— errors  which  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  case.  One  was  the  general  impres- 
sion that  the  old  Celtic  tenure  of  the 
country  before  the  day  of  Charters  was 
more  favourable  to  the  cultivating  classes 
than  they  came  to  be  under  the  Charters ; 
but  he  contended  that  it  could  be  proved 
beyond  contradiction  that  under  the  old 
Celtic  tenure  the  classes  of  cultivators 
were  bound  by  harsh  Celtic  usages  on 
the  part  of  their  Chiefs ;  and  the  first 
year  of  redemption  to  the  ECighlands  and 
to  the  rest  of  the  country  was  when 
written  Charters  were  given.  The  same 
delusion  had  affected  tneir  Irish  policy, 
where  the  land  misery  had  not  been  due 
to  English  settlers.  There  was  the 
direct  mismanagement  of  the  land  by 
the  old  Celtic  Chiefs ;  and  the  complaint 
against  the  English  settlers  was  not  that 
they  had,  but  that  they  had  not,  intro- 
duced English  law.  It  was  exactly  the 
same  thing,  only  not  so  bad,  in  the 
Highlands.  He  would  now  allude  to 
another  historical  error — that  the  old 
clans  had  rights  of  grazing.  As  a 
mode  of  occupation,  let  it  be  distinctly 
understood  that  the  word  crofter  was 
not  Celtic  at  all;  and  the  custom  of 
holding  a  piece  of  land,  and  a  common 
grazing  in  addition,  existed  over  the 
whole  of  Scotland  and  England  and 
Europe.  They  could  go  back  to  a 
period  when,  in  the  immediate  neigh- 
bourhood of  Edinburgh,  there  were 
common  grazings,  and  the  place  where 
the  battle  of  Prestonpans  was  fought 
was  a  common  grazing.  The  clans  had 
been  spoken  of  as  if  they  were  confined 
to  the  Highlands ;  but  the  whole  South 
of  Scotland  had  been  occupied  by  clans 
on  precisely  the  same  footing.  In  Sir 
Walter  Scott's  Border  MinetreUy  they 
would  find  the  most  interesting  account 
of  the  state  of  society  before  the  Union 
of  the  Crowns,  where  Sir  Walter  Scott 
talked  of  the  Scotts,  and  the  Elliota,  and 
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the  Axmfitrongs,  and  the  Johnstons  as  | 
clans.  They  were  all  clans,  just  as  the 
Camphells  and  the  Frasers  were  clans. 
The  mode  of  life  was  exactly  the  same. 
There  was  a  third  historical  error  of  a 
most  extraordinary  kind.  Mr.  Trevelyan 
actually  said  that  there  was  nothing  in 
the  Bill  which  had  not  hitherto  existed. 
But  they  never  had  anything  like  fixity 
of  tenure;  and,  what  was  more,  they 
never  had  the  grazings  of  the  mountains. 
He  would  not  trouhle  the  House  with 
quotations ;  but  he  had  many  of  them 
from  the  works  of  the  most  eminent  au- 
thorities on  Scotch  history  to  show  that 
in  the  Middle  Ages  the  tenure  was  one 
of  tenancy  at  will,  except  in  the  case  of 
those  who  had  written  leases,  and 
written  leases  existed  before  the  battle 
of  Bannockburn.  One  of  the  most  re- 
markable books  dealing  with  these  mat- 
ters was  called  Ths  Book  of  Taymouth, 
containing  a  large  number  of  documents, 
which  had  been  preserved,  regarding  the 
management  of  that  great  Highland 
estate,  which  was  some  60  miles  in 
length,  and  these  papers  contained  a 
continuous  history  of  the  estate  for 
300  years.  Those  papers  had  been  put 
into  the  hands  of  a  most  competent 
man,  and  the  book  showed  that  the 
landlord  exercised  the  power  of  dis- 
placement, of  removal,  of  plantation, 
of  protecting  deer,  and  of  protection  of 
heather  burning,  which  the  landlord 
now  possessed.  Befugees  were  very 
often  taken  in  and  planted  on  the  land 
— refugees  from  broken  clans — and  they 
had  the  most  minute  directions  as  to 
their  conduct  and  the  conditions  of  their 
tenancy.  In  short,  all  the  historical 
nonsense  about  private  rights  vanished 
the  moment  they  examined  those  papers. 
As  regarded  tenants  at  will  ana  re- 
moval of  tenants,  as  early  as  the  12th 
century  they  had  an  Act  of  Parliament 
providing   for  the  incoming  and   out- 

foing  tenants  precisely  as  they  might 
ave  it  now.  When  Mr.  Trevelyan 
made  such  statements  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  it  only  showed  that  he  was 
absolutely  ignorant  of  the  ancient  his- 
tory of  the  country  for  which  he  pro- 
posed to  legislate.  In  The  Book  of  Tay- 
mouth  they  had  the  most  minute  directions 
for  the  protection  of  the  red  deer,  from 
1671  up  to  1720.  Then  they  had  the 
Gordon  Estates,  extending  in  the  year 
1600  from  the  coast  of  Banffshire  to 
the  West  Ck>ast  opposite,   Skye;   and 


Mr.  Joseph  Bobertson  and  Mr.  Cosmo 
Innes  testified  that  over  that  vast 
tract  of  country  there  were  no  sheep; 
there  was  hardly  any  cattle;  and  the 
whole  of  the  country  was  absolutely 
waste  mountain.  Instead  of  that  they 
had  now  an  enormous  added  wealth. 
There  was  another  passage  which  he 
heard  with  astonishment,  and  that  was 
the  clearances  and  the  stocking  of  the 
mountains  with  sheep  was  done  for  the 
benefit  of  the  proprietors  and  not  for  the 
benefit  of  the  public.  Did  Mr.  Tre- 
velyan mean  to  say  that  to  change  a 
whole  country,  almost  waste  except  for 
a  few  glens,  into  a  country  where  there 
were  millions  of  sheep  and  tens  of  thou- 
sands of  cattle  was  not  a  benefit  to  the 
countrv  ?  He  might  just  as  well  have 
said  that  there  was  no  benefit  to  the 
country  in  the  draining  of  the  Bedford 
level,  or  the  reclamation  of  England 
from  wastes  and  forests.  People  talked 
about  the  diminution  of  population  in 
the  Highlands;  but  it  all  depended 
from  what  date  they  started.  Arterthe 
dose  of  the  Civil  War  in  1745  there  was 
an  enormous  increase  of  population  in 
the  Highlands,  quite  out  of  proportion 
to  the  increase  of  the  means  of  subsist- 
ence. That  arose  from  four  causes. 
First  of  all,  there  was  peace,  and  one  of 
the  most  prominent  agitators  in  Scot- 
land was  so  beset  wi&i  sympathy  for 
the  crofters  that  he  actually  talked  of 
the  horrible  outrages  and  massacres 
that  went  on  before  1745  as  a  little 
wholesome  blood-letting  for  the  benefit 
of  the  population.  When  that  little 
wholesome  blood-letting  came  to  an  end 
there  was  an  enormous  increase  in  the 
breeding  powers  of  the  country.  Then 
there  was  the  introduction  of  the  potato, 
and  the  introduction  of  inoculation.  He 
mentioned  the  last  fact  lately  in  a  speech 
in  Scotland,  and  he  had  an  inquiry  from 
one  of  the  most  prominent  physicians 
whether  inoculation  had  been  introduced 
into  the  Highlands.  He  was  very  glad 
to  refer  that  gentleman  to  seven  or 
eight  extracts  from  the  accounts  of  Mi- 
nisters in  the  Statistical  Account  of  Scot- 
land, published  in  1790,  which  proved 
his  assertion.  The  truth  was  that  in 
former  times  the  Highlands  were  sub- 
jected to  desolation,  famines,  plagues, 
and  visitations  of  small-pox,  which  swept 
away  thousands  upon  thousands,  and 
very  frequently  there  was  a  failure  of 
the  crops,  followed  by  starvation  or  alow 
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fever.  The  potato  saved  the  Highlands 
from  famine,  and  inoculation  saved  the 
people  from  small-pox.  Then  there  was 
the  manufacture  of  kelp,  which  led  to 
the  sub-division  of  the  crofts,  because 
there  was  plenty  of  occupation,  and  the 
population  accordingly  increased.  That 
industry  failed,  and  the  Highlands  were 
the  only  country  he  knew  of  where, 
when  a  great  industry  ceased,  the  people 
would  not  remove,  but  remained  on  the 
spot.  The  state  of  the  Highlands  was 
most  extraordinary  as  to  population.  In 
the  Island  of  Lewis  in  1801  the  popula- 
tion was  9,168,  while  in  1881  it  was 
25,487 — a  higher  rate  of  increase  than 
had  taken  place  in  the  most  populous 
city  of  Scotland.  Those  people,  so  far 
as  he  knew,  were  fishermen,  and  there 
was  no  additional  means  of  support  and 
subsistence.  Those  were  the  historical 
errors  which  had  been  stated  by  public 
men  in  favour  of  the  Bill ;  and  altnough 
the  Bill  passed  into  law  to-morrow,  it 
would  be  as  useless  as  the  action  of  the 
police  in  the  Island  of  Skye,  because 
they  had  to  deal  with  moral  force,  and 
people  ought  to  have  the  courage  now- 
adays to  speak  a  little  truth  and  state 
their  own  opinions.  There  was  another 
ffreat  fallacy  with  regard  to  the  High- 
lands. There  were  a  great  number  of 
people  who  thought  that  the  Highlands 
had  become  the  monopoly  of  large  sheep 
farms,  and  there  were  no  intervening 
farms  between  the  size  of  a  large  sheep 
farm  and  a  croft.  There  was  nothing 
more  absurd.  He  woidd^  venture  to  say 
that  there  was  a  better  and  more  equal 
division  of  land  in  the  Western  High- 
lands than'in  any  part  of  Scotland — cer- 
tainly far  better  than  in  those  parts  of 
Scotland  which  showed  the  other  day 
the  most  splendid  agriculture  in  the 
Kingdom.  In  Argyllshire  and  Inver- 
ness-shire there  were  a  large  number  of 
farms  below  £50,  a  large  number  be- 
tween £60  and  £200,  and  a  very  large 
number  between  £200  and  £1,000,  and 
the  number  of  larger  ones  was  very 
small.  The  responsibility  for  this  mea- 
sure rested  with  the  Government  and 
not  with  him ;  and  he  hoped  they  were 
very  much  encouraged  by  the  success  of 
the  last  Irish  Land  Act.  It  was  per- 
fectly dear  that  what  were  called  judi- 
cial rents  were  not  accepted  by  either 
party  as  judicial  in  the  proper  sense  of 
the  word,  and  caused  both  landlords  and 
tenants  to  be  discontented.  The  truth  was 
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that  these  matters  could  not  be  regulated 
and  managed  by  Act  of  Parliament.  They 
could  not  make  a  population  contented 
by  passing  measures  which  attempted  io 
do  what  in  the  nature  of  things  was 
impossible.  He  thought  that  in  the 
interest  of  justice  and  common  sense  he 
would  have  to  move  some  Amendments 
in  Committee.  They  were  Amendments 
which  he  believed  were  not  inconsistent 
with  the  principles  of  the  Bill  or  the 
objects  the  Government  had  in  view ; 
and  he  was  perfectly  content,  if  they 
were  accepted,  that  this  Bill  should  be 
tried  as  an  experiment  to  see  if  it  would 
work  satisfactorily. 

The  Earl  of  FIFE :  This  question 
of  the  Scottish  crofters  has  unfortu- 
nately, like  so  many  others  connected 
with  the  land,  been  greatly  complicated, 
as  the  noble  Duke  has  very  truly  said, 
by  appeals  to  class  prejudice  and  ]K>pn- 
lar  ignorance  on  the  part  of  those  whose 
seal  for  the  Highland  crofter  is  of  but  a 
very  recent  growth.  I  greatly  fear  that 
the  candition  of  the  Highland  crofter  is 
but  the  natural  result  of  physical  and 
economic  causes  which  legislation  is 
powerless  to  cure,  and  this  is  confirmed 
by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Napier  and 
Ettrick)  who  spoke  second  in  this  debate. 
The  Royal  Commissioners,  whose  Be- 
porfc  I  have  carefully  read,  do  not  by  any 
means  suggest  that  the  crofters  suffer, 
on  the  whole,  from  rack-renting ;  bnt 
that  their  grievances  result  mainly  from 
other  causes.  In  an  amiable  desire  to 
remedy  matters,  our  legislators  have  en- 
deavoured to  rivet  for  all  time  to  a 
barren  soil  populations  which  that  soil 
is  now  unable  to  bear,  and  thus  realize 
a  graphic  description  of  this  Bill  which 
I  heard  the  other  day,  as  one  whose 
final  end  would  be  to  stereotype  bar- 
barism. For  what  are  the  fundamental 
principles  of  this  Bill  ?  They  are  simply 
those  of  ** fixity  of  tenure"  and  "fair 
rent,"  which  we  have  heard  so  much  of 
in  an  ominous  quarter,  and  the  applica- 
tion of  which  has  not  been  attended  with 
signal  success.  In  that  case — I  mean  in 
Ireland — ^those  whom  it  was  sought  to 
conciliate  were  far  from  being  con- 
ciliated ;  and  in  this  case  the  self -con- 
stituted champions  of  the  Highland 
crofter  repudiate  and  refuse  your  con- 
cessions. Therefore,  you  are  in  tiiis 
position — that,  while  you  have  set  up  in 
the  British  leJes  principles  opposed  to 
yourprevious  declarations  andrepugnant 
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to  all  soimd  economic  doctrines,  you  have 
not  even  secured  the  poor  satisfaction  of 
allaying  the  opposition  of  your  agrarian 
agitators.     But  your  Lordships  are  well 
aware  that  it  is  the  custom  nowadays  to 
ask  your  critics  to  evolve  an  alternate 
policy ;  and  my  noble  Friend  will,  doubt- 
less, ask  me  what  I  propose  to  do  to 
remedy  the  evils  of  which  the  crofters 
complain.    Well,  no  insuperable  diffi- 
culty seems  to  arise  when  large  sums  of 
money  are  required  to  solve  difficulties 
on  the  other  side  of  St.  George's  Channel. 
And  hdre  you  have  an  exceptional  case, 
in  a  small  area,   under  circumstances 
which  you  say  yourselves  are  entirely 
peculiar— of  a  small  population,  num- 
bering, I  believe,  something  like  40,000 
families — and    you    hesitate    to  apply 
grants  or  loans  from    public    money, 
which  could  not  possibly  be  excessive, 
and  which,  if  advanced  to  responsible 
persons,  and  with  the  co- operation  of 
the  landlords,  might  effect  a  material 
improvement  in  the  condition  of  these 
people.    Highland  proprietors  cannot  be 
considered,  as  a  whole,  a  wealthy  class ; 
and  they  are  unable,  therefore,  to  do 
what  the  special  circumstances  of  the 
crofters  make  it  desirable    that    they 
should  do,  either  in  the  way  of  improv- 
ing their  holdings,  or  adding  to  their 
stock  and  implements.     If,  therefore, 
you  are  determined,  or  think  you  can 
improve  their  condition  by  exceptional 
legislation,  such  legislation  should  take 
the  form  of  providing,  by  exceptional 
means,  the  necessary  capital.  This  may 
not  recommend  itself  to  the    sternest 
political  economists;    but  it  is  surely 
better  than  to  set  up  in  the  British  Isles 
unsound    principles,    which     may     be 
claimed  as  precedents  in  the  future,  and 
which  it  is  even  now  sought  to  extend 
far  beyond  the  limits  of  crofting  coun- 
ties.    If  the  rights  of  landlords  are  in 
your  way  when  seeking  to  improve  the 
condition  of  any  specieJly  impoverished 
class,  by  all  means  let  those  rights  be 
removed,  after  due  compensation  given. 
There  are  abundant  precedents  for  this. 
But  on  what  principle  are  you  acting 
when  you  wish  a  man  to  keep  his  land, 
and  yet  tell  him,  as  you  do  in  the  11th 
clause  of  this  Bill,  to  whom  he  is  to  be 
compelled  to  let  it,  and  at  what  price  ? 
Surely,  if  the  position  of  the  crofters  is 
to  be  considered  such  an   exceptional 
one  as  to  necessitate  the  application  of 
principles,  the  soundness  of  which  you 


can  hardly  justify,  it  would  have  been 
wiser,  and  I  am  convinced  much  more 
efficacious,  to  have  approached  this  ques- 
tion in  a  totally  different  manner — to 
have  endeavoured  to  cure  the  root,  and 
not  the  mere  developments  of  this  evil. 
If  land  is  wanted  to  expand  these  crofts, 
let  land  be  purchased  compulsorily,  in 
the  usual  manner,  for  that  object;  if 
loans  are  required  for  agricultural  pur- 
poses, let  them  be  provided  at  a  low  rate 
of  interest  to  responsible  persons;  if 
harbours  are  necessary,  as  we  know  they 
are  for  the  development  of  the  fishing 
industries,  let  financial  assistance  be 
afforded  under  proper  ^arantees ;  and, 
lastly,  let  emigration,  the  only  effectual 
remedy  for  congested  districts,  be  dis- 
tinctly encouraged  wherever  feasible, 
instead  of  being  entirely  ignored  as  it  is 
in  this  Bill.  I  am  convinced  that  nearly 
all  that  is  requisite  to  deal  with  this 
special  grievance  in  a  corner  of  Scotland 
might  be  done  throTigh  the  financial  aid 
of  a  State  guarantee.  The  sum  involved 
could  not  assume  extravagant  propor- 
tions; but  if  it  were  ten  times  what 
practical  men  hold  to  be  requisite,  it 
would  yet  be  insignificant  in  comparison 
with  those  enormous  sums  you  propose 
to  pour  out  like  water,  to  propitiate  Irish 
discontent,  and  buy  off  Irish  opposition. 
Surely  it  would  have  been  better  for  the 
Government  to  have  reserved  some  of 
its  lavish  generosity  for  a  small  Scottish 
grievance,  rather  than  introduce  a  Bill 
which  contains  the  maximum  of  inter- 
ference with  other  people's  freedom,  and 
the  minimum  of  satisfaction  to  the 
grievances  alleged.  Although  I  have 
some  knowledge  of  the  populations  in 
question,  I  am  not  personally  affected 
by  the  provisions  of  this  Bill ;  and  as 
those  who  are  directly  interested  in  it, 
and  who  have  more  experience  than  my- 
self in  your  Lordships'  House,  have  not 
thought  it  necessary  to  take  any  steps 
in  the  matter,  I  shall  merely  content 
myself  with  entering  my  protest  against 
this  further  violation  of  sound  princi- 
ples on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

OXPORD    UNFVEBSITY  (JUSTIOIS) 

BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  remove  doubts  reepeoting  the 
sitting  and  acting  of  the  Chancellor  and  other 
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officers  of  the  Univenitj  of  Oxford  as  Justices 
of  the  Peace  —  Was  presented  by  The  Lord 
Chancellor ;  read  1*.    <No.  119.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Seven  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

a  quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Tkwraday,  2Qtk  May,  1886. 


MTNUTES.l—PaiTATB  Bill  {by  Order)  ^ 
Considered  a*  amended —  Drm^j^   Gas,   put 

Public  Bills — Imv^  -  Parliamentary  Elections 
(Ireland)  (Clerical  Interference),  negatived. 

Ordered— FnhUQ  Parks  and  Works  (Metro- 
polis).* 

Ordered  —  Firet  Beading  —  ToUce  Forces  (Re- 
moval of  Disabilities)  [221]. 

Seeond  Reading -Armn  (Ireland)  [206];  Losses 
by  Riot  (Compensation)  [209];  Freshwater 
Plsheries  [218];  Stannaries  Act  (1869) 
Amendment  [203] ;  Mining  Leases  (Corn- 
wall and  Devon)  [204],  debate  adjourned. 

Pbovisional  Order  BiLL  —  Seeond  Jteadina  — 
Police  and  Improvement  (Sootiand)  (Leith) 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 

DUNDALK  GAS  BILL  {by  Order). 
OOWSIDERATION. 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended, 
read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  taken  into  Con- 
sideration."—(i/r.  Dilltcyn.) 

Me.  J.  NOLAN  (Louth,  N.) :  I  rise, 
Sir,  to  move  that  this  Bill  be  read  a  third 
time  on  this  day  six  months.  I  believe 
that  it  is  an  unusual  course  to  take  this 
step,  and  the  third  reading  of  a  Bill  is, 
as  an  ordinary  rule,  looked  upon  as  a 
mere  matter  of  formsdiiy.  I  trust,  how- 
ever, that  the  House  on  this  occasion 
will  agree  with  me  that  it  is  right  that  it 
should  exercise  its  prerogative,  and  throw 
this  Bill  out.  It  is  a  matter  of  regret  to 
me  that  the  Motion  has  not  been  under- 
taken by  one  possessed  of  more  ability 
and  greater  experience  in  affairs  of  this 
kind ;  because  I  believe  that,  if  the  facts 
of  the  case  were  laid  before  the  House 
as  I  see  them,  the  House  would  have 
no  hesitation  in  following  the  course 
which  I  propose.  For  the  information 
of  hon.  Members,  I  may  say  that  this 
Bill  is  promoted  by  the  Dundalk  Gas 
Company,   and  opposed   by  the  Town 


Commissioners  of  Bundalk.  The  ob- 
ject of  the  promoters  is,  by  Parliamen- 
tary powers,  to  secure  and  maintain 
certain  rights  and  privileges  which  they 
now  exercise  on  suJSerance ;  whereas  the 
object  of  the  Town  Commissioners  is  to 
stay  proceedings  in  order  that  they  may 
promote  a  measure  in  regard  to  the 
lighting  of  the  town  of  Dundalk  in  the 
interests  of  the  great  body  of  ratepayers. 
It  will  be  necessary,  in  order  that  hon. 
Members  may  understand  the  case  tho- 
roughly, to  state  that  the  Dundalk  G^ 
Company,  as  it  is  at  present  constituted, 
was  only  formed  last  year ;  but  if  I  may 
use  a  plurase  which  has  already  been  used 
in  this  House,  it  is  the  apostoUc  successor 
of  the  Dundalk  Gas  Light  Company.  It 
appears  to  have  dawned  on  the  intelli- 
gence of  the  Directors  that  gas  might  be 
used  for  other  purposes  than  lighting ; 
and,  therefore,  they  have  dropped  the 
term  '<gas."  The  Dundalk  Gas  Light 
Company  was  formed  in  the  year  1836; 
and  it  was  subsequently  registered 
with  a  capital  of  £6,500.  In  1863  the 
capital  was,  by  a  stroke  of  the  pen,  in- 
creased to  £11,000 — the  profits  in  the 
meantime  having  been  10  per  cent.  It 
will  be  necessary  to  bear  this  point  in 
mind  in  order  to  understand  in  full  my 
reason  for  maintaining  that  the  present 
capital  of  the  Company  has  been  fixed 
too  high.  Last  year,  upon  legal  advice» 
the  Company  was  formed  into  a  Limited 
Liability  Company,  with  a  further  in- 
crease of  capital,  making  it  £16,500. 
Hon.  Members  above  the  Gangway  have 
been  threatening  us  that  if  the  fell  de- 
signs of  the  Prime  Minister  succeed 
capital  will  leave  Ireland ;  but  I  think 
that  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  and 
the  rest  of  us  may  take  heart,  because, 
even  if  British  capital  does  leave  the 
country,  we  may  feel  pretty  sure  that  as 
long  as  we  have  gentlemen  possessed  of 
the  financial  ability  of  the  Directors  of 
the  Dundalk  Gas  Company,  who  can  in- 
crease with  a  stroke  of  the  pen  their 
capital  of  £5,500  to  £11,000,  and  then 
to  £16,500,  we  shall  continue  in  a 
very  prosperous  condition.  Now,  the 
people  of  Dundalk  are  a  long-suffering 
people.  They  endured  the  treatment 
they  received  in  this  matter  of  lighting 
their  town  with  gas  for  a  good  number 
of  years.  At  last  their  patience  gave 
way,  and  an  application  was  made  by 
the  Town  Commissioners  for  a  change 
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in  the  method  of  the  operations  of  the 
Gas  Company.  That  application  was 
refused,  and  the  result  was  that  the 
Town  Commissioners  decided  to  light 
the  town  with  oil.  I  find  that  the  counsel 
for  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  made  merry 
at  the  notion  of  the  Dundalk  Commis- 
sioners incurring  the  cost  of  setting 
up  lamp-posts  in  the  town  in  order  to 
light  it  with  oil;  but  I  would  recom- 
mend to  the  attention  of  those  gentle- 
men, and  to  others  who  may  be  inclined 
to  think  that  human  endurance  has  no 
limits,  that  it  may  sometimes  be  better 
to  incur  an  initial  expenditure  in  order 
that  economy  may  be  eventually  effected. 
The  steps  taken  by  the  Town  Commis- 
sioners seem  to  have  aroused  the  fears  of 
the  Dundalk  gas  monopolists  ;  and  they, 
therefore,  sought  advice  in  their  diffi- 
culty. They  had  a  very  good  thing  in 
hand,  and  naturally  enough  they  did 
not  like  to  run  the  risk  of  losing  it. 
They  sought  advice — I  suppose  they 
found  that  it  could  not  be  obtained  in 
Ireland;  and,  therefore,  they  came  to 
London,  where,  I  believe,  they  found  a 
gentleman  who  undertook  to  put  them 
in  the  rieht  way  of  protecting  their  in- 
terests, i  certainly  must  say,  after  read- 
ing the  Beport  supplied  by  this  gentle- 
man, that  the  Dundalk  Gas  Company 
were  well  directed,  and  made  a  wise 
choice  in  selecting  him.  I  have  read 
his  Eeport  through,  and  I  find  that, 
having  referred  to  the  manner  in  which 
the  capital  had  been  increased  from 
£5,500  to  £16,500,  he  says  in  para- 
graph 4 — 

« I  need  scarcely  remark  that  if  the  Com- 
pany had  been  under  Parliamentary  sanction 
this  practice  would  have  been  irregular  and 
illegal'' 

After  having  in  that  way  alarmed  his 
clients,  this  gentleman  goes  on  to  re- 
assure them  by  saying — 

**  Constituted  as  the  Company  now  is,  it  is 
not  responsible  to  any  authority,  and,  however 
inadvisahle  its  proceedings,  it  has  done  no  legal 
wrong,  nor  has  it  incurred  any  penalty  of  any 
kind."' 

I  find  that  he  omits  the  word  **  legal " 
before  penalty  ;  but  I  think  there  is  one 
penalty  which  tiie  Directors  of  this  Com- 
pany ought  to  have  regard  for,  and  that 
IS  the  disapprobation  of  all  honest  men. 
In  paragraph  5  he  goes  on  to  say — 

'*  The  time  has  now  arrived  when  the  interest 
of  the  proprietors  demands  that  the  Company's 
operations  should  be  carried  on  under  Parlia- 
mentary sanction  and  control." 


He  proceeds  to  advise— first,  that  the 
assets  of  the  Company  should  be  valued ; 
secondly,  that  a  new  Company  should 
be  formed;  and,  thirdly,  that  powers 
should  be  sought  from  Irarliament  by  a 
Bill,  and  not  by  a  Provisional  Order. 
I  ask  hon.  Members  to  observe  his 
reasons  for  saying  that  powers  should 
be  sought  by  Bill — 

**A  Provisional  Order  involves  local  in- 
quiry.  There  are  other  reasons  in  favour  of 
proceeding  by  Bill  which  it  would  not  be  pru- 
dent to  state  in  a  document  which  may  fall 
into  the  hands  of  possible  opponents." 

Now,  I  notice  that  when  he  was  cross- 
examined  as  to  what  he  meant  by  **  other 
reasons,"  this  very  clever  gentleman 
found  it  convenient  to  forget  them.  I 
come  now  to  the  examination  of  the 
experts,  and  I  find  that  as  the  value 
of  this  concern  was  fixed  at  the  sum 
of  £16,500,  they  told  the  Committee 
there  was  cash  in  hand  amounting  to 
£2,863  lU.  Sd.f  and  that  the  plant,  &c. 
was  valued  at  £13,660,  making  a  total 
of  £16,523  lU.  Sd,;  or  £23  ll«.  Zd. 
more  than  the  sum  tihey  asked  to  have 
recognized  as  invested  capital.  They 
now  ask  for  an  additional  sum  of 
£5,500,  which  raises  the  capital  to 
£22,000,  with  a  borrowing  power 
sought  under  the  Bill  of  £8,000; 
consequently  the  Bill  asks  in  this  way 
to  fix  the  capital  at  £30,000.  Now,  the 
earnings  of  one  year,  according  to  the 
evidence  given  before  the  Committee, 
were  £1,170,  making  a  dividend  of  5  per 
cent  on  the  £5,500  of  the  shares  hold  by 
the  new  shareholders ;  and  it  is  a  very 
easy  calculation  to  discover  that  the  old 
shareholders  on  this  arrangement  will 
receive  15  per  cent  upon  their  original 
share  capital  of  £5,500.  It  is  quite 
clear,  I  think,  to  all  who  have  followed 
me  in  this  statement  that  the  present 
position  claimed  by  the  Company  with 
regard  to  invested  capital  is  entirely  due 
to  the  overcharges  which  have  been 
made  upon  the  residents  of  Dundalk  in 
the  past.  It  is  a  favourite  argument 
in  this  House — and  we  have  had  a 
good  deal  of  it  latterly — that  no  matter 
what  wrongs  may  have  been  inflicted  in 
the  past,  we  have  only  to  deal  with  those 
which  apply  to  the  present,  and  that 
property,  however  it  may  have  been 
acquired,  belongs  to  the  present  owners. 
Sir,  I  should  like  to  crave  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  method  of  valuation, 
according  to  the  evidence  given  by  the 
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advisers  of  the  Gas  OompaDy,  which  has 
been  adopted  in  this  case.  Now,  the  cost 
of  the  plant  has  always  been  supposed 
to  have  been  paid  out  of  the  working 
expenses,  and  the  valuation  of  the  cost 
of  plant  is  based  upon  that  supposition. 
Perhaps  the  House  will  allow  me  to 
direct  its  attention  for  one  moment  to 
one  item  alone — that  of  the  main  pipes. 
The  main  pipes  in  the  streets,  according 
to  the  valuation  of  the  expert,  are 
valued  at  something  like  their  original 
cost,  on  the  supposition  that  they  are 
in  good  condition.  Let  me  compare 
that  with  the  statement  made  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Gas  Company  before 
the  Committee  on  page  4  of  the  Eeport. 
He  says  that  the  annual  quantity  of 
gas  provided  is  24,000,000  cubic  feet, 
and  that  the  escape  through  the  main  is 
from  22  to  26  per  cent.  I  am  not  quite 
sure  that  he  did  not  say  that  it  reached 
even  30  per  cent.  But,  taking  the  escape 
of  gas  from  the  main  at  25  per  cent,  we 
get  an  annual  escape  of  6,000,000  cubic 
feet,  and  this,  be  it  remembered,  in  a 
town  of  14,000  inhabitants.  Now,  the 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, speaking  a  few  days  ago,  called 
attention  to  the  fact  that  while  the  num- 
ber of  deaths  per  1,000  all  through  Ire- 
land was  less  than  in  England,  the 
number  of  deaths  per  1,000  in  the  towns 
of  England  was  much  less  than  in  Ire- 
land. I  would  like  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  this  fact — 
that  here  we  have  a  town  with  14,000 
inhabitants,  and  that  6,000,000  cubic 
feet  of  gas,  according  to  the  evidence  of 
the  agent  of  the  Gas  Company,  are  al- 
lowed to  escape  from  the  gas  mains  in 
the  course  of  one  year.  I  Aould  certainly 
like  to  hear  some  authority  upon  sanita- 
tion express  an  opinion  in  this  House  as 
to  the  possible  effect  of  this  escape  of  gas 
upon  the  health  of  the  people.  In 
considering  the  subject  it  is  necessary 
to  bear  in  mind  that  when  gas  escapes 
from  a  main  in  the  streets  it  does  not  at 
once  make  its  way  up  through  the  con- 
crete or  macadam.  I  read  a  short  time 
ago  an  account  of  a  serious  explosion 
which  took  place  in  the  heart  of  London. 
It  arose  in  this  way — a  lorry  passing 
along  a  street  pressed  heavily  upon  the 
surface,  and  crushed  the  gas  main  un- 
derneath. The  gas,  instead  of  fmding 
its  way  at  once  into  the  air  in  the  street, 
escaped  into  a  cellar  close  by,  and  the 
result  was  a  terrible  explosion.    I  am 

Mr.  /,  Nohm 


not  able  to  say,  at  this  moment,  whe- 
ther there  were  any  lives  lost  or  not. 
Bearing  this  fact  in  mind,  and  taking  a 
common-sense  view  of  the  case,  we  know 
that  in  a  place  like  Dundalk  the  escaped 
gas  from  the  main  would  not  make  its 
way  at  once  through  the  hard  surface  of 
a  street,  but  would  pass  laterally  through 
the  soil,  follow  the  run  of  some  drain, 
and  find  its  way  into  a  number  of 
houses,  to  the  very  great  injury  of  the 
health  of  the  inhabitants.  Now,  I  think 
that  when  these  facts  are  taken  into  con- 
sideration hon.  Members  will  ag^ee  with 
me  that  such  an  escape  of  gas  as  is 
allowed  to  go  on  from  year  to  year 
amounts  not  merely  to  carelessness  of 
management,  but  to  a  criminal  disregard 
for  the  health  of  the  inhabitants.  This 
is  no  Party  question.  Perhaps  hon.  Mem- 
bers may  feel  disposed  to  think  that  it 
is  80  from  the  fact  that  the  Bill  is  backed 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the 
Western  Division  of  the  County  of  Down 
(Lord  Arthur  Hill)  and  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  North  Armagh 
(Major  Saunderson),  and  that  it  is  op- 
posed by  one  who  has  the  honour  to  be 
a  Nationalist — namely,  myself.  But  if  I 
may  be  allowed  to  say  so,  I  have  no  per- 
sonal or  Party  concern  whatever  in  this 
question.  I  do  not  know  a  single  share- 
holder or  Director  of  the  Gas  Campany ; 
and,  so  far  as  the  Town  Commissioners 
of  Dundalk  are  concerned,  all  I  know 
about  them  is — and  I  should  like  to  re- 
commend the  point  to  the  attention  of 
some  hon.  Gentlemen  above  the  Gtmg- 
way — that  they  are  a  mixed  body  of  Ca- 
tholics and  Protestants,  returned  by  a 
constituency  which  is  almost  entirely 
Catholic.  The  Catholic  voters  of  Dun- 
dalk, recognizing  the  fact  that  it  is  well 
to  have  gentlemen  of  property  upon 
their  Town  Commission,  have  always 
allowed  a  certain  number  of  them  to 
take  seats  on  the  Commission  without 
regard  to  creed ;  and  I  may  add  that  the 
gentleman  who  now  occupies  the  position 
of  Chairman  of  the  Town  Commissioners 
is  Mr.  Maxwell,  a  Protestant,  elected  by 
Catholic  votes.  I  should  be  very  glad  if 
any  hon.  Gentleman  could  give  me  an 
instance  of  the  same  kind  of  thing  having 
occurred  among  the  Loyal  minority.  In 
conclusion,  Sir,  I  appeal  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  vote  against  this  Bill  on  the 
broad  principle  of  justice,  and  also 
taking  into  consideration  the  tendency 
of  legislation  at  this  timci  -whiQb  19  that 
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the  duty  of  lighting  a  town  should  rest 
with  an  elected  body.  I  believe  that 
tliat  system  has  been  found  to  work 
with  admirable  result  in  Manchester, 
Birmingham,  and  other  towns  in  Eng- 
land ;  and  we  have  certainly  reason  to 
belioTO  that  an  elected  body  would  pay 
more  regard  to  the  health  of  the  in- 
habitants than  has  been  paid  in  the  past 
by  this  particular  Gas  Company.  There 
is  this  additional  point — that  if  any 
profits  arise  from  the  manufacture  of 
gas  it  is  well  that  they  should  find  their 
way  into  the  pockets  of  the  ratepayers, 
instead  of  those  of  a  few  sharenolders 
of  a  private  undertaking.  One  objection 
may  be  urged  against  my  proposition  to 
throw  out  this  Bill,  and  refuse  to  give 
Parliamentary  powers  to  this  G-as  Com- 
pany, and  that  is  that  there  may  be 
suburbs  in  Dundalk  outside  the  muni- 
cipal boundary  in  which  the  inhabitants 
might  possibly  be  forced  to  pay  more  by 
the  Local  Authorities  for  the  gas  sup- 
plied to  them  than  they  would  by  a  pri- 
vate Company ;  but  I  beg  to  assure  the 
House  that  with  regard  to  these  points 
it  will  be  found,  on  referring  to  the  evi- 
dence given  before  the  Committee,  that 
there  are  no  suburbs  in  Bundalk  which 
are  now  lighted  by  gas,  or  which  are 
likely  to  be  lighted  in  future.  I  thank 
the  House  for  the  patient  attention  it  has 
g^yen  to  me,  and  I  ask  it  to  agree  with 
me  in  the  Amendment  which  I  beg  now 
to  move — that  the  Bill  be  read  a  third 
time  on  this  day  six  months. 

Ma.  SPEAKEE:  I  would  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Motion  now 
before  the  House  is  not  the  third  reading 
of  the  Bill,  but  the  consideration  of  the 
Bill  as  amended.  The  proper  Motion 
for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  make  is  to 
leave  out  the  word  ^*  now,"  and  to  move 
**  that  the  Bill  be  considered  this  day 
aix  months.'' 

Mb.  J.  NOLAN:  In  obedience  with 
your  ruling,  Sir,  I  make  that  Motion. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE:  Does  any  hon.  Gen- 
tleman second  it  ? 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  (Monaghan, 
8.) :  I  beg  to  second  the  Motion.  I 
hope  that  the  House,  before  giving  its 
assent  to  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill, 
or  to  go  to  any  further  stage,  will 
allow  sufficient  time  to  elapse  in  order 
that  hon.  Members  may  become  ac- 
quainted with  the  whole  merits  of  the 
case.  Except  the  statements  which  have 
been  made  in  the  Press  and  in  letters 


and  printed  papers,  and  what  I  have  now 
heard  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Louth 

Sir.  J.  Nolan)  since  I  came  down  to  the 
ouse,  I  knew  nothing  whatever  about 
the  merits  of  this  case.  It  certainly  does 
appear  to  me  to  be  an  attempt  on  the 
part  of  the  proprietors  of  this  Gas  Com- 
pany, and  other  persons  who  may  be 
interested  in  the  Bill,  to  obtain  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  House  to  an  undertaking 
which  is  altogether  adverse  to  the  in- 
terests of  the  population  who  will  be 
affected  by  it.  I  am  quite  certain  that 
if  the  promoters  had  brought  such  a  Bill 
before  Parliament  in  the  past  it  would 
never  have  received  the  sanction  of  this 
House ;  and  we  have  been  told  that  not 
only  is  this  concern  without  the  ordinary 
sanction  pf  a  Parliamentary  enactment, 
but  that  it  is  altogether  an  irregular 
undertaking.  I  think  that,  under  such 
circimistances,  the  House  will  be  disposed 
to  refuse  its  sanction  to  the  further  pro- 
secution of  the  Bill.  No  injury  will  be 
done  to  the  promoters  of  the  Bill.  They 
will  be  left,  as  far  as  their  property  is 
concerned,  with  all  the  rights  they  have 
now.  They  will  simply  be  deprived 
of  the  sanction  of  Parliament  to  any 
irregularities  they  may  have  committed 
in  the  past.  All  that  the  law  of  the 
land  sanctions  will  be  continued  to 
them  as  enjoyed  at  the  present  time; 
but  I  think  there  is  great  objection  to 
our  being  called  upon  in  the  present 
day  to  sanction  by  Act  of  Parliament 
irregularities  which  have  taken  place  in 
the  past,  and  which  have  not  received 
the  sanction  of  Parliament. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  ''now,'' and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  ''  upon  this 
day  six  months."— (Ifr.  Nolan,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
*  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

SmEDWAEDBIRKBECKCNorfolk, 
E.):  As  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
upon  this  Bill  I  may  say  that  the  mea- 
sure was  carefully  considered  upstairs, 
and  that  the  Committee  had  not  the 
shadow  of  a  doubt  in  giving  their  ac- 
quiescence to  it.  We  had  every  reason 
to  believe  that  if  the  powers  now  asked 
for  are  conferred  upon  the  Gas  Com- 
pany it  will  be  of  great  advantage  to 
the  consumers  of  gas  in  the  town  of 
Dundalk,  and  that  the  Company  will 
not  only  be  enabled  to  supply  better 
gas,  but  to  supply  it  under  better  con*- 
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ditions.  The  Gkis  Oompany  hat  been  in 
existence  now  for  nearly  60  years ;  and, 
so  far  as  the  opposition  was  concerned, 
it  must  be  understood  that  the  only  per- 
sons who  opposed  it  were  the  Town 
Oommissioners  of  Dundalk,  and  that 
the  general  public  did  not  appear  in 
opposition  at  all. 

Mb.  BIOOAR  (Oavan,  W.) :  The  last 
argument  of  the  hon.  Baronet  who  has 
just  sat  down  seems  to  me  to  be  of  a 
somewhat  remarkable  character.  He 
says  that  the  only  persons  who  op- 
posed the  Bill  were  the  Town  Commis- 
sioners, who  were,  in  reality,  the  Corpo- 
ration of  Dundalk.  I  should  like  to 
know  who  else  could  oppose  the  Bill  ? 
The  general  inhabitants  would  ha^e  no 
power  and  no  hem  standi  whatever  to 
come  before  the  Committee,  seeing  that 
the  only  persons  who  had  a  right  to 
speak  on  behalf  of  the  inhabitants  of 
Dundalk  were  the  Town  Commissioners 
or  the  Town  Council,  who  are  the  very 
persons  who  have  protested  against  the 
m\\.  Allow  me  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  fact  that  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  moved  the  rejection  of 
the  Bill  represents  the  Northern  part  of 
the  county  of  Louth,  and  that  the  electors 
of  Dundalk  form  part  of  his  constituents. 
Therefore,  as  far  as  the  public  opinion 
of  the  district  is  concerned,  it  is  quite 
evident  that  they  are  practically  unani- 
mous against  the  Bill.  I  am  strongly 
disposed  to  protest  against  conferring 
upon  any  public  or  private  Company 
power  to  tax  the  ratepayers  of  the  dis- 
trict for  purposes  of  this  kind ;  but  in 
this  instance  it  is  proposed  that  the 
Company  should,  in  point  of  fact,  create 
a  certain  amount  of  fictitious  capital, 
with  the  object  of  taxing  the  inhabitants 
of  Dundalk  for  all  time  to  come  to  a 
larger  extent  than  they  are  fairly  en- 
titled to,  not  for  the  benefit  of  the  town 
of  Dundalk,  but  for  the  interests  of  this 
private  Company,  who  desire  to  put  the 
money  into  their  own  pockets.  I  must 
say  that  one  of  the  clauses  of  this  Bill  is 
of  a  character  which  it  is  impossible  to 
defend — namely,  that  which  relates  to 
the  price  which  the  Company  propose  to 
charee  the  ratepayers  for  the  gas 
which  they  supply.  They  propose  to 
charge  4*.  6rf.  per  1,000  cubic  feet. 
Clause  54  fixes  4«.  6^.  as  the  standard 
price,  provided  that  the  Company  may 
increase  or  reduce  the  price  above  or 
below  the  standard  price  subject  to  the 

Sir  Edward  Birkheek 


reduction  or  increase  in  the  dividoid 
payable  by  the  Company  on  their  ordi- 
nary share  capital.  Now,  the  price 
charged  in  the  town  of  Belfast  is  only 
St.  ^d,  per  1,000  cubic  feet;  and  why 
should  there  be  this  difference  of  \$.  per 
1,000  cubic  feet?  The  experience  of  the 
past  has  proved  that  it  is  of  gpreat  advan- 
tage to  the  ratepayers  of  any  locality 
that  the  supply  of  gas  should  be  in  the 
hands  of  the  Corporation,  and  not  of  a 
private  Company ;  and  some  years  ago, 
owing  to  the  gas  supply  of  Belfast  being 
in  the  hands  of  the  Corporation  instead 
of  a  private  Company,  the  price  of  g^ 
was  reduced  by  10  per  cent,  in  addition 
to  which  the  quality  of  the  gas  was 
rendered  much  superior.  I  think  it  is 
the  duty  of  this  House  to  refuse  to  ex- 
tend the  powers  of  this  Company  for  the 
purpose  of  taxing  the  people  of  Dundalk 
against  the  will  and  desire  of  the  in- 
habitants. 

Colonel  WARING  (Down,  N.):  I 
think  it  would  be  a  most  inconvenient 
course  for  the  House  to  rediscuss  every 
Private  Bill  which  may  come  down  to 
them  from  a  Select  Committee  upstairs. 
I  take  it  that  in  all  these  cases  the  sub- 
ject has  been  thoroughly  threehed  out 
in  Committee,  and  I  believe  that  in  this 
instance  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
was  unanimous  in  favour  of  the  Bill. 
It  is  quite  true  that  the  opponents  of 
the  Bill  were  the  persons  who  would 
naturally  represent  the  town  of  Dun- 
dalk; but  they  seem  to  have  entirely 
failed  to  prove  their  case  before  the 
Committee.  A  curious  argument  has 
been  made  use  of  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Louth  (Mr.  Nolan)  who  moved  the 
rejection  of  the  Bill — namely,  that  the 
health  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  town 
has  not  been  sufficiently  considered  by 
the  Dundalk  Gas  Company.  Perhaps  it 
may  surprise  hon.  Gentlemen  to  hear 
what  the  facts  of  the  case  are.  The 
Town  Commissioners  of  Dundalk  have 
of  late  prohibited  the  Ghu  Company 
from  breaking  up  the  streets  for  the 
purpose  of  repairing  their  mains,  and 
therefore  any  poisoning  that  may  take 
place  lies  at  the  door  of  the  Town  Com- 
missioners, and  not  of  the  Ghas  Company. 
I  may  add  also  that  not  very  long  ago 
a  very  serious  charge  of  gas  poisoning 
was  brought  against  the  Corporadon  of 
Belfast,  and  steps  were  taken  to  compel 
the  Corporation  to  abate  the  nuisance. 
This  fact  would  tend  to  show  that  the 
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Town  Oommissioners  and  other  Cor- 
porate Bodies  are  not  more  careful  of 
the  public  health  than  a  Oas  Company. 
As  to  the  question  of  the  price  of  gas, 
it  is  perfectly  dear  that  no  Company  or 
Corporate  Body  could  supply  gas  to  a 
town  of  14,000  people  at  the  same  price 
as  they  would  be  able  to  charge  in  a 
large  city  like  Belfast.  I  do  not,  there- 
fore, think  that  there  is  any  force  in  the 
objection  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar).  I  believe  that  this 
opposition  has  been  got  up  at  the  in- 
stigation of  persons  who  are  interested 
in  the  matter  pecuniarily  and  otherwise, 
and  I  sincerely  hope  the  House  will 
allow  it  to  pass  its  present  stage. 

Mb.  0*MARA  (Queen's  Co.,  Ossory): 
I  rise  to  support  the  Motion  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Louth  (Mr. 
Nolan),  and  in  doing  so  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  follow  the  arguments  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  who  has  just  sat 
down.  The  only  argument  in  point  of 
fact  which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
used  against  this  Motion  is  that  actions 
have  been  brought  against  the  Corpora- 
tion of  Belfast  for  gaa  poisoning,  arising 
from  a  certain  percentage  of  waste  and 
escape  of  gas  in  the  streets  of  Belfast. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Louth 
(Mr.  Nolan)  has,  however,  brought  be- 
fore the  House  very  serious  facts  in- 
deed in  reference  to  Dundalk.  He  states 
that  the  amount  of  waste  which  this 
Company  permit  from  their  gas  pipes  in 
the  town  of  Dundalk  amounts  to  no  less 
than  25  per  cent,  which  is  a  very 
serious  matter  indeed,  and  entirely  justi- 
fies the  hon.  Member  in  calling  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  it.  More  than 
that,  this  25  per  cent,  of  waste  which  the 
hon.  Member  has  pointed  out,  calculat- 
ing the  price  of  gas  at  the  rate  which 
the  Dundalk  Gas  Company  propose  to 
charge,  amounts  to  an  absolute  loss  of 
£1,200  a  year.  £1,200  are  thrown  away 
in  the  streets  of  Dundalk  every  year  in 
consequence  of  the  escape  of  gas  from 
the  Company's  mains.  That  is  a  strong 
argument,  to  my  mind,  why  this  gas  con- 
cern should  not  be  allowed  to  remain  in 
the  hands  of  the  present  Company.  I 
should  not,  however,  support  the  Mo- 
tion for  the  rejection  of  this  Bill  if 
I  did  not  understand  that  the  Town 
Commissioners,  who  are  the  only  proper 
authority  for  the  lighting  of  the  town, 
are  perfectly  prepared  to  undertake  the 
duty. 

VOL.  CCOV.    [thibd  sebies.] 


Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  (Fer- 
managh,  N.) :  I  have  only  one  word  to 
say.  I  woodd  like  to  ask  Fnglish  and 
Scotch  Members,  whether  they  do  not 
consider  that  it  is  desirable,  in  a  matter 
of  this  kind,  which  affects  purely  local 
interests,  that  it  should  be  determined  as 
far  as  possible  by  the  wishes  of  the 
people  themselves,  expressed  through 
their  elected  representatives?  One  of 
the  greatest  grievances  of  wliich  the 
Irish  people  complain  arises  out  of  mat- 
ters of  this  kind,  and  is  brought  about 
in  this  way.  Persons  go  behind  the  re- 
presentatives of  the  people  in  the  locality 
and  come  here  with  statements  which 
result  in  legislation  being  imposed  upon 
them  which  is  distinctly  contrary  to 
their  wishes.  Now,  this  is  not  a  matter 
which  concerns  either  Englishmen  or 
Scotchmen  at  all ;  and  I  cannot  conceive 
how  any  English  or  Scotch  Member  can 
honestly  vote  in  favour  of  this  Bill,  when 
he  knows  that  the  persons  who  are 
actually  to  be  affected  by  the  measure 
are  unanimously  opposed  to  it,  and  have 
expressed  their  opposition  to  it.  before  the 
Committee  to  whom  the  Bill  was  re- 
ferred. What  will  be  the  result  if  the 
House  sanctions  this  Bill  ?  The  result 
will  be  that  the  people  of  Dundalk  and 
those  who  are  entitled  to  represent  them 
will  be  justly  indignant  at  the  course 
taken  by  the  House.  They  do  not  want 
this  measure,  and  they  object  to  have  it 
forced  upon  them.  I  would,  therefore, 
ask  hon.  Members  to  consider  in  this 
matter  the  wishes  of  the  people  of  the 
locality,  who  have  already  asked  through 
their  representatives,  the  Town  Com- 
missioners, that  the  scheme  of  the  Oas 
Company  should  be  rejected. 

Mb.  a.  E.  pease  (York) :  As  one  of 
the  Committee  which  sat  upon  this  Bill, 
and  which  came  to  a  unanimous  decision 
on  its  merits,  I  must  protest  against  the 
inconvenient  and  rather  unusual  course 
which  is  now  being  taken  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House.  I  am  afraid  that 
they  are  endeavouring  to  introduce  a 
Party  spirit  into  the  discussion  of  a  very 
simple  question.  For  two  days  the 
Committee  had  this  Bill  before  them ;  a 
considerable  amount  of  evidence  was 
produced,  and  the  whole  question  was 
thoroughly  discussed.  The  Town  Com- 
missioners were  represented  by  counsel, 
who  stated  the  case  of  the  Town  Com- 
missioners  with,   perhaps,  e?eii  moro 
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ability  than  has  been  displayed  by  bon. 
Membei*8  below  the  Gangway.  I  would 
respectfully  ask  the  House  to  support 
the  Committee  in  regard  to  the  Report 
which  is  now  before  us. 

The  CHAIRMAN  of  COMMITTEES 
(Mr.  Coxtktney)  (Cornwall,  Bodmin) :  I 
will  not  detain  the  House  for  more  than 
a  few  minutes.  This  Bill  is  one  of  the 
most  ordinary  character.  The  Gas  Com- 
pany who  are  promoting  it  has  existed 
for  50  years,  but  hitherto  it  has  not  been 
incorporated  according  to  the  provisions 
laid  down  by  Parliament.  It  now  comes 
before  the  House,  seeking  to  be  incor- 
porated and  to  acquire  rights  which  are 
subject  to  certain  obligations.  The  Bill 
has  already  gone  before  a  Committee  of 
this  House ;  the  opponents  of  the  Bill — 
the  Town  Commissioners — were  heard 
before  the  Committee;  both  the  op- 
ponents and  the  promoters  were  repre- 
sented by  counsel,  and  every  statement 
of  fact  and  argument  which  has  been 
adduced  in  this  House  has  already  been 
before  the  Committee.  The  Committee, 
however,  were  unanimous  in  their  de- 
cision in  favour  of  the  Bill.  Under  the 
circumstances,  therefore,  and  considering 
that  both  sides  have  already  been  fully 
heard,  I  can  see  no  reason  why  the  House 
should  re-examine  a  state  of  facts  already 
fully  inquired  into  upon  the  evidence 
of  sworn  witnessess ;  and,  after  hearing 
the  arguments  of  counsel,  I  think  the 
House  has  no  alternative  but  to  support 
the  decision  of  the  Committee.  The 
only  suggestion  which  has  been  made 
against  the  Gas  Company  is  that  they 
seek  to  extend  their  capital ;  but  every- 
body knows  how  the  capital  of  a  Gas 
Company  is  fixed  when  it  ia  incorporated. 
Its  value  is  ascertained  by  taking  a 
valuation  of  its  plant,  property,  and 
assets.  That  has  been  done  in  this  case. 
The  valuer  appeared  before  the  Com- 
mittee, and  was  subjected  to  a  most 
severe  cross-examination  by  the  counsel 
of  the  opponents.  The  capital  was 
established  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
Committee,  and  as  to  the  price  which  the 
Company  propose  to  charge  for  the  gas 
witnesses  were  also  examined,  and  in 
the  end  the  Committee  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  price  fixed  in  the  Bill 
was  reasonable.  Upon  these  grounds,  I 
would  ask  the  House  not  to  reject  the  Bill. 
Mr.  sexton  (Sligo,  8.) :  I  agree 
with  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
above  the  Gangway  (Colonel  Waring), 
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as  to  the  inconvenience  of  reopening  in 
this  House  the    decisions  of  a  Com- 
mittee upstairs;   but    I    cannot  agree 
with  wliat    appears  to  be  a  kind    of 
chronic  determination  on  the  part  of  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  that  the  de- 
cision of  the  Committee  shall  never  be 
questioned.     Fortunately  the  House,  in 
the  course  of  the  present  Session,  has 
refused  to  accept  the  judgment  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  in  more  than  one  in- 
stance.    It  refused  to  do  so  in  the  case 
of  the  Manchester  Ship  Canal;  also  upon 
the  Hayling  Common  Bill ;  and  it  refused 
to  do  so  the  other  night  in  reference  to 
the  scheme  submitted  for  Lowe's  Charity. 
I  trust  that  it  will  take  a  similar  course 
on  the  present  occasion,  and  will  disre- 
gard the  hon.  Gentleman's  recommenda- 
tions altogether.     The  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  (Sir  Edward  Birkbeek)  has 
certainly  confirmed  me  in  my  opposition 
to  the  Bill,  because  the  hon.  Gentleman 
made  an  extraordinary  and  unsophisti- 
cated remark  that  the  Bill  was  opposed 
in  Committee,  not  by  the  public,  but  by 
the  Town  Commissioners  of  Dundalk. 
Now,  what  are  the  Town  Commissioners 
if  they  are  not  the  representatives  of  the 
public  ?  They  appeared  before  the  Com- 
mittee in  their  official  character,  and  as 
they  opposed  the  Bill  we  are  entitled  to 
assume  from  that  fact  that  the  general 
community  of  Dundalk  are  opposed  to 
the  Bill.     Not  only  has  this  remark  of 
the   Chairman  of  the  Committee  con- 
firmed me  in  my  conviction  that  the  Bill 
ought  to  be  rejected,  but  there  is  one 
other  matter  upon  which  I  should  like 
to  say  a  word.     The  hon.  Member  for 
York  (Mr.  E.  A.  Pease),  who  only  re- 
cently entered  the  House,  and  who  is 
one  of  the  most  juvenile  Members  of  it, 
has  presumed  to  lecture  Irish  Members, 
who  have  been  in  the  House  for  years, 
upon  what  is  usual  and  what  is  incon- 
venient.    I  protest  against  the  manner 
in  which  this    Bill   has  been    treated 
throughout.     It  was  referred  to  a  Com- 
mittee   upstairs    upon   which    not   one 
single  Irish  Member  had  a  place.     The 
decision  arrived  at  by  the  Committee  is 
one  which  is  protested  against  by  85  out 
of  the  103  Representatives  of  Ireland.  I 
certainly  think  it  would  have  been  more 
proper  if  the  Bill  had  been  referred  to  a 
Committee  entirely  composed  of  Irish 
Members  ;  and  I  certainly  think   that 
legislation  of  this  kind  ought  to  be  sus- 
pended at  this  stage  uutU  it  is  dedded 
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whether  or  not  it  is  to  be  dealt  with  in 
Dublin.  The  Town  Commissioners  of 
Dundalk  appeared  before  the  Commit- 
tee and  opposed  the  Bill.  They  pleaded 
that  the  gas  supplied  by  the  Company 
was  very  bad,  that  the  price  was  too 
high,  and  that  they  intend  to  apply  to 
the  proper  authorities  for  a  Provisional 
Order  to  enable  them  to  supply  the  town 
with  gas  themselves.  Is  it  decent,  when 
the  Local  Authorities  of  the  town  say 
that  they  are  ready  to  supply  it  with 
gas — ^and  they  already  supply  it  with 
water — to  hand  the  ratepayers  over  to  a 
Gas  Company  who  propose  to  charge 
4s.  6d.  per  1,000  cubic  feet  for  the  gas 
supplied  ?  We  know  that  in  many  other 
instances  the  duty  of  lighting  a  locality 
with  gas  has  been  handed  over  to  the 
public  authorities,  and  in  all  these  cases 
we  know  that  the  result  has  been  an  im- 
provement of  the  quality  and  a  cheapen- 
ing of  the  price.  I  must  say  that  it  is  a 
shameful  thing  to  plunder  the  town  of 
Dundalk  by  inflating  the  capital  of  the 
Oas  Company  at  this  moment,  when  we 
are  on  the  verge  of  considering  a  mea- 
sure which  is  to  give  local  autonomy  to 
Ireland.  This  Company  has  been  in  ex- 
istence for  50  years,  and  they  have  never 
applied  to  Parliament  for  a  Bill  before. 
Then  how  will  they  be  prejudiced  or  in- 
jured by  being  asked  to  wait  till  next 
year  before  a  detei^nination  is  arrived 
at  upon  their  Bill  ?  In  the  meantime,  if 
the  Town  Commissioners  do  not  ask  the 
Local  Government  Board  for  a  Pro- 
yisional  Order  this  year,  the  Company 
will  be  able  to  promote  their  Bill  in  the 
next  Session  with  a  much  better  grace. 
The  original  capital  of  the  Company  was 
£5,500;  they  are  already  paying  upon 
that  capital  -20  per  cent,  and  they  are 
not  only  extorting  that  profit  from  gas 
consumers  of  the  town  of  Dundalk,  but 
they  are  extorting  it  to  the  extent  of 
plunder,  seeing  that  they  have  already 
increased  their  original  share  capital 
from  £5,500  to  £11,000.  The  intelli- 
gent Chairman  of  the  Committee,  who 
holds  that  the  Town  Commissioners  did 
not  represent  the  town,  is  simply  de- 
sirous of  enabling  the  Gas  Company  to 
multiply  their  original  capital  sevenfold. 
What  was  originally  adequately  met  by 
capital  of  £5,500,  is  now,  by  a  clause 
in  this  Bill,  to  be  met  by  a  capital  of 
£37,500,  for  the  obvious  purpose  that 
this  enormous  and  monstrous  dividend 
of  20  per  cent  may  be  kept  up.    I  claim 


from  the  House,  in  the  name  of  the 
great  body  of  Members  from  Ireland, 
that  a  decision  of  four  English  Members 
in  regard  to  an  Irish  matter  should  be 
reversed.  I  say  that  this  is  purely  a 
matter  of  Irish  legislation,  and  we  ask 
that  the  Bill  should  be  suspended  until 
next  year.  If  in  the  meantime  the  Town 
Commissioners  do  not  take  proper  steps 
for  obtaining  a  Provisional  Order  to  sup- 
ply the  town  with  gas  themselves,  the 
Company  will  be  able  to  go  on  with  their 
Bill.  Certainly,  the  Irish  Members  are 
of  opinion  that  questions  of  this  kind 
can  be  more  cheaply  and  conveniently 
dealt  with  in  Dublin  than  it  is  possible 
to  deal  with  them  here. 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNEE8  (Leicester- 
shire, E.) :  I  think  the  House,  may 
judge  a  little,  from  the  tone  and  temper 
which  have  been  shown  in  this  discus- 
sion, of  the  manner  in  which  even  private 
legislation  is  likely  to  be  discussed  and 
disposed  of  in  the  new  Irish  Parlia- 
ment. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.):  I  confess 
that  I  do  not  see  the  point  of  the  noble 
Lord's  remark.  I  am  not  aware  that 
much  temper  has  been  imported  into 
this  discussion,  and  I  certainly  think 
that  the  tone  which  has  been  imported 
into  it  has  had  a  thoroughly  good  cause 
to  justify  it.  The  question  is  this — Are 
the  wishes  of  the  people  of  Dundalk  to 
be  considered  in  regard  to  the  manufac- 
ture of  their  own  gas ;  or  are  four  Gen- 
tlemen, who  never,  probably,  have  been 
able  to  tell  to  this  day  in  what  part  of 
Ireland  Dundalk  is  situated,  to  say  who 
is  to  make  and  supply  gas  to  the  town 
of  Dundalk?  We  have  had  a  good 
specimen  of  how  well  qualified  English 
Members  are  to  decide  upon  Irish  ques- 
tions when  one  of  them  has  been  in- 
duced to  get  up  in  his  place  in  this 
House  and  declare  that  he  considers  the 
fact  of  the  Town  Commissioners  of  Dun- 
dalk being  the  only  people  to  oppose 
the  Bill  ait'ords  good  evidence  that  the 
Bill  ought  to  be  accepted,  because  the 
general  public  are  not  opposed  to  it. 
We  have  been  accused  of  importing 
tone  and  temper  into  the  discussion ;  but 
I  may  inform  the  noble  Lord  that  when 
the  Irish  Members  conduct  their  busi- 
ness in  Dublin  they  will  not  invite  Eng- 
lishmen to  go  over  there  and  do  it  for 
them.  I  trust  that  if  this  Dundalk  Bill 
ever  comes  before  an  Irish  Legislature 
it  will  be  Irishmen  who  will  deal  with 
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it.  They  will  certainly  know  where 
Dundalk  is  situated,  and  will  endeavour, 
in  dealing  with  a  question  of  this  cha- 
racter, to  consult  the  wishes  of  the  in- 
habitants. I  earnestly  appeal  to  the 
Government  not  to  allow  this  Bill  to  go 
forward,  and,  at  any  rate,  to  allow  the 
discussion  to  be  adjourned  until  a  fuller 
opportunity  can  be  afiforded.  for  ascer- 
taining the  wishes  of  the  people  who 
are  affected  by  it.  It  is  a  most  remark- 
able thing  that  when  we  come  to  look 
at  this  Bill  we  find  on  it  the  names  of 
two  Members  who  have  no  connection 
whatever  with  the  town  of  Dundalk. 
They  may  have  some  connection  with 
and  interest  in  the  Gas  Company ;  but, 
without  desiring  to  cast  any  imputation 
on  their  motives,  it  is  certainly  a  sin- 
gular thing  that  hon.  Members  from 
another  Province  of  Ireland,  represent- 
ing altogether  different  constituencies, 
are  promoting  a  Bill  for  Dundalk.  If 
this  Bill  is  really  approved  of  by  the 
inhabitants,  why  did  they  not  ask  their 
own  Bepresentatives  to  take  it  up  ?  It 
ought  to  be  known  to  the  Members  of 
this  House,  as  an  additional  proof  of 
the  feeling  of  the  ratepayers  of  the  town, 
that  of  the  constituents  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Louth  (Mr. 
Nolan)  fully  one-third  are  ratepayers 
in  the  town  of  Dundalk.  If  any  evi- 
dence is  needed  as  to  what  the  feeling 
of  the  inhabitants  is,  surely  it  will  be 
sufficient  to  convince  every  fair-minded 
Englishman,  when  it  is  found  that  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill  are  strangers,  that 
the  Town  Commissioners  are  unani- 
mously opposed  to  it,  and  that  an  hon. 
Member  representing  the  Division  in 
which  Dundalk  is  situated,  and  his  con- 
stituency, composed  to  the  extent  of 
one-third  of  the  ratepayers  of  the  town 
of  Dundalk,  are  united  in  their  opposi- 
tion to  it.  We  have  been  taunted  with 
adopting  the  inconvenient  practice  of 
re-opening  the  discussion  of  a  matter 
which  has  been  settled  in  Committee. 
We  should  have  been  unwilling  to  enter 
upon  that  course  if  any  other  had  been 
open  to  us;  but  are  we  to  sit  here  and  allow 
a  Bill  which  vitally  affects  the  interests  of 
the  town  of  Dundalk  to  be  thrust  upon  the 
ratepayers,  when  no  one  can  get  up  and 
say  that  the  inhabitants  themselves 
want  it?  If  any  hon.  Member  can 
point  out  any  other  course  we  could 
have  taken  in  the  interests  of  these 
ratepayers,  we  shall  be  happy  to  with- 
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draw  our  opposition  to  the  present  stage 
of  the  Bill.  Unfortunately,  these  mat- 
ters are  not  so  closely  watched  at  the 
time  of  Private  Business  as  they  ought 
to  be;  and  I  am  afraid  that  this  Bill 
has  been  allowed  to  slip  through  in  its 
former  stages  unnoticed.  This  is  the 
last  opportunity  we  have  of  defend- 
ing the  interests  of  the  people  of  Dun- 
dalk. I  think  it  cannot  be  for  a 
moment  urged  that,  however  incon- 
venient our  course  may  be  to  the  gene- 
ral body  of  the  Members  of  this  House, 
it  is  not  perfectly  justifiable.  If  hon. 
Members  think  it  is  inconvenient,  I 
would  urge  on  them  that  the  lesson  they 
are  drawing  from  what  has  occurred 
this  evening  is  that,  pending  a  final 
settlement  of  the  question  of  Local  Go- 
vernment in  Ireland,  Bills  of  this  kind, 
if  introduced  at  all,  should  be  dealt  with 
by  Committees  composed  entirely  of 
Irish  Members.  I  do  not  think  that 
that  is  an  improper  suggestion ;  and  a 
Committee  so  composed  would  have 
this  natural  advantage  —  that  they 
would  know  all  about  the  matter  sub- 
mitted to  them.  I  am  quite  certain 
that  if  we  had  had  Irish  Members 
sitting  upstairs  upon  these  questions,  in 
due  proportion  to  our  strength,  the 
House  itself  would  never  have  been 
troubled  with  a  measure  like  this.  Hon. 
Members  have  come  privately  to  me, 
one  after  another,  and  told  me  how 
anxious  they  are  to  see  the  present  sys- 
tem got  rid  of.  It  certainly  is  a  reduetto 
ad  absurdum  to  intrust  Irish  Business  to 
English  or  Scotch  Members ;  and  I  can 
assure  the  House  that,  so  far  as  the 
Irish  Members  themselves  are  concerned, 
they  have  every  wish  to  spare  the  House 
the  trouble  and  annoyance  of  having  to 
deal  with  questions  which  they  are  really 
incompetent  to  decide. 

Me.  ILUNGWOETH  (Bradford, 
W.) :  It  has  been  stated  that  it  is  in- 
convenient to  review  in  this  House  a  de- 
cision arrived  at  by  a  Select  Committee 
upstairs.  Now,  I  really  do  not  know 
what  the  object  of  the  third  reading  of 
a  Bill  can  be  if  it  is  not  to  afford  the 
House  an  opportunity  of  reviewing  any 
decision  of  the  Committee  by  which  it 
is  reported.  It  is  quit^  clear  that  a  Com- 
mittee may  sometimes  arrive  at  a  deci- 
sion which  requires  the  interference  of 
this  House,  and  if  ever  there  was  a  case 
of  that  kind  I  think  this  is  one,  and  that 
the  House  ought  to  reverse  i^e  decision 
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of  the  Committee.  Gas  and  water  are 
articles  of  the  utmost  importance  in  our 
modern  civilization,  and  I  hold  that  the 
only  proper  authority  to  provide  both 
gas  and  water  is  the  Representative  Body 
of  the  community  which  requires  those 
articles.  I  believe  that  the  past  expe- 
rience of  every  municipal  town  has  been 
that  there  is  great  practical  inconve- 
nience in  having  other  authorities  than 
the  Municipal  Authorities  interfering 
with  the  streets  and  pulling  up  the  roads. 
Another  thing  which  the  House  will  do 
well  to  recognize  is  that  there  is  nothing 
better  known  among  monopolies  than 
the  spirit  of  jugglery  in  which  the 
financial  position  of  these  private  Com- 
panies is  dealt  with.  Parliament  has 
intended  to  impose  a  limit  upon  the  divi- 
dends paid  upon  undertakings  of  this 
kind ;  but  they  have  left  such  wide  doors 
open  that  it  is  quite  possible  to  drive  a 
coach  and  four  through  all  the  financial 
provisions  which  the  Legislature  has 
laid  down.  I  know  from  personal  know- 
ledge of  more  than  one  instance  in  which 
a  Gas  Company  has  been  handed  over 
to  a  Corporate  Body,  and  it  has  been 
found  that  a  discreditable  system  has 
been  pursued  in  manipulating  the  Com- 
pany's accounts.  I  hope  the  House  will 
listen  to  the  appeal  which  has  been 
made  to  them  by  the  Irish  Members 
generally,  and  that  they  will  reject  the 
Bill.  The  only  consequence  of  that 
course  will  be  to  suspend  for  the  present 
the  powers  asked  for  by  the  Dundalk 
Gas  Company,  and  leave  the  question  an 
open  one.  Certainly  in  such  important 
matters  as  the  supply  of  a  town,  either 
with  gas  or  water,  whatever  decision 
may  have  been  arrived  at  by  a  Commit- 
tee upstairs,  I  hold  that  the  matter 
should  be  suspended  by  Parliament  until 
the  representatives  of  the  locality  have 
had  a  full  opportunity  of  stating  their 
case. 

Mr.  J.  WATSON  (Shrewsbury) :  As 
a  Member  of  the  Committee  to  which 
this  Bill  was  referred,  I  wish  to  make 
one  reference  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon).  The 
hon.  Member  presumed  to  say  that  the 
Committee  of  four  English  Members  to 
whom  the  Bill  was  referred  did  not  even 
know  where  Dundalk  was  situated.  He 
also  said  that  we  were  going  to  give  20 
per  cent  to  the  existing  shareholders  in 
this  Gas  Company.  Neither  of  those 
assertions  is  correct.     This  Gas  Com- 


pany was  established  in  1836,  and  have 
divided  for  very  many  years  only   10 
per  cent.     There  were  also  accumulated 
profits,  but  those  profits  they  did  not 
choose  to  divide.  After  taking  stock  last 
year  they  found  that  their  undertaking 
was  worth  £16,500,  and  I  know  of  no 
reason,  as  a  business  man,  why  the  pro- 
perty which  they  possessed,  but  which 
they  have  not  chosen  to  divide,  should, 
not  belong  to  the  shareholders  just  as 
much  as  if  they  had  put  the  profits  year 
by  year  into  their  pockets.   I  can  assure 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Committee 
were  not  biased  in  any  way  by  any  Party 
spirit,  and  that  they  were  not  influenced 
either  by  a  Nationalist  or  a  so-called 
Loyalist  feeling.    We  devoted  two  days 
to   the  consideration  of  the  Bill ;   we 
gave  most  careful  attention  to  the  evi- 
dence, and  we  endeavoured,  as  far  as 
we  could,  to  do  justice  to  all  parties  con- 
cerned.    It  seems  to  me  that,  although 
this  Company  was  established  in  1836 
for  the  purpose  of  supplying  Dundalk 
with  gas,  it  has  never  occurred  to  the 
authorities  of  Dundalk  that  they  should 
apply  to  Parliament  for  Parliamentary 
powers  to  provide  gas  for  themselves. 
When  this  Bill  was  brought  in  it  did 
occur  to  the  authorities  of  Dundalk  that 
they  should  oppose  it.     I  have  not  a 
word  to  say  against  the  course  they  took ; 
it  was  clearly  within  their  right  to  oppose 
the  Bill ;  but  when  I  am  told  that  the 
Committee  who  considered  the  Bill  knew 
nothing  of  the  merits  of  the  case  from  a 
business  point  of  view,  and  were  so  igno- 
rant that  they  did  not  know  where  the 
town  of  Dundalk  was  situated,  I  beg  to 
assure  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr. 
Dillon)  that  he  is  acting  under  a  very 
erroneous  impression.     It  was  perfectly 
immaterial  to  us  who  should  supply  the 
town  of  Dundalk  with  gas ;  but  I  will 
say  at  once  that  when  people  have  en-, 
tered  into   a  speculation  for  50  years, 
they  are  clearly  and  fairly  entitled  to 
enjoy  the  full  value  of  their  property. 
There  appears  to  have  been  recently 
some  schism  in  the  town  of  Dundalk, 
and  we  were  told  that  the  Company  who 
are  now  supplying  the  town  with  gas 
have  had  difficulties  and  obstacles  placed 
in  their  way  by  the  Town  Commissioners 
in   regard   to  breaking  up  the  streets. 
Of  course,   under  such   circumstances, 
without  the  enactment  of  Parliamentary 
powers,  the  town  of  Dundalk  must  ba 
left  in  darkness;    and  we  have  some 
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evidence  before  ub  that  some  parts  of 
the  town  have  been  lighted  with  oil 
lamps.  The  passing  of  this  Bill  will 
put  a  stop  to  that  state  of  things ;  and, 
seeing  that  the  Ck>mmittee  devoted  so 
much  time  and  attention  to  the  inquiry, 
I  truAt  that  the  House  will  support  the 
decision  at  which  thev  arrived. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
This  discussion  seems  to  me  to  illustrate 
very  seriously  the  inconvenience  of  this 
House  having  to  deal  with  Irish  local 
affairs,  and  to  show  the  necessity  for  pass- 
ing some  measure  which  would  enable  the 
Irish  people  to  deal  with  such  questions 
as  the  Belfast  Main  Drainage  and  the 
Dundalk  Gas  Supply  for  themselves. 
Most  hon.  Members  here  must  be  alto- 
gether ignorant  of  the  merits  of  these 
purely  local  schemes.  I  intend  to  vote 
against  the  further  consideration  of  the 
Bill  on  the  ground  put  forward  by  the 
hon.  Member  who  has  just  spoken.  The 
hon.  Member  says  that  the  Company 
have  done  very  well  without  special 
statutory  help,  and  have  for  the  last  50 
years  paid  a  dividend  of  10  per  cent. 
[Mr.  Skxton  :  Of  20  per  cent.]  Besides 
this,  they  have  accumulated  a  large  re- 
serve fund.  If  the  Company  are  doing 
as  well  as  that,  I  think  the  best  thing 
for  this  House  to  do  is  to  leave  them 
to  the  mercy  of  the  Irish  Government 
which  is  about  to  be  inaugurated. 

Major  SAUNDEESON  (Armagh. 
N.) :  My  name  appears  on  the  back  of 
this  Bill,  and  I  only  desire  to  say  a 
word — namely,  that  if  the  Government 
will  limit  the  action  of  Home  Eule  to  a 
measure  which  will  enable  the  Irish 
people  to  deal  with  their  own  sewage 
and  gas,  I  shall  have  no  objection,  nor 
do  I  think  that  hon.  Members  on  this 
side  of  the  House  will  entertain  against 
that  measure  the  strong  objections  with 
which  they  now  regard  the  Government 
of  Ireland  Bill.  Hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway  have  tried  to  make  it 
appear  that  this  is  a  6ght  between  a 
private  Gas  Company  and  the  people  of 
the  town  of  Dundalk  as  represented  by 
the  Town  Commissioners.  I  think  the 
House  will  be  surprised  to  learn  that 
only  one  of  the  Town  Commissioners 
appeared  in  opposition  to  the  Bill — 
namely,  the  Chairman  of  that  Body — 
and  no  Resolution  was  produced  on  be- 
half of  the  Town  Commissioners  against 
the  measure.  Therefore,  considering  the 
number  of  years  which  the  Gas  Com- 
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pany  have  rendered  good  service  to 
the  town  of  Dundalk,  and  considering 
also  the  expense  to  which  they  have 
been  put  in  promoting  the  Bill,  I  trust 
that  the  House  will  now  consent  to  pass 
the  measure. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  169;  Noes 
210  :  Majority  41.— (Div.  List,  No,  100.) 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Consideration,  as  amended,  put  of  for 
six  months. 

PROVISIONAL  ORDER  BILL, 

POLICE    AND    IMPROVEMENT    (SCOT- 
LAND)   PROVISIONAL    ORDER 

(LEITH)  BILL.— [Bill  197.J 

{The  Lord  Advoaate,  Mr,  Mundella.) 

SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mr.  JOHN  WILSON  (Edinburgh, 
Central) :  I  have  given  Notice  of  a  Mo- 
tion to  oppose  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill  on  behalf  of  two  interests.  In  the 
first  place,  on  behalf  of  the  inhabitants 
of  Edinburgh,  who  have  certain  rights 
over  the  common  land  at  Leith ;  and, 
secondly,  on  behalf  of  the  Commissioners 
of  Leith  Harbour.  I  have  been  informed 
that  the  representatives  of  Edinburgh 
have  now  arranged  their  di Terences 
with  the  promoters  of  the  Bill;  and, 
as  the  other  question  with  the  Harbour 
Commissioners  is  one  which  may  be 
easily  settled  in  Committee,  I  beg  to 
withdraw  my  opposition  to  the  Bill. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
does  not  oppose  the  second  reading  ? 

Mr.  JOHN  WILSON :  No ;  I  beg  to 
withdraw  the  opposition. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eomnUiUd, 

QUESTIONS. 


NAVY— COMMISSIONS  FOR  SEAMEN 
OF  THE  FLEET. 
Captain  VERNEY  (Bucks,  N.,  Buck- 
ingham) asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty,  Whether  he  can  now  hold 
out  hopes  that  the  higher  ranks  of 
Her  Majesty's  Navy  will  be  opened  to 
the  seamen  of  the  Fleet  in  cases  of  ex- 
ceptional merit,  or  for  acts  of  con- 
spicuous gallantry  or  daring,  by  the 
annual  promotion  of  a  limited  number 
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of  Chief  and  other  Warrant  Officers, 
under  Article  252,  page  60,  of  the 
Queen's  Regulations  and  Admiralty  In- 
structions, which  has  remained  a  dead 
letter  from  its  issue  in  1853  to  the  pre- 
sent time  ? 

Captain  PRICE  (Devonport)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whether 
the  Admiralty  will  consider  the  ad- 
visability of  allowing  Chief  Warrant 
Officers  on  retirement  to  take  the  rank 
of  Lieutenant  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  Hibbert)  (Oldham):  I 
can  only  say,  in  reply  to  my  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  (Captain  Verney),  that 
the  question  is  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Admiralty  ;  and  at  the  same  time, 
perhaps,  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Devonport  (Captain  Price)  will  allow 
me  to  give  the  same  answer  to  his  Ques- 
tion of  a  somewhat  similar  character. 

PIERS  AND  HARBOURS  (IRELAND)— 

RENARD  POINT  PIER. 
Mb.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary, 
S.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Who  holds 
the  sum  of  £600,  contributed  some  years 
ago  to  build  a  pier  at  Renard  Point, 
opposite  Valentia,  county  Kerry  ;  and, 
whether,  in  view  of  the  wants  prevail- 
ing in  that  district,  and  the  urgent  need 
of  employment  among  the  labouring 
classes,  steps  will  be  taken  to  apply  the 
funds  in  question  to  the  purpose  for 
which  it  was  raised  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne),  in  reply, 
jsaid,  the  fund  to  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman referred  had  never  come  into 
the  possession  of  either  of  the  Govern- 
ment Departments  concerned,  and  they 
had  no  knowledge  whatever  of  the 
existence  of  such  a  fund. 

FIRES  (METROPOLIS)— FATAL  FIRE  IN 
BEAK  STREET. 
Sir  henry  8ELWIN-IBBETS0N 
(Essex,  Epping)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  If  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  evidence 
given  by  Mr.  Palmer  and  Captain  Shaw 
before  the  Coroner,  at  the  inquiry  into 
the  sad  loss  of  life  in  Beak  Street  on 
the  28th  of  April ;  whether  that  evidence 
tends  to  show  that  the  long  hours  of 
continuous  work,  which  (from  the  limited 
funds  for  this  purpose  at  the  disposal  of 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works)  is 


forced  upon  the  men  of  the  Brigade,  is 
unfair  to  the  men  themselves  and  danger- 
ous to  the  safety  of  the  public ;  whether 
the  time  has  come  when  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Select  Committee  of 
1876,  that  the  Rate  for  the  purposes  of 
the  Fire  Brigade  should  be  raised  from 
the  present  limit  of  one  halfpenny  to  a 
Rate  of  one  penny,  ought  to  be  carried 
out;  and,  whether* he  is  prepared  to  re- 
commend to  Parliament,  in  the  interests 
and  for  the  safety  of  the  public,  that 
this  additional  rating  power  should  be 
granted  by  Statute  to  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Childers)  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  In  reply 
to  my  hon.  Friend,  I  have  to  say  that  I 
have  no  control  over,  or  knowledge  of, 
the  details  of  the  management  of  the 
Fire  Brigade;  but  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  are  aware  that  I  am 
favourable  to  the  limit  of  Jrf.  for  the 
Fire  Brigade  rate  being  raised  as  pro- 
posed in  the  Bill  now  before  Parliament. 

SEA  FISHERIES   ACT  (SCOTLAND)— 

FORESHORES. 
Mr.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll)  asked 
the  Lord  Advocate,  If  the  Act  of 
George  3,  chapter  31,  section  11,  con- 
ferring absolute  rights  to  the  use  of  fore- 
shores to  fishermen  in  Scotland,  for 

'*  Erecting  tents,  huts,  and  stages,  and  for 
the  landing,  pickling,  curing,  and  reloading 
their  fish,  and  in  drying  their  nets,  without 
paying  any  foreland  or  other  dues," 

is  still  in  force ;  and,  if  there  is  any 
means  of  securing  these  rights  to  the 
fishermen  without  obliging  them  to 
undertake  costly  suits  in  the  Courts  of 
Law? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  (Clackmannan,  &c. ) :  I  have 
more  than  once  had  occasion  to  consider 
the  question  within  the  last  few  years, 
and  while  it  is  not  free  from  doubt,  I 
am  personally  of  opinion  that  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Act  11  Geo.  HI.  c.  31, 
with  regard  to  the  use  of  the  foreshore 
by  persons  engaged  in  the  '^  white 
herring  fishery  "  are  still  in  force.  The 
provisions  of  the  Act  29  Geo.  II.  c.  23, 
in  regard  to  the  use  of  the  foreshore  are 
repealed  by  the  Sea  Fisheries  Act,  1 868, 
but  the  provisions  of  the  Act  1 1  G(fo.  III. 
c.  31,  with  regard  to  that  subject  are 
not,  in  my  view,  repealed  by  the  Sea 
Fisheries  Act  1868,  nor  by  the  Act 
i  28  &  29  Vict.  c.  66.    I  fear  that  if  the 
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inatter  is  brought  into  question  th«re 
is  no  other  mode  of  gettio^^  it  authori- 
tatively decided  but  by  a  Court  of  Law ; 
but  I  think  that  the  Statute  Law  relative 
to  the  use  of  the  shore  by  fishermen  is 
at  present  in  an  obscure  and  unsatisfac- 
tory condition,  and  I  have  it  in  con- 
templation to  propose  its  amendment  so 
that  it  may  be  readily  intelligible  to  that 
industrious  and  meritorious  class  whose 
interests  are  affected  by  it. 

TRADE  AND  COMMERCE  —  IMITATION 
BRITISH  TRADE  MARKS. 

Me.  HOWAED  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  If  Her  Ma- 
jesty's representatives  at  the  recent  In- 
dustrial Convention  at  Home  have  pre- 
sented their  Eeport,  and  if  the  delegates 
of  other  Nations  assented  to  the  sug- 
gestions of  the  Master  Cutler  and  the 
Secretary  of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce 
of  Sheffield  to  restrain  the  fraudulent 
placing  on  Foreign-made  goods  of  Bri- 
tish trade  marks  or  the  names  of  British 
places  or  firms  ? 

The  UNDEE  SECEETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Betce)  Aberdeen,  S.)  : 
The  British  delegates  to  the  Industrial 
Property  Conference  at  Eome  have  not 
yet  presented  their  Eeport ;  but  a  final 
Protocol  was  signed  on  the  1 1th  instant, 
by  all  the  delegates,  submitting  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Coniference  to  their  re- 
spective Governments,  vrith  whom  the 
decision  as  to  the  acceptance  of  these 
proposals  now  rests.  Among  the  pro- 
posals is  an  additional  Article  to  the 
Convention  of  1883,  designed  to  restrain 
the  fraudulent  use  of  false  indication  of 
origin  of  goods.  This  Article  was  pro- 
posed by  the  British  delegates  in  ac- 
cordance with  instructions  suggested  by 
the  Board  of  Trade.  Papers  on  the 
subject  will  shortly  be  laid  before  Par- 
liament. 

THE  WESTERN  PACIFIC  -  REPRISALS 
OF  NATIVES. 
Dk.  CAMEEON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty, 
Whether  he  has  received  the  official 
report  of  the  Captain  of  Her  Majesty's 
Ship  Diamond  with  reference  to  the 
reprisals  she  inflicted,  towards  the  close 
of  last  year,  upon  the  natives  of  Nor- 
manby  Island,  Hoopiron  Bay,  Millport 
Bay,  Norava  Island,  and  other  places  in 
the  Western  Pacific  j  and,  if  so,  whe- 

Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour 


ther  he  will  lay  all  the  doenm^nta  re- 
lating to  these  transactions  upon  tiie 
Table  of  the  House  ? 

The  SECEETABY  to  the  ADMI- 
EALTY  (Mr.  Hibbert)  (Oldham):  In 
reply  to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, I  have  to  say  that  I  have  not  yet 
received  any  official  Eeport  of  the  occur- 
rences in  question. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— CLAREMORMS 
—INTIMIDATION. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  any  inquiry  has 
been  held  as  to  the  alleged  destraction 
of  voting  papers  and  intimidation  by  a 
bailiff  named  Godfrey  during  the  Poor 
Law  election  in  the  Kilvine  electoral 
division  of  the  Claremorris  division;  if 
so,  what  was  the  result  of  the  investi- 
gation ;  and,  whether  none  of  the  wit- 
nesses who  were  ready  to  t-estify  to  the 
truth  of  the  charges  made  were  ques- 
tioned by  the  police  ? 

The  chief  SECEETAEY  (Mr.  Joh^ 
Moblky)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) :  A  pro- 
secution has  been  ordered  in  this  case. 
There  has  been  some  delay  owing,  I 
understand,  to  the  officer  in  charge  of 
the  proceedings  having  been  recently  on 
leave ;  but  there  is  no  intention  of  al- 
lowing the  matter  to  drop,  and  every 
witness  will  be  produced  who  is  capable 
of  throwing  any  light  on  it. 

REPRESENTATION  OF  THE  PEOPLE 

ACT,  1884-REQUISITION   FORMS— THE 

RATE  COLLECTORS  OF  MOUNT- 

MELLICK  UNION. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  (Donegal, 
E.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact 
that  the  rate  coUectors  of  Mountmellick 
Union  had  returned  the  requisition  forms 
given  to  them  by  the  clerk  for  service 
under  the  Eepresentation  of  the  People 
Act,  on  the  ground  that  they  could  not 
undertake  the  work  without  remunera- 
tion ;  and,  whether,  in  view  of  the  very 
serious  difficulty  which  is  hereby  re- 
vealed, the  Local  Government  Board 
propose  to  take  any  steps  to  prevent 
wholesale  disfranchisement,  and  to  secure 
reasonable  remuneration  to  the  officers 
in  question  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECEETAEY  (Mr.  Johk 
Moeley)  f Newcastle-on-Tyne) :  Yes.  It 
is  a  fact  uiat  the  collectors  of  the  Mount- 
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mellick  XTnion  have  declined  to  serve  the 
notices  until  the  remuneration  they  are 
to  receive  is  fixed.  The  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  have  communicated  to  the 
Clerk  that  this  is  a  duty  imposed  on  the 
collectors  by  statute,  and  calling  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  there  is  a  means  by 
which  the  Guardians,  with  the  assent  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  can  pro- 
Tide  what  remuneration  they  are  to  re- 
ceive in  respect  of  these  services.  Find- 
ing, however,  that  the  collectors  still 
persisted  in  their  refusal,  the  Clerk  of 
the  Board  was  directed  yesterday  by  the 
liooal  Government  Board  to  inform  these 
officers  that  if  they  do  not  serve  the 
notices  in  question  they  will  be  imme- 
diately dismissed. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  I  would 
like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether,  supposing  these  officers  still 
persist  in  their  refusal,  the  Local  Go- 
▼emment  Board  will  take  steps  to  pre- 
yent  the  disfranchisement  of  a  large 
number  of  persons  in  the  constituency  ? 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY :  I  will  make 
farther  inquiries  as  to  how  far  it  is  pos- 
sible for  the  Local  Government  Board  to 
deal  with  the  matter. 

SOUTH  A3IER1CA— THE  ARGENTINE 
REPUBLIC. 

Lord  FREDERICK  HAMILTON 
(Manchester,  S.W.)  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  Laws  respecting  Nationality  in  force 
in  the  Argentine  Republic,  under  which 
children  born  on  Argentine  territory,  of 
British  parents,  are  claimed  as  Argen- 
tine citizens,  and,  if  males,  are  held 
liable  for  military  service,  without  being 
allowed  the  option  of  retaining  British 
Nationality;  and,  whether  Her  Majesty's 
representative  at  Buenos  Ayres  is  justi- 
fied in  issui:2g  British  passports  to  such 
enforced  citizens  of  the  Argentine  Re- 
public ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Bryce)  (Aberdeen,  8.): 
According  to  the  laws  of  the  Argentine 
Republic,  all  persons  bom  in  the  terri- 
tories of  the  Republic,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  children  of  members  of  the  diplo- 
matic Corps,  whatever  the  nationality 
of  their  parents,  are  considered  to  be 
subjects  of  the  Republic  whilst  resident 
there.     Children  born  there  of  British 

Earents    are,    however,    according     to 
iritith  law,  also  British  subjects.     Her 


Majesty's  representative  at  Buenos  Ayres 
would  be  justified  in  issuing  British 
passports  to  such  children ;  but,  as  they 
would  also  owe  allegiance  to  the  Argen- 
tine Republic,  such  passports  would  not 
afford  them  protection  against  the  laws 
of  that  Republic  so  long  as  they  resided 
within  its  territories.  Nevertheless,  in 
the  event  of  any  special  case  arisine  in 
which  a  British  subject  might  be  likely 
to  suffer  from  his  owing  such  double 
allegiance,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  always  be  ready  to  make  a  friendly 
appeal  upon  the  subject  to  the  Argen- 
tine Government.  For  further  informa- 
tion on  the  subject,  I  beg  leave  to  refer 
the  noble  Lord  to  page  61  of  the  Ap- 
pendix to  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Com- 
missioners of  1869  for  inquiring  into  the 
Laws  of  Naturalization  and  Allegiance. 

AGMOULTURAL      HOLDINGS      ACT  — 

FISHERMEN    ON    THE   NORTH-EAST 

COAST  OF  SCOTLAND. 

Mr.  ES8LEM0NT  (Aberdeen,  E.) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  it  is 
the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment this  Session  to  amend  Uie  Agricul- 
tural Holdings  Act,  and,  in  particular, 
with  a  view  to  remedy  the  conditions 
under  which  fishermen  and  others  on 
the  north-east  coast  of  Scotland  are 
obliged  to  build  houses  at  their  own 
cost,  and  are  refused  any  tenure  of  land 
or  compensation  on  removal,  being 
*^  tenants  at  will,"  and  liable  to  be  re- 
moved a^  any  term  during  the  pleasure 
of  the  proprietor  of  the  land  ? 

The  TiORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  I  fear 
I  cannot  hold  out  hope  of  the  general 
provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Holdings 
Act  being  amended  during  the  present 
Session.  Very  hard  cases  of  the  class 
referred  to  in  the  Question  have  repeat- 
edly been  brought  under  my  notice,  and 
appear  to  call  for  a  remedy,  though  it 
may  be  a  question  whether  the  remedy 
should  find  a  place  in  an  amendment  of 
the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act,  or  in  a 
Local  Government  measure. 

PIERS  AND  HARBOURS  (IRELAND)— 
HOLYHEAD  PIER. 
Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  (Liver- 
pool, West  Derby)  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  W'hether  the  attention 
of  the  Treasury  has  been  drawn  to  the 
character  of  the  work  about  to  be  under- 
taken by  the  Board  of  Trade  in  connec- 
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tion  with  the  Mail  Packet  Pier  at  Holy- 
head ;  whether  the  Mail  Packet  autho- 
rities have  protested  against  the  work 
in  question  being  carried  on,  as  being 
likely  to  prove  prejudicial  to  the  rapid 
conduct  of  the  Mail  Service,  and  a  source 
of  danger,  under  certain  conditions,  to 
the  Mail  Steamers ;  and,  whether,  under 
these  circumstances,  the  Treasury  will 
either  direct  the  discontinuance  of  the 
work,  or  authorise  the  necessary  outlay 
for  putting  the  Pier  in  an  efficient  and 
satisfactory  condition,  as  requested  by 
the  Mail  Packet  Company  ? 

The  SECRETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SDEY  (Mr.  Henby  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  The  works  on  the 
Mail  Packet  Pier  at  Holyhead  have 
been  repeatedly  brought  to  the  notice  of 
the  Treasury.  They  consist  of  the  raising 
of  the  platform  of  the  pier  so  as  to 
facilitate  the  transfer  of  the  mail  bags 
from  the  train  to  the  packet,  and  vice 
versd,  I  should  explain  that  there  are 
four  berths  for  the  mail  steamers  at  the 
pier;  three  of  these  are  alongside  the 
wooden  pier,  and  the  raising  of  the 
platforms  opposite  those  berths  has,  I 
understand,  been  completed.  It  is  now 
proposed  to  take  in  hand  the  raising  of 
the  platform  opposite  the  fourth  berth, 
which  is  the  most  sheltered,  being 
alongside  the  stone  pier.  The  Packet 
Company  ask  that,  as  during  the  work 
this  berth  will  be  for  the  time  not  avail- 
able, the  work  itself  should  be  post- 
poned till  the  open  wooden  pier  has 
been  so  improved  by  close  piling  as  to 
make  it  a  safe  berth  in  all  winds.  The 
technical  officers  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
however,  have  reported  that  reasonable 
security  is  afforded  by  the  structure  as 
it  is  at  present,  and,  having  regard  to 
that  Report,  the  Treasury  has  authorized 
the  raising  of  the  platform  to  be  pro- 
ceeded with. 

ARMS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
Mb.  MITCHELL  HENEY  (Glasgow, 
Blackfriars)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
the  marginal  reference  to  the  41  and  42 
Vic.  c.  5,  in  the  Bill  he  has  introduced 
to  continue  for  a  limited  time  the  Peace 
Preservation  Act  is  an  error,  and  whe- 
ther he  intended  to  refer  to  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  44  and  45  Yic.  c.  5 ; 
what  Irish  counties  are  now  prbclaimed 
under  the  provisions  of  this  Act ;  what 
steps  are  to  be  taken  to  renew  the  Ez- 
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piring  Act  within  the  next  twelve  days' 
which  prohibits  the  importation  and  pos- 
session of  explosive  substances  as  well 
as  arms ;  and.  whether  he  is  aware  that, 
before  the  passing  of  the  Act,  immense 
quantities  of  rifles  and  revolvers  were 
sold  at  very  low  price  by  grocers,  iron- 
mongers, and  others  in  all  parts  of  Ire- 
land, and  that,  on  the  passing  of  the 
Act,  applications  were  made  by  shop- 
keepers for  compensation  for  the  loss  of 
their  stocks  and  a  lucrative  trade  ? 

The  chief  SECRETAEY  (Mr.  John 
Moblby)  (Newcastle  -  on  -  Tyne) :  The 
mistake  to  which  the  hon.  Member  calls 
attention  in  the  hrst  paragraph  of  his 
Question  was  a  misprint.  I  have  al- 
ready explained,  in  answer  to  Questions 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry 
City,  the  extent  to  which  the  Act  is  now 
in  force  in  Ireland,  and  also  its  bearing 
on  the  question  of  the  importation  and 

?ossession  of  explosive  substances ;  and 
shall  make  a  further  statement  on  the 
subject  when  moving  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill  to-day.  There  is  no  reason 
to  believe  that  before  the  passing  of  the 
Act  immense  quantities  of  arms  were 
sold  as  suggested.  After  its  passing 
there  were  about  20  cases  in  which 
dealers  applied  to  have  their  stocks  pur- 
chased under  the  authority  of  the  1st 
section,  on  the  ground  that  owing  to  the 
proclamation  of  the  surrounding  dis- 
tricts there  was  no  sale  for  the  arms.  In 
these  cases  the  arms  were  purchased  at 
reasonable  prices,  and  are  now  in  store. 

INDIA— CALCUTTA  CUSTOM  HOUSE- 
ADULTERATION  OF  M*aAVIN  AND 
CO.'S  WHISKY. 

Sib  EGBERT  FOWLER  (London) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  an  adulteration  of  MaoQavin 
and  Oo.'s  whiskey  at  the  Calcutta  Custom 
House ;  and,  whether  he  will  comm.uni- 
cate  with  the  Government  of  India  on 
the  subject? 

Thb  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Stafford  Howard)  (Glou- 
cester,  Thornbury)  said,  this  matter  was 
at  present  under  consideration,  and, 
therefore,  he  would  postpone  an  answer 
to  the  Question. 

NA  Vr— H.M.S.  "  COLOSSUS  "—THE 

43-TON  GUNS. 
Lord  CHARLES  BERE8F0RD 
(Marylebone,  E.)  asked  the  Secretary  to 
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the  Admiralty,  Whether  it  is  true  that 
H.M.S.  Colossus  is  shortly  going  to  sea, 
having  on  bo£u:d  43 -ton  guns  of  a  similar 
pattern  to  the  gun  which  lately  exploded 
"with  a  reduced  charge  on  board  H.M.S. 
ColUngwood;  and,  whether,  considering 
the  demoralising  effect  produced  on  the 
ship's  company  by  a  doubt  as  to  the  life 
of  their  g^uns,  he  will  use  his  endeavours 
to  have  the  guns  shifted  and  replaced  by 
those  of  a  known  trustworthy  character  ? 

The  SECEETARY  to  the  ADMI- 
EALTY  (Mr.  Hibbert)  (Oldham) :  The 
Colossus  is  to  be  attached  for  the  present 
to  the  Channel  Squadron,  and  will 
shortly  proceed  on  a  cruise.  In  view  of 
the  recent  accident  to  the  43-ton  gun 
in  the  CoUingwood^  directions  have  been 
given  that  the  Colossus  is  not  for  the 
present  to  use  her  43-ton  guns  in  target 
practice.  As  regards  the  question  of 
shifting  and  replacing  these  guns,  it  is 
intended  to  strengthen  them;  but  no 
action  will  be  taken  until  the  Eeport  of 
the  Committee  inquiring  into  the  subject 
of  these  guns  has  been  considered. 

Mr.  BETHELL  (York,  E.R.,  Holder- 
ness^  asked,  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  say  whether  there  were  any  guns 
for  theNavy  of  a  known  trustworthy  cha- 
racter, considered  in  reference  to  their 
having  undergone  a  continuous  test 
such  as  it  might  be  reasonably  inferred 
they  would  undergo  in  an  ordinary  naval 
action  ? 

Mr.  hibbert  :  The  Question  is  of 
so  important  a  character  that  I  should 
like  to  have  Notice  of  it. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
(Paddington,  S.)  wanted  to  know  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
state  what  other  guns  the  Colossus  car- 
ried, and  what  would  be  the  condition 
of  the  Colossus  in  case  she  were  attacked 
by  the  Greek  Fleet  ? 

Mr.  HIBBERT:  The  Colossus  has 
already  fired  off  these  43 -ton  guns  at 
sea  without  any  serious  result  occurring. 
Therefore  Jt  think  that  if  she  were  at- 
tacked by  any  Greek  or  other  vessel  she 
would  be  able  to  defend  herself  in  a 
proper  way. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL  : 
But  she  is  ordered  not  to  fire. 

Mr.  HIBBERT :  She  is  ordered  not 
to  use  the  guns  in  target  practice ;  but 
she  is  not  ordered  not  to  use  them  in 
case  she  is  attacked. 

Lord  CHARLES  BERESFORD 
(Marylebone  E.)  asked  the  Secretary  of 


State  for  War,  Whether,  considering 
the  peculiar  construction  of  the  43-ton 
guns,  any  steps  were  taken  to  ascertain 
what  pressure  would  occur  in  the  chase 
of  these  guns  when  fired  with  a  charge 
of  *' cocoa  powder,"  especially  when 
fired  rapidly ;  and,  if  so,  what  was  the 
result;  what  is  the  highest  pressure 
considered  safe  for  the  chase  of  these 
guns ;  and,  whether  there  have  been 
strong  opinions  expressed  by  competent 
authorities  as  to  the  safety  of  using  the 
cocoa  gunpowder  with  the  4 3- ton  gun  ? 
The  surveyor  GENERAL  of 
ORDNANCE  (Mr.  Woodall)  (Hanley) 
(who  replied)  said  :  The  Question  of  the 
noble  and  gallant  Lord  involves  several 
technical  points  which  are  among  those 
to  which  the  attention  of  the  Ordnance 
Committee,  as  specially  constituted  for 
inquiry  into  this  gun,  would  naturally 
be  directed.  I  would  rather  not  antici- 
pate by  a  present  answer  the  conclusions 
to  which  the  Committee  may  come. 

IRELAND— ALLEGED  CA.TTLB 
STEALING. 

Captain  M*CALM0NT  (Antrim,  E.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is 
true  that  five  head  of  cattle  were  stolen 
from  the  lands  of  one  Peter  Harkin,  a 
bailiff  residing  at  Costrea,  near  Ballina- 
more,  county  Leitrim,  on  the  night  of 
Friday  14th  instant ;  whether  this  Peter 
Harkin  is  the  same  man  as  was  shot  at 
and  wounded  a  few  years  ago;  and, 
whether  any  arrests  have  been  made  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) :  Sir,  five 
head  of  cattle  disappeared  from  the 
lands  of  Peter  Harkin  on  the  night  of 
the  14th  instant,  and  have  not  yet  been 
found.  It  is  not  known  whether  they 
strayed  or  were  stolen.  Harkin  has 
made  an  information.  With  regard  to 
the  last  paragraph  but  one,  Harkin  was 
fired  at  and  wounded  on  the  6th  of 
August,  1882. 

INLAND  FISHERIES  (IRELAND)- 
POISONING  FISH. 

Captain  M^CALMONT  (Antrim,  E.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  the 
following  rivers  in  the  county  Cork  have 
lately  been  systematically  poisoned,  viz. 
the  Lee,  the  Sullane,  and  the  Bandon, 
and  large  quantities  of  young  as  well  as 
full  grown  salmon  thereby  destroyed,  at 
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many  as  80  haying  been  destroyed  in 
one  hole  on  the  Lee  on  the  11th  in- 
stant ;  whether  these  poisoned  fish  have 
passed  through  the  hands  of  two  men 
in  Macroom,  named  Daniel  Lucy  and 
Bichardson,  the  latter  being  station 
master  of  the  Cork  and  Macroom  Rail- 
way, and  been  disposed  of  by  them  in 
the  Cork  Market  for  despatch  to  Eng- 
land and  elsewhere ;  whether  any  arrests 
haye  been  made;  and,  whether  any 
steps  can  be  taken  to  prevent  men  deal- 
ing in  poisoned  fish  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne)  :  From 
inquiries  made,  it  would  appear  that  the 
Rivers  Lee  and  SuUane  were  recently 
twice  poisoned.  Forty -five  fish  were 
known  to  be  destroyed,  sold  to  buyers 
in  Macroom,  and  sent  to  Cork  Market. 
No  poisoning  took  place  on  the  11th 
instant.  The  Bandon  was  poisoned  on 
the  9th  instant,  but  the  poisoned  fish 
were  not  sold  in  Cork.  The  law  pro- 
vides a  penalty  of  £10  for  any  person 
found  near  a  river  with  deleterious  mat- 
ter in  his  possession  for  the  destruction 
of  fish,  and  £5  for  any  person  found 
taking  poisoned  fish  from  any  river.  It 
it  is  the  duty  of  the  bailiffs  employed  by 
the  Conservators  to  enforce  the  law. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IREIiAND) -AL- 
LEGED RIOT  AT  LI8T0WEL. 
Captain  M'CALMONT  (Antrim.  E.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  the 
fact  that  the  police  issued  summonses 
against  some  persons  said  to  be  guilty 
of  riotous  behaviour  in  the  town  of  Lis- 
towel  on  the  28th  April  and  4th  May ; 
whether,  notwithstanding  their  having 
general  instructions  from  the  Town 
Commissioners  to  proceed  for  any  breach 
of  the  Towns  Improvement  Act,  that 
body  called  a  special  meeting  on  the 
evening  of  7th  May,  and,  without  con- 
sulting the  police,  passed  a  Resolution 
directing  the  summonses  to  be  with- 
drawn ;  and,  whether,  under  the  circum- 
stances, the  Attorney  General  will  exer- 
cise the  power  given  to  him  by  the 
ninety-second  section  of  the  Towns  Im- 
provement Act,  and  authorise  the  con- 
stabulary to  proceed  against  the  parties 
charged  with  the  alleged  riotous  be- 
haviour ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) :  Sir,  the 
facts  are  as  stated.      The  summonses 
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have  not  been  withdrawn,  and  will  come 
on  for  hearing  on  the  22nd  instant.  It 
is,  therefore,  unnecessary  for  the  At- 
torney General  to  consider  his  powdrs 
under  the  92nd  section  of  the  Towns 
Improvement  Act.  His  present  opinion 
is  that  the  section  has  no  application  to 
cases  of  this  kind. 

RAILWAYS  (METROPOLIS)— THE  PAD- 
DINGTON  AND  LIMEHOUSE  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger-^ 
ston)  asked  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  Whether  he  can  explain  the 
delay  which  has  taken  place  in  the 
commencement  of  the  Paddington  and 
Limehouse  Railway,  the  South  Eastern 
Railway  extension  in  Southwark  and 
Bermondsey  ;  and,  whether,  taking  into 
consideration  the  serious  loss  entailed 
by  suspense  and  uncertainty  upon  the 
shopkeepers  and  owners  and  occupiers 
of  property  in  the  scheduled  area,  and 
the  great  amount  of  unemployed  labour 
in  the  Metropolis,  he  can  take  any  steps 
to  expedite  the  commencement  of  the 
works  referred  to  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  BOARD 
OP  TRADE  (Mr.  C.  T.  D.  Acland) 
(Cornwall,  Launceston)  (who  replied) 
said :  Sir,  the  Board  of  Trade  have 
no  special  knowledge  with  regard  to 
the  Question  put  by  the  hon.  Member. 
The  Companies  are  bound  by  their  Acts 
to  complete  their  undertakings  within  a 
specified  time,  and  in  the  event  of  their 
failing  to  do  so  the  deposit  which,  in 
the  case  of  a  Company  not  paying  in- 
terest on  its  ordinary  share  capital,  is 
required  to  be  made  with  the  Court  of 
Chancery  on  the  application  for  the  Bill 
is  liable  to  forfeiture.  In  the  case  of  an 
existing  Company  paying  interest  on  its 
ordinary  share  capital,  me  Company  is 
liable  to  a  penalty  of  £5i)  a-day.  In  the 
event  of  loss  or  inconvenience  being 
sustained  by  non-fulfilment  on  the  part 
of  the  Companies  of  their  duties  in  these 
respects,  it  will  be  a  matter  for  grave 
consideration  whether  the  penalties  pro- 
vided by  the  Act  should  not  be  enforced. 

METROPOLITAN  RATTNO— PARISH  OF 
PUTNEY. 
Mr.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth)  asked 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  Upon  what  ground  the  statement 
was  made  in  the  Return  presented  to 
Parliament  by  the  Local  Qovernment 
Board,  dated  30th  March  1886,  that  the 
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highest  rated  parish  in  the  Metropolis 
was  Putney,  woioh  had  to  pay  6«.  Sd,  in 
the  pound,  including  lO^d.  in  the  pound 
for  the  maintenance  and  preservation 
of  Wimbledon  and  Putney  Commons; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  there  is  no 
such  rate  as  lO^d,  in  the  pound  there 
mentioned,  or  any  uniform  rate  for  the 
purposes  alleged,  over  Putney  or  any 
other  parish ;  whether  the  said  Return 
is  erroneous  in  omitting  reference  to  the 
said  Commons'  rates  as  regards  por- 
tions of  Wandsworth  and  other  parishes; 
and,  whether  he  will  cause  the  Betum 
to  he  re-examined  and  amended  ? 

Thb  president  (Mr.  Stansfeld) 
(Halifax) :  I  regret  to  say  that  I  find 
that,  tlm)ugh  an  error  on  the  part  of 
the  printer  which  should  have  been 
noticed  in  the  examination  of  the  Re- 
turn, but  which  was,  unfortunately, 
overlooked,  the  parish  of  Putney  is  re- 
presented as  paying  a  higher  rate  in  the 
pound  than  was  in  fact  the  case.  The 
maximum  rate  levied  on  any  class  of 
property  in  the  parish  for  the  main- 
tenance and  preservation  of  the  com- 
mons referred  to  appears,  from  the 
Return  made  by  the  Conservators  of 
the  commons,  to  have  been  5^d,  in  the 
pound,  instead  of  the  amount  stated  in 
the  Return  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
alludes.  The  rate  in  respect  of  these 
commons  is  not  a  uniform  rate.  We 
now  understand  that  a  rate  is  levied  by 
the  Conservators  of  the  commons  re- 
ferred to  on  part  of  the  parish  of  Wands- 
worth ;  but  no  reference  to  such  a  rate 
was  made  in  the  Returns  supplied  to 
the  Board  by  the  overseers  of  that 
parish  or  by  the  clerk  to  the  Conserva- 
tors. The  circumstances  do  not  appear 
to  be  such  as  to  require  that  the  Return 
should  be  re-issued.  The  Return  has 
been  made  annually,  and  care  will  be 
taken  to  make  the  necessary  correction 
when  it  is  next  issued. 

PRISONS  (IRELAND)-OMAaH  GAOL. 
LoED  ERNEST  HAMILTON  (Tyrone. 
N.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is 
true  that  it  is  proposed  to  do  away  with 
the  Omagh  Prison  and  to  constitute 
Derry  Gaol  a  district  prison ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  Omagh  Gaol  is  in  a 
healthy  open  situation,  while  that  of 
Derry  is  in  a  densely  crowded  part  of 
the  town ;  whether  Omagh  is  more  con- 
venient as  a  centre  than  Deny;  and. 


whether,  before  arriving  at  any  final 
settlement  of  this  question,  he  will  make 
further  inquiries  as  to  the  advisability  of 
taking  this  step  ? 

The  chief  secretary  (Mr.  John 
MoRLET)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) :  In  ac- 
cordance with  a  recommendation  of  the 
Royal  Commission  on  Prisons,  it  has 
been  decided  to  reduce  the  prison  at 
Omagh  to  the  status  of  a  minor  prison  ; 
but  there  is  no  intention  to  close  it 
altogether.  It  is  not  sufficiently  com- 
modious for  the  Londonderry  and 
Omagh  Prisons  combined ;  whereas  the 
Londonderry  Prison  has  sufficient  ac- 
commodation for  that  purpose,  and  is 
equally  convenient.  The  sanitation  of 
both  prisons  is  stated  to  be  quite  satis- 
factory. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
(Bristol,  W.)  asked  the  Prime  Minister, 
What  would  be  the  order  of  Business 
this  evening?  After  the  House  had 
arrived  at  a  decision  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  Arms  Bill,  would  the 
debate  on  the  Oovernment  of  Ireland 
Bill  be  proceeded  with  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  GljlDstone)  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian)  said,  that  was  un- 
doubtedly the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment, always  supposing  that  the  debate 
on  the  Arms  Act  should  close,  as  he  con- 
sidered probable,  at  a  convenient  hour. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
further  inquired  whether,  if  the  debate 
OD  the  Arms  Bill  should  not  be  concluded 
by  midnight  or  thereabouts,  the  next 
Order  would  be  taken  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  Yes;  the 
next  Order. 

ORDERS    OF   THE  BAY. 


ARMS  (IRELAND)  BILL.H:Biix  206.] 

(jtfr.  John  MorUy^  Mr.  Secretary  Childera^  Mr, 

Attorney  Oensral,) 

SECOND    READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  John  Morley)  (Newcastle- 
on-Tyne),  in  moving  that  the  Bill  be 
now  read  a  second  time,  said:  It  will 
probably  be  conyenient  that  I  should 
preface  the  short  statement  that  I  shall 
haTe  to  make  with  a  brief  explanation 
of  what  the  Act  which  we  propose  to 
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continue  provides  for  and  effects.  The 
Peace  Preservation  Act,  which  our  Bill 
proposes  to  oontinne,  was  carried,  as 
V  hon.  Members  are  aware,  in  the  year 
^  1881,  and  what  it  does  is  to  impose  cer- 
tain restrictions  upon  the  carrying  and 
having  of  arms,  and  restrictions  upon 
the  importation  and  the  selling  of  arms. 
It  imposes  restrictions  on  the  carrying 
and  possession  of  arms  in  the  districts 
which  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  by  an  Order 
'  in  Council,  has  proclaimed.  The  pro- 
clamations may  be  of  two  characters. 
They  may  either  extend  to  both  carry- 
ing and  having  arms,  or  they  may  be 
limited  to  the  carrying  of  arms  only. 
No  person  in  a  proclaimed  district  can 
■  carry  or  have  arms  without  a  licence, 
and  any  person  carrying  or  having,  or 
reasonably  suspected  of  carrying  or 
having,  arms  without  a  licence  may  be 
arrested  without  warrant  by  a  constable 
and  brought  up  before  a  magistrate. 
The  Lord  Lieutenant  may  by  warrant 
further  direct  two  persons  named  in  the 
warrant  to  search  in  a  house  specified 
for  arms  ;  but  the  search  must  be  made 
in  the  day-time,  and  the  warrant  is  only 
good  for  a  period  of  10  days.  The 
warrant  is  to  be  countersigned  by  the  In- 
spector General,  or  tlie  Deputy  Inspec- 
tor General,  or  by  any  Besident  Magis- 
trate within  the  proclaimed  district. 
The  Act  also  extends  to  ammunition. 
But  I  should  like  to  point  out,  in  reply 
to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry),  that  the 
more  formidable  kind  of  explosives,  such 
as  dynamite,  nitro-glycerine,  and  so  on, 
have  long  ago  been  amply  provided  for 
by  the  general  law.  The  general  law 
gives  perfectly  sufficient  powers  and 
authority  for  regulating  the  importation, 
manufacture,  storage,  and  possession  of 
these  explosives.  I  am  referring  to  the 
Explosives  Act  of  1875. 

Me.  LEWIS  (Londonderry) :  Does 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  it  includes 
importation  ? 

Mr.  JOHN  MOELElT :  Yes ;  impor- 
tation is  one  of  the  things  provided  for 
in  that  Act.  So  much.  Sir,  for  the  re- 
striction on  having  and  carrying.  But 
there  are  also  restrictions  of  much  greater 
value  and  importance  upon  the  importa- 
tion and  the  selling  of  arms.  The  im- 
portation of  arms  and  explosives  is  pro- 
hibited save  at  certain  specified  ports, 
and  there,  of  course,  their  importation 
takes  place  under  the  supervision  of  the 
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Custom  House  officers;  and  the  con- 
signees of  arms  and  ammunition  can  be 
compared  with  the  lists  of  persons  who 
in  proclaimed  districts  are  entitled  to 
deal  in  arms  and  possess  them.  The 
importation  and  sale  are  not  regulated 
by  the  sections  of  the  Act  itself,  but  by 
the  Order  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  and 
the  principal  provision  in  that  re- 
spect is  that  a  licensed  dealer  is  to 
return  every  month  an  account  of  his 
stock ;  also  he  is  obliged  to  keep  a 
register  of  the  persons  to  whom  he 
sells  arms,  and  the  date  at  which  he 
sold  tbem.  That  is  obviously  a  provision 
analogous  to  an  Act  of  our  own  for  the 
regulating  of  the  sale  of  poison.  Licences 
to  sell  are  granted  by  the  Inspector 
General,  the  Deputy  Inspector  General, 
and  by  Besident  Magistrates.  I  should, 
perhaps,  explain  that  the  reason  for  the 
2nd  sub-section  of  the  Bill  before  the 
House  is  that,  supposing  this  Bill  not  to 
pass  before  the  1st  of  June,  it  would  not 
operate  without  this  clause  to  revive  or 
continue  proclamations,  licences,  and 
orders  which  would  then  expire,  and 
accordingly  it  saves  the  trouble  of 
issuing  fresh  proclamations  and  fresh 
licences — ^trouble,  I  mean,  not  only  to 
the  Gt>vemment  authorities  but  to 
holders  of  licences.  That  sub-section 
enacts  that  proclamations,  licences,  and 
orders  already  in  existence  shall  be  of 
the  same  force  as  if  there  had  been  no 
interruption  in  the  Act.  We  have 
already  under  a  not  commonly  known 
Act  of  0$o,  III.  a  provision  that  in 
the  case  of  Bills  for  continuing  Acts 
which  would  expire  during  the  Hession, 
such  Acts  shall  be  deemed  to  con- 
tinue from  their  expiration  ;  we  have, 
however,  inserted  an  express  provision 
to  that  effect  in  the  Bill.  There  is  one 
change  only  which  we  propose  to  make 
in  the  Peace  Preservation  Act.  That  is 
in  the  4th  sub-section  of  Section  4. 
That  sub-section  was  introduced  on  the 
Motion  of  a  well-known  Member  of  this 
House — Mr.  Callan,  late  Member  for 
Louth.  It  provides  that  any  occupier 
of  one  or  more  agricultural  holdings, 
provided  he  can  get  a  certificate  from 
two  Justices,  shall  be  able  to  claim  a 
licence  to  have  and  carry  arms,  either 
specifically  or  generally,  as  of  right,  from 
the  Besident  Magistrate  or  other  authori- 
ties. That  sub-section  was  accepted  at 
the  time  ;  but  it  was  found  during  Lord 
Spencer's  administration  of  this  Act  to 
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work  with  considerable  inconvenience; 
and,  therefore,  in  Committee  I  shall  pro- 
pose to  repeal  that  sub-section.  It  was 
a  sub-section  borrowed,  I  belieye,  from 
the  Act  of  1875.  That  is  the  only 
change  we  propose  to  make  in  Com- 
mittee in  the  Peace  Preservation  Act.  I 
will  now  say  a  word  or  two  as  to  the 
operation  of  the  Act.  There  are  28 
counties  which  are  either  wholly  or 
partially  under  proclamation  ;  32  pro- 
clamations—only proclamations  against 
carrying — are  in  force. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Londonderry, 
S.) :  Will  you  give  the  exceptions  ? 

Mb.  JOHN  MORLEY :  The  excepted 
counties  are  Antrim,  Londonderry,  Louth, 
and  Wicklow.  The  cities  of  Belfast  and 
Londonderry  are  proclaimed. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Are  they  pro- 
claimed for  importation  ? 

Mb.  JOHN  MOELEY :  I  wiU  answer 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  in  a 
moment  or  two.  The  number  of  prose- 
cutions have  not  been  very  considerable. 
Li  1881  there  were  75  prosecutions  and 
58  convictions.  In  1882  there  were  127 
prosecutions  and  102  convictions.  In 
1883  there  were  86  prosecutions  and  73 
convictions.  In  1884  there  were  73  pro- 
secutions and  56  convictions.  In  1885 
there  were  74  prosecutions  and  56  con- 
victions; and  so  far  in  the  year  1886 
there  have  been  51  prosecutions  and 
44  convictions.  In  reply  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  (Mr.  Healy),  Belfast  is 
proclaimed  partially,  only  for  carrying 
and  not  for  having  arms. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  As  to  importa- 
tion? 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY :  I  shall  be  able 
to  tell  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  before 
the  debate  closes.  That  is  all  I  have  to 
say  as  to  the  working  of  the  Act.  What 
is  there  to  justify  a  continuance  of  it  ? 
There  is  a  vast  difference  between  the 
general  state  of  things  in  the  country 
at  the  present  moment,  and  the  state  of 
things  m  Ireland  in  the  year  1881,  when 
this  Act  was  first  brought  before  Parlia- 
ment. In  the  first  four  months  of  1 88 1 
the  agrarian  outrages  of  the  more  serious 
kind  were  556.  In  the  first  four  months 
of  1886  the  number  of  serious  agrarian 
offences  was  only  1 84 ;  and  if  we  take 
the  comparison  in  another  way,  the 
figures  are  still  more  striking  and  still 
more  satisfactory.  In  the  four  months 
before  the  introduction  of  the  Peace 
Preservation  Act  of  1881^  the  serious 


agrarian  crimes  were  881.  Therefore, 
we  have  to  compare  881  with  184.  So 
far  as  offences  go,  during  the  present 
year,  I  think,  in  a  previous  debate,  the 
House  was  placed  in  possession  of  the 
number  of  outrages,  excluding  threaten- 
ing letters.  In  August,  last  year,  the 
serious  offences  were  59 ;  in  Septem- 
ber, 51  ;  in  October,  60 ;  in  Novem- 
ber, they  were  48  ;  in  December,  64  ;  in 
January,  they  fell  to  46 ;  in  February, 
they  fell  to  33  ;  in  March,  I  am  sorry  to 
say,  they  rose  to  56,  but  in  April  they 
fell  again  to  49.  The  figures,  therefore, 
at  the  present  moment  have  nothing  in 
them  of  an  alarming  kind,  or  to  excite 
great  apprehension.  But  even  if  the 
figures  had  been  worse,  I  am  not  sure 
that,  viewing  the  serious  agrarian 
offences  alone,  we  should  have  felt  bound 
to  continue  the  Act,  because  it  has  been 
foimd  that  deliberately  planned  murder 
and  outrage  have  not  and  cannot  be  pre- 
vented by  the  provisions  of  an  Arms  Act. 
The  Arms  Act,  as  I  ventured  to  say  the 
other  night  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow,  was  in  full  force  when  san- 
guinary offences  against  the  person  and 
violent  attficks  upon  houses  were  most 
frequent.  If  a  murder  is  planned  and 
arranged  for  and  premeditated,  we  may 
be  quite  certain  that  it  will  not  miscarry 
for  want  of  a  weapon  to  execute  it.  That 
is  not  my  view  only.  It  is  the  view  of 
all  those  who  have  been  most  directly 
responsible  for  peace  and  order  in  Ire- 
land. If,  therefore,  the  prevention  of 
violent  and  terrible  crime  had  been  the 
only  justification  for  this  Act,  I  repeat 
we  might  very  well  have  allowed  it  to 
expire.  Well,  then.  Sir,  what  is  the 
cause  for  the  continuance  of  the  Act  ? 
Now,  I  gave  that  cause  the  other  day  in 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Derry  (Mr. 
Lewis)  in  words  which,  I  regret,  at  the 
time  gave  some  offence — offence  which 
was  not  for  a  moment  in  my  intention, 
and  which  I  cannot  admit  to  have  been 
at  all  justified  by  the  words  which  I 
used.  What  I  said  was  that,  according 
to  my  information,  the  Arms  Act  was 
believed  to  be,  as  I  have  already  stated, 
of  very  little  use  in  preventing  deliberate 
outrages  and  crime.  But  I  said  it  was 
believed  to  be  of  considerable  use  in  pre- 
venting— and  these  were  my  exact  words, 
and  I  do  not  wish  to  fiinch  from  them — 
to  be  of  use  in  preventing  men  in  the 
North  of  Ireland  and  elsewhere — and  I 
am  obliged  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
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^ber  opposite  (Colonel  Waring)  who  re- 
,  cognized  that  I  used  these  words — men 
in  the  North  of  Ireland  and  elsewhere 
coming  to  public  gatherings  with  arms. 
These  are  the  words  whioli  I  used,  and 
they  are  words  to  which  I  adhere.  I  was 
asked  the  other  night,  by  way  of  inter- 
jection, why  I  mentioned  the  North  at 
all.  r**Hear,hear!"l  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Lewis)  says  ''Hear,  hear!" 
The  reason  is  perfectly  obvious.  It  is 
in  the  North  principally  that,  owing 
to  the  intermixture  of  religions,  and 
owing  to  the  tradition  of  faction  fights, 
large  bodies  of  men  would  be  likely  to 
come  into  conflict  in  times  of  consider- 
able excitement  and  when  political  feel- 
ing ran  high ;  and,  as  we  know,  they  have 
been  accustomed  to  come  into  oonflict  in 
such  times  in  years  past.  That  was  my 
reason,  and  I  think  it  was  a  very  com- 
mon sense  reason,  for  mentioning  the 
North  as  well  as  other  parts  of  Ireland. 
I  submit  with  great  confidence  to  hon. 
Oentlemen  opposite  that  there  was  no- 
thing in  that  observation  properly  cal- 
culated to  hurt  their  susceptibilities.  I 
say  again,  all  this  is  no  discovery  of 
mine — this  special  use  and  advantage  of 
the  Peace  Preservation  Act.  When  I 
was  in  Dublin  during  the  Easter  Becess 
I  had  the  opportunity,  of  which  I  availed 
myself,  of  discussing  the  working  of  this 
Act  and  the  desirableness  of  its  con- 
tinuance with  those  who,  as  I  have  said, 
are  directly  and  immediately  responsible 
for  the  preservation  of  order  and  peace 
in  Ireland.  All  these  high  and  respon- 
sible authorities  set  a  very  great  store  by 
the  provisions  regulating  importation. 
They  regard  those  provisions  as  having 
been,  and  as  likely  to  be,  of  very  great 
value.  But  it  is  felt  that  the  true  use  of 
the  Arms  Act  is  that  it  prevents  the 
growth  of  the  practice  which  in  days  of 
political  excitement  might  be  likely  to 
grow  to  very  formidable  dimensions — 
the  practice  of  carrying  arms  at  fairs, 
races,  markets,  and  processions,  and 
other  gatherings.  It  is  feared  that  if  this 
Act  wore  to  drop,  there  would  be  a  risk, 
the  times  being  what  they  are,  of  that 
practice  growing  to  very  formidable 
dimensions.  I  do  not  believe  that  men 
would  go  deliberately  to  gatherings  of 
this  kind  with  the  premeditated  inten- 
tion of  carrying  on  violence  on  a  great 
scale ;  but  any  hon.  Gentleman  will  per- 
ceive that,  being  in  the  possession  of 
arms,  they  would  be  tempted  in  a  mo- 
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ment  of  excitement  to  give  emphasiB  to 
their  political  views,  whether  g^een  or 
orange,  by  the  discharge  of  these  fire- 
arms, sometimes  loaded,  and  which  are, 
perhaps,  often  much  more  dangerous  to 
their  possessors  than  to  anyone  else.  Sir, 
we  not  wish  to  exaggerate  the  danger  to 
which  I  have  been  referring  ;  neither  do 
I  wish,  on  the  other  hand,  to  be  stupidly 
optimist  as  to  the  condition  of  Ireland, 
either  North  or  South.  It  has  been  my 
endeavour  during  the  short  time  that  I 
have  been  in  Office  to  look  at  the  facts  of 
Ireland  as  regards  the  conditions  of  social 
order  with  a  perfectly  fair  and  impartial 
eye.  The  Irish  Government  keeps  itself 
constantly  and  vigilantly  informed — as 
well  informed  as  the  circumstances  of 
the  case  allows — as  to  the  state  of  feel- 
ing in  the  country  both  North  and 
South,  as  to  all  that  is  going  on  in  the 
country  so  far  as  we  can  ascertain  it ; 
and  while  we  see  in  the  state  of  things 
in  the  country  nothing  to  justify  any- 
thing like  alarm  or  apprehension  re- 
garding that  kind  of  conduct  which  the 
Arms  Act  is  designed  to  prevent,  we  feel 
that  there  is  a  general  state  of  suspense 
and  expectancy.  [Ironical  lavghUrS] 
Why,  of  course,  to  deny  that  would  be 
childish.  There  is  a  general  state  of 
suspense  and  expectancy,  and  in  some 
parts,  no  doubt,  the  tide  of  political  feel- 
ing does  run  exceedingly  high.  Und^ 
these  circumstances,  I  do  not  argue  the 

?uestion  whether  the  state  of  feeling  in 
reland  is  such  as  would  have  justified 
us  in  bringing  in  a  Peace  Preservation 
Act  if  it  were  to  be  done  afresh  and  for 
the  first  time.  But  what  I  submit  to  the 
House  is,  that  as  we  find  this  Act  in 
existence  and  in  working  order,  we  have 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  is  only 
consistent  with  prudence  and  common 
sense  to  retain  it  for  the  purposes  I  have 
mentioned;  and  I  cannot  believe.  Sir, 
that  in  any  qu£u:ter  of  the  House  any 
use  has  been  made,  or  is  likely  to  be 
made,  of  the  provisions  of  that  Aot 
which  can  be  reasonably  objected  to  by 
any  friend  of  peace  and  order  in  Ireland. 
I  beg  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  now  read 
a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond 
time." — {Mr,  John  Morley,) 

Me.  PAENELL  (Cork) :  I  had  in- 
tended. Sir,  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretfiry  whether  he 
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would  not  agree  to  the  omission  of  Sub- 
section 4  of  Section  4  of  the  expiring 
Act,  which  he  described  to  the  House ; 
and  I  also  intended,  in  addition,  to  ask 
whether  he  would  not  agree  to  take 
power  for  the  Licensing  Authority  to  re- 
Toke  any  licences  that  may  have  been 
issued  to  hare  or  carry  arms  in  any 
district? 

The  chief  SECRETAEY  for  IEE- 
LAND  (Mr.  John  Morley)  (Newcastle- 
on-Tyne')  :  We  have  those  powers 
already  oy  the  Lord  Lieutenant's  Pro- 
clamation. 

Mr.  PARNELL:  I  did  not  under- 
stand that  the  Proclamation  could  em- 
power the  Licensing  Authority  to  revoke 
the  licence  himself,  but  that  it  could  be 
revoked  only  by  the  permission  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  a  very  roundabout  and 
difficult  thing  to  bring  about.  A  Pro- 
clamation has  to  be  advertised  in  The 
Dublin  Gazette^  and,  of  course,  has  to 
depend  more  or  less  on  the  knowledge 
of  the  Central  Authority  in  Dublin 
Castle,  rather  than  on  the  knowledge  of 
the  Local  Authority,  who  had  given  the 
licence.  I  would  not  propose,  of  course, 
to  interfere  with  the  power  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  to  issue  such  a  Proclamation ; 
but  I  think  the  power  should  be  ex- 
tended to  the  Licensing  Authorities 
themselves,  and  that  they  should  have 
power  to  revoke  licences  when  once 
given.  Why  do  I  ask  this  ?  We  com- 
plain, apart  altogether  from  the  general 
principle  of  the  right  to  bear  arms — we 
complain  that  powers  such  as  these  have 
been  injuriously  and  unfairly  used  in 
two  diflterent  directions — they  have  been 
used,  in  the  first  place,  to  harass  and 
annoy  the  Nationalists  of  Ireland.  They 
have  been  used  unnecessarily  to  deprive 
respectable  farmers  of  their  shot-guns, 
which  were  intended  for  the  purpose  of 
scaring  birds  away  from  growing  crops, 
and  which  they  would  not  use  except 
for  that  purpose.  Any  practical  agri- 
culturist will  bear  me  out  in  saying  that 
nothing  is  better  for  scaring  away  rooks 
from  crops  than  firing  a  shot-gun.  It 
is  much  better  than  any  kind  of  scare- 
crow, even  such  as  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  North  Armagh  (Major 
Saunderson)  has  been  endeavouring  to 
set  up  during  the  last  few  days  or  weeks, 
so  as  to  intimidate  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in  reference  to  the  passage  of 
another  Bill.  But  this  power  of  the 
Lord   Lieutenant  has  also   been  used 
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generally  to  the  annoyance  and  to  the 
promotion  of  discontent  among  the 
population  in  different  parts  of  Ireland. 
It  has  been  used  in  a  wholesale  way. 
I  do  not  speak  exactly  of  the  past  or  the 
existing  Act,  but  of  similar  Acts  used  in 
a  wholesale  way  to  the  annoyance  of 
most  respectable  people  in  Ireland.  The 
understanding  we  wish  to  come  to  is 
this — that  since  the  Government  have 
used  the  Act  to  disarm  the  Nationalist 
people  of  Ireland,  so  you  should  also 
use  it  to  disarm  the  Orange  population — 
at  all  events,  that  section  of  the  popula- 
tion which  have  shown  by  its  frenzy  and 
the  frenzy  of  its  Leaders,  and  by  its  acts, 
that  though  it  is  not  willing  to  take  to 
the  open  field  and  fight,  yet  it  always 
is  willing,  whenever  it  can  do  so  with 
impunity,  to  assassinate,  or  attempt  to 
assassinate,  those  who  happen  to  differ 
from  them  in  political  opinion.  Well, 
Sir,  it  cannot  be  contended  for  a  moment 
that  considerable  need  does  not  exist  at 
the  present  moment  for  some  precau- 
tionary steps  on  the  subject.  We  havo 
had  incitements  coming  from  high 
quarters,  and  from  both  sides  of  the 
House.  I  will  not  say  that  the  three 
chief  Leaders  of  the  Orangemen — Lord 
Salisbury,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  AVest  Birmingham  ^Mr.  J. 
Chamberlain),  and  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Paddington  (Lord  Eandolph 
Churchill),  really  intended  to  promote 
assassination  and  murder.  I  am  sure  that 
that  was  not  the  intention  of  any  of  these 
Gentlemen;  but  certainly  their  words 
can  have  no  other  effect.  To  suppose 
for  a  moment  that  any  section  of  the 
population  of  Ireland  will  ever,  under 
any  ordinary  circumstances,  take  the 
field  against  the  British  Government 
and  the  armed  Forces  of  the  British 
Government,  is  to  suppose  an  absurd 
impossibility.  To  suppose  that  it  should 
be  possible  to  incite  the  Orangemen  of 
Ulster,  numbering,  certainly,  not  more 
than  15,000  or  20,000  men,  all  told— 
[Colonel  Waring:  Oh,  oh!]  Well, 
certainly  in  some  of  the  estimates  re- 
cently made  some  of  their  spokesmen 
seemed  to  have  counted  all  the  women 
and  children,  and  even  the  very  young 
children,  as  well  as  the  men.  To  sup- 
pose that  the  Orangemen  of  Ulster,  who, 
though  they  swore  and  have  threatened 
several  times  to  rebel,  have  never  yet 
rebelled,  but  who  have  very  frequently, 
as  I  have  alreadjjr  said;  indulged  in  tb^ 
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pastime  at  different  periods  of  the  year 
of  murderiDg  and  attempting  to  murder 
their  Catholic  fellow-countrymen  and 
neighbours,  to  suppose  that  it  is  pos- 
sible for  these  people  to  rebel  is  the 
Tery  height  of  absurdity.  We  all  know 
now  that  the  science  of  war  has  been 
broueht  to  such  a  pitch  of  perfection 
that  in  a  country  like  Ireland — why,  it 
would  be  almost  the  same  thing  for 
John  Bull  to  go  out  and  fight  a  pitched 
battle  in  his  back  garden  as  it  would  be 
for  him  to  carry  on  a  war  in  Ireland.  It 
would  be  utterly  impossible  for  any 
body  of  men,  no  matter  how  warlike,  if 
they  were  even  as  courageous  as  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Armagh 
(Major  Saunderson),  to  hold  out  for  24 
hours  against  the  Irish  Constabulary, 
much  less  against  the  strength  of  the 
British  Army.  So  that  we  may  put  out 
of  our  heads  altogether  the  notion  of 
Orangemen  rising,  or  that  there  is  any 
necessity  for  passing  this  measure  for 
the  purpose  of  preventing  open  and 
armed  resistance  to  the  Forces  of  the 
Crown.  But,  undoubtedly,  experience 
has  shown  us  that  there  does  exist 
indeed  an  apprehension  at  the  present 
moment  that  there  may  be  murder  and 
assassination  committed  by  Orangemen 
in  Ulster,  possibly  at  the  next  General 
Election — probably  at  any  time.  These 
threats  have  been  published  to  the 
world.  But  they  do  not  mean  fight — 
they  mean  murder. 

Major  8AUNDEE80N :  No. 

Mb.  PAENELL:  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  North  Armagh  has  spoken 
on  the  subject — his  words  are  on  record 
as  stating  that  he  would  beat  the  Na- 
tionalist Members  when  they  came  can- 
vassing the  Ulster  constituencies,  and 
that  it  would  be  done  by  the  bullet,  and 
not  by  the  ballot. 

Major  SAUNDERSON  :  I  never  said 
anything  of  the  kind  anywhere. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  You  did.  [CWm 
of  •*  Withdraw  !  "] 

Mr.  PARNELL:  The  hon.  and  gallant 
G-entleman  certainly  did  say,  prior  to  the 
last  Election,  that  that  Election  would  be 
decided  in  Ulster  by  the  bullet,  and  not 
by  the  ballot. 

Major  SAUNDERSON  :  lam  sorry 
to  interrupt  the  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  I 
never  said  anything  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Yes,  you  did. 

Major  SAUNDERSON :  Perhaps  the 
House  will  allow  me  to  state  what  I  did 

Mr.  Famell 


say.  The  speech  referred  to  was  one  I 
made  in  County  Monaghan  in  comment- 
ing on  a  speech  made  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  South  Londonderry 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  that  the  Orangemen 
of  Ulster  would  not  be  overcome  by  the 
ballot,  but  by  the  bullet. 

Mr.  PARNELL :  I  can  only  say  that 
I  have  a  distinct  recollection  to  the 
contrary — [Crtett  of  **  Order  I  "] 

Major  SAUNDERSON:  Read  my 
speech. 

Mr.  PARNELL :  And  that  my  state- 
ment of  what  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman said  is  correct ;  but  I  do  not  wish 
to  insist  on  it  in  view  of  the  disclaimer 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  ;  but 
I  will  ask  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
whether,  in  seconding  a  vote  of  thanks 
to  Lord  Salisbury  of  Saturday  last,  he 
stated  that  there  would  be  plenty  of 
customers  for  the  gunraakers  shortly  ? 

Major  SAUNDERSON:  Yes,  in 
London :  not  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  PARNELL :  We  have  heard  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  carrying 
the  war  into  Carthage;  but  I  did  not 
know  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
was  going  to  extend  his  warlike  opera- 
tions to  the  larger  field  of  London.  For, 
apart  from  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member, 
some  time  past  we  have  had  examples  of 
riotous  and  tumultuous  meetings  in  Ire- 
land on  the  part  of  the  Orangemen  of 
the  North,  where  thousands  of  them 
have  come  together  armed  with  revolvers 
— where  sackloads  of  revolvers  have 
been  taken  from  them,  according  to  the 
statement  of  a  late  Chief  Secretary,  and 
where  they  have  kept  up  a  fire  from 
these  revolvers  into  the  air  by  hundreds 
and  thousands  for  many  minutes.  I  do 
not  apprehend  that  demonstrations  on 
such  a  large  scale  as  that  will  be  re- 
peated by  the  Orangemen  of  Ulster  at 
the  coming  General  Election ;  they  did 
not  attempt  anything  of  the  kind  against 
us  at  the  last  General  Election  ;  out  it 
is  possible  there  may  be  isolated  at- 
tempts on  a  small  scale  to  create  riot  and 
disturbance,  and  that  they  may  result  in 
the  taking  of  the  lives  of  some  in- 
offensive Nationalists.  But,  however 
this  may  be,  from  the  point  of  view  of 
equal  justice  we  think  that  before  we  are 
asked  to  agree  to  the  second  reading  of 
this  Bill  the  Chief  Secretary  should  tell 
us  that  he  intends  to  see  it  fairly  and 
justly  administered  as  between  the  two 
sides,  and  that  as  the  Orangemen  under 
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the  operation  of  the  4th  sub-Bection  of 
Section  4  of  the  expiring  Act  have  power 
to  arm  themselyes,  and  Catholics  are 
prevented  from  doing  so,  that  that  will 
be  undone,  and  that  in  every  case  where 
arms  are  known  to  be  in  the  hands  of 
dangerous  people,  by  licence  previously 
g^ven  or  otherwise,  that  licence  will  be 
taken  away.  That  is  a  fair  and  reason- 
able request  to  make,  and  it  is  one  that 
ought  not  to  be  refused.  It  is  a  mockery 
to  introduce  the  Bill  and  say  it  shall 
only  be  applied  to  three-fourths  of  the 
country.  If  this  law  is  to  pass  at  all,  it 
ought  to  be  applied  equally  against  all 
sections  of  the  people.  When  I  first 
entered  the  House  of  Commons,  1 1  years 
ago,  an  Arms  Act  was  under  discussion, 
and  I  felt  humiliated  at  the  feeling  that 
came  over  me  that  I,  who  had  just  come 
from  my  constituency,  then  full  of  hope, 
that  the  right  of  making  her  own  laws 
would  shortly  be  restored  to  Ireland, 
and  no  other  feeling,  that  I  should  find 
the  House  of  Commons  of  that  day  was 
only  willing  to  devote  its  attention  to  a 
Bill  to  disarm  the  people  of  Ireland. 
We  are  now  entering  upon  better  days. 
I  do  not  feel  depressed  because  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  introduced 
this  Bill.  I  admit  there  may  be  some 
reason  why  at  present,  and  considering 
the  condition  of  a  portion  of  the  country, 
the  hands  of  the  Government  might  be 
fortified  by  some  such  measure  as  this. 
But  that  reason  is  not  one  created  by 
anything  on  the  part  of  the  Nationalists ; 
it  is  not  the  fault  of  the  Nationalists  that 
it  has  to  be  done.  I  do  not  feel  depressed 
or  alarmed  at  the  prospect  before  us. 
The  present  House  of  Commons  is  com- 
posed very  largely  indeed  of  Gentlemen 
who  have  shown  themselves  desirous  of 
seeing  how  far  they  can  go  in  the  direc- 
tion of  giving  power  of  self-government 
to  Ireland;  and  I  am  convinced  that 
when  the  time  comes  when  this  House 
shall  have  entrusted  to  all  sections  of 
Irishmen  the  power  to  make  their  own 
laws,  the  necessity  for  passing  an  Act 
like  this  to  be  used  against  any  section 
of  Irishmen  shall  have  disappeared,  and 
disappeared  for  ever. 

Major  SAUNDERSON  (Armagh,  N.) 
said,  after  the  remarks  which  had  been 
made,  he  thought  it  necessary  to  offer  a 
few  words  in  explanation  of  what  he 
said  at  the  meeting  on  Saturday  last. 
He  then  tried  to  explain  to  the  audience 


the  exact  position  that  the  Loyalists 
should  be  placed  in  in  Ireland  if  the 
Bill  now  before  the  House  was  carried ; 
and  he  pointed  out  that,  from  the 
character  given  of  a  certain  section  of 
Irishmen  by  the  Prime  Minister  himself, 
the  Loyalists  were  forced  to  look  upon 
the  advent  to  power  of  the  section  to 
whom  he  referred  from  the  same  point 
of  view  as  a  London  shopkeeper  would 
look  upon  the  substitution  of  the  present 
London  Police  Force  by  a  force  consist- 
ing of  the  murderers,  thieves,  burglars, 
and  pickpockets  of  London — a  change 
which  he  anticipated  would  impel  the 
peaceable  citizens  of  London  to  buy 
arms  for  their  own  defence,  and  so  make 
the  fortunes  of  the  gundealers.  He 
considered  that  he  was  justified  in  stat- 
ing this,  because  the  Prime  Minister 
himself,  some  four  and  a-half  years  ago, 
described  the  Party  led  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  as  a  Party  who 
preached  the  gospel  of  plunder,  whose 
steps  were  dogged  by  crime,  and  who 
were  marching  through  rapine  to  the 
dismemberment  of  the  Empire.  He 
(Major  Saunderson)  therefore  considered 
his  illustration  as  a  very  happy  and 
appropnate  one.  It  was  not  his  inten- 
tion to  oppose  the  Bill.  The  reason  why 
the  Act  did  not  apply  to  one  part  of 
Ireland  was  that  that  portion  was  not 
under  the  domination  of  the  National 
League.  The  hon.  Member  had  accused 
Orangemen  of  murder ;  but  he  had  not 
supported  the  charge  by  mentioning  a 
single  case,  and  for  the  reason  that  such 
an  instance  could  not  be  found.  [An 
hon.  Member:  Philip  Maguire.]  He 
did  not  wish  to  rake  up  the  list  of  crimes 
for  which  the  National  League  was  re- 
sponsible. He  wondered,  however,  that 
when  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  spoke 
thus  of  Orangemen  he  did  not  embrace 
the  opportunity  of  denouncing  the  hor- 
rible and  brutal  murders  which  were 
taking  place  in  other  parts  of  Ireland. 
He  had  said  that  they  had  arrived  at 
happier  times.  He  (Major  Saunderson) 
thought  in  one  sense  they  had,  for  he 
believed  they  were  approaching  a  settle- 
ment of  the  Irish  Question,  and  a  settle- 
ment which  would  be  final,  and  the 
settlement  would  be  this — ^that  the  con- 
stituencies of  England  would  decide  by 
an  overwhelming  majority  that  the 
authority  of  the  Queen  should  be  per- 
manently maintained  in  Ireland,   and 
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that  the  authority  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  and  his  Friends  should  never 
be  substituted  for  it. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
(Paddington,  S.) :  Perhaps  the  House 
will  allow  me  to  make  a  few  remarks, 
which  I  think  will  have  strict  reference 
to  the  Bill  before  it,  upon  the  manner  in 
which  the  Bill  has  beon  approached,  and 
also  in  the  nature  of  a  personal  explana- 
tion, in  answer  to  the  attacks  made  upon 
myself  personally  from  more  than  one 
quarter  of  the  House.  I  very  much 
regret  I  was  not  in  my  place  when  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell) 
was  speaking,  having  been  called  out  of 
the  House  on  business.  I  understand 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  stated  that, 
in  his  opinion,  I  had  been  guilty  of  un- 
intentionally inciting  to  murder  and 
assassination.  Of  course,  that  is  an 
opinion  which  the  hon.  Member  is  en- 
titled to  hold.  At  the  same  time  it  is  a 
very  serious  accusation ;  and  I  think 
that  any  Member  of  the  House,  sitting 
upon  one  Front  Bench  or  the  other, 
having  held  Office  or  holding  it,  who 
even  unintentionally  incites  to  murder 
and  assassination  is  quite  unworthy  to 
have  a  place  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
And  for  a  Member  who  intentionally 
incites  to  murder  and  assassination,  the 
proper  place  for  him  would  be  a  Court 
of  Justice.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bury  (Sir  Henry  James), 
speaking  the  other  day,  without  any 
possibility  of  mistake  as  to  whom  he 
was  alluding,  stated  that  in  consequence 
of  language  I  had  used  I  was  half  a 
traitor.  The  Chief  Secretary  also  holds, 
I  know,  that  this  Bill  is  necessitated,  to 
a  considerable  extent,  by  the  feeling  of  a 
certain  portion  of  the  Irish  people  in 
the  North,  and  by  the  preparation  they 
may  be  making  for  forcible  resistance 
in  certain  circumstances.  I  understand 
from  what  he  said  the  other  day,  in  an- 
swer to  a  Question  put  to  him  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Londonderry,  that  the 
Bill  was  specially  intended  to  apply  to 
the  prevention  of  armed  bodies  in  the 
North  of  Ireland. 

Me.  JOHN  MORLEY:  If  the  noble 
Lord  had  been  in  the  House,  he  would 
have  heard  the  explanation  I  have  given 
of  that  observation,  and  the  defence  I 
have  made  for  it. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
I  am  very  sorry,  and  I  apologize  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.     1  understand, 

Jfqfar  Saunderson 


then,  that  the  Government  does  not 
mean  to  apply  this  Bill  to  armed 
bodies  in  the  North  of  Ireland.  But  I 
would  ask  the  House  to  give  me  per- 
mission to  do  my  best  to  clear  myself  of 
a  very  serious  accusation,  and  at  the 
same  time,  if  possible,  for  the  purpose 
of  this  debate,  to  eliminate  this  question 
to  a  considerable  extent  from  future  dis- 
cussion. What  I  said  was  this — I  kaye 
not  my  words  before  me,  but  I  hare  a 
very  clear  recollection  of  them — that  in 
certain  circumstances,  and  in  the  event 
of  a  certain  portion  of  the  Irish  people 
being  placed  under  the  legislative  con- 
trol of  another  Legislative  Assembly  than 
this  Imperial  Parliament,  the  Loyalists 
of  Ulster,  or  that  portion  of  the  Irish 
people  to  whom  I  alluded,  would,  in  all 
probability,  resort  to  forcible  resistance. 

Mb.  sexton  (Sligo,  S.) :  You  said 
they  ought  to  do  it. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
I  did  not.  Hon.  Members  in  that  quarter 
of  the  House  will  please  understand  that 
I  am  not  desirious  of  shirking  the  ques- 
tion. What  I  said  was  that  in  circum- 
stances such  as  they  apprehended  they 
would  be  right  in  resorting  to  arms.  I 
maintain,  and  I  defy  contradiction,  that 
what  I  have  laid  down  is  the  Constitu- 
tional doctrine  accepted  in  this  country 
ever  since  the  days  of  the  Revolution  of 
1688.  Before  I  come  to  that  point  let 
me  say  this — ^that  in  the  language  I 
used  I  have  the  most  distinguished 
Predecessors.  In  1833,  Lord  Althorp — 
a  name  which  will  not  be  received,  I 
think,  with  derision  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite — declared  that  if  he 
had  to  choose  between  Repeal  of  the 
Union  and  civil  war  he  would  choose 
civil  war.  Lord  Althorp  was  a  great 
"Whig  statesman,  who  exercised  an  in- 
fluence over  the  House  of  Commons 
which  has  never  been  equalled  by  anj^- 
one  previously  or  since.  Sir  Robert  Peel, 
in  the  same  debate,  declared  that  in 
maintaining  the  Union  the  Government 
might  have  not  only  to  rely  on  the 
scaffold,  but  to  drench  the  plains  of  Ire- 
land with  blood.  These,  at  any  rate, 
are  two  great  authorities  as  to  the  effects 
which  would  be  produced  on  Ireland  by 
the  Repeal  of  the  Union.  At  any  rate, 
I  think  the  House  will  admit  that  my 
language  was  certainly  within  the  limits 
laid  down  by  Lord  Althorp  and  Sir 
Robert  Peel.  Hon.  Members  will,  I 
hope,  endeavoiir  to  exercise  a  judicial 
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function  in  this  matter.  Which  is  the 
stronger  ?  To  say  if,  in  certain  circum- 
stances, a  portion  of  the  Irish  people 
were  to  be  placed  under  a  domination  to 
which  they  could  be  called  upon  to  owe 
no  allegiance  rightfully,  and  they  use 
force,  they  would  be  right  in  so  doing ; 
or,  on  the  other  hand,  to  say,  like  Lord 
Al thorp,  that,  having  to  choose  between 
civil  war  and  repeal,  he  would  choose  civil 
war ;  or,  again,  to  say,  like  Sir  Robert 
Peel,  that  in  maintaining  the  Union  we 
should  not  only  have  to  use  the  scaffold, 
but  deluge  the  plains  of  Ireland  with 
blood?  I  appeal  to  the  honesty  and 
generosity  of  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  to  say  whether  I  was  not  right 
in  doing  so  ?  [-ffb/wtf  Rules  cries  of*^  No, 
no ! "]  It  is  no  use  making  an  appeal 
to  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway ; 
but,  at  any  rate,  I  appeal  to  the  general 
body  of  the  House,  and  certainly  to  the 
general  body  of  the  public  outside.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bury  declared  that  in  the  language  I 
used  I  was  half  a  traitor.  [Sir  Henry 
James  dissented.]  Oh,  yes,  you  did; 
there  is  no  doubt  in  my  mind,  or  in 
that  of  anyone  else,  as  to  whom  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  re- 
ferred. The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman professes  to  be  a  distinguished 
Whig  lawyer.  [Captain  Verney  :  No, 
no !  ]  I  am  glad  the  hon .  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Buckinghamshire  sees,  as  I  do, 
the  impropriety  of  that  profession.  The 
n'ght  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bury 
preached  to  the  House  the  other  night 
wliat  I  can  only  call  the  unmitigated 
doctrine  of  Divine  right.  To  defend 
myself  and  to  meet  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  charge,  I  will  turn 
to  the  highest  historical  authority  in 
this  House,  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land. The  Chief  Secretary  has  written 
many  historical  essays  of  immense  in- 
terest, and  I  may  say  of  literary  beauty. 
Of  all  those  historical  essays  none  is 
more  interesting  than  that  on  Eobes- 
pierre.  In  that  essay  occurs  this  deci- 
sive passage — 

"Modern  publicists  have  substituted  the 
Divine  right  of  Assemblies  for  the  old  Divine 
right  of  Monarchs.  We  confess  ourselves  un- 
able to  follow  this  transfer  of  the  superstition 
of  sacro-sanctity  from  a  King  to  a  Chamber. 
No  doubt,  the  sooner  a  nation  acquires  settled 
government  the  better  for  it,  provided  the  go- 
vernment be  efficient.  But  if  it  be  not  efficient 
the  mischief  of  actively  suppressing  it  may  well 
be  fully  outweighed  by  the  mischief  of  retain- 
ing it/' 


Now,  I  am  under  the  impression  that 
the  Ulstermen  hold  that  the  Government 
of  Ireland  will  be  transferred  from  one 
centre  to  another;  and  they  will  also 
hold  that  the  Government,  as  so  trans- 
ferred, will  not  be  an  efficient  Govern- 
ment. That  doctrine  is  widely  held  in 
Ulster  ;  and  what  I  want  to  know  from 
the  Party  opposite  is,  do  they  mean,  by 
their  adhesion  to  the  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bury, 
that  Divine  right — a  doctrine  which  I 
thought  was  entirely  exploded  in  this 
country — attaches  to  the  acts  of  this 
Parliament  any  more  than  it  attached  to 
the  acts  of  a  despotic  Monarch  ?  I  am 
trying  to  show  the  House  that  I  did  not 
transgress  the  lines  of  accepted  Consti- 
tutional doctrine  in  this  country.  Will 
hon.  Members  in  any  quarter  of  the 
House  deny  that  allegiance  is  condi- 
tional? The  allegiance  of  Ulster  is 
given  to  this  Parliament  on  condition 
that  it  affords  to  the  inhabitants  of 
Ulster  protection.  [ * '  Hear,  hear ! "  and 
**  No,  no  !  "]  Certainly;  that  is  the  con- 
dition, and  if  this  Parliament  transfers 
the  lives  and  the  liberties  of  the  inhabi- 
tants of  Ulster  to  a  Body  over  which  this 
Parliament  will  have  no  control — abso- 
lutely none — then  I  hold  that  no  Divine 
right  attaches  to  such  acts  of  legislation ; 
and  if  such  legislation  should  lead  to 
civil  war  it  is  impossible  to  contend  that 
the  inhabitants  who  took  part  in  that 
civil  war  would  be  guilty  of  treason. 
That  undoubtedly  is  the  view  which  I 
hold,  and  I  shall  never  be  ashamed  of 
expressing  it.  If  hon.  Members  think 
so  badly  of  it,  why  have  they  not 
brought  forward  the  Motion  of  Censure 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Sli^o  (Mr. 
Sexton)  gave  Notice  of,  and  which  has 
since  been  taken  off  the  Paper,  and  we 
have  not  heard  anything  about  it?  I 
believe  that  view  is  held  not  only  by 
myself,  but  by  two  other  persons  held 
in  considerable  respect  in  this  country 
— I  mean  Lord  Salisbury,  and  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain). 
Not  only  do  I  believe  that  these  doc- 
trines are  held  by  the  persons  I  have 
mentioned,  but  I  believe  they  are  also 
held  by  the  Prime  Minister  of  this  coun- 
try. In  the  Autumn  of  1884  a  debate 
took  place  on  a  subject  which  many 
hon.  Members  will  recollect — the  Aston 
riots.  It  will  be  recollected  that  I  had 
a  contest  with  the  right  hon.  Member 
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for  West  Birmingham  on  that  point. 
There  was  an  animated  debate  and  a 
division,  and  I  believe  that  in  that  di- 
vision my  views  were  supported  by  the 
then  Irish  Party.  [**No!"]  I  know 
that  we  had  a  strong  division ,  and  I 
think  that  Party  went  strongly  in  my 
support.  In  that  debate  I  accused  the 
rifi^ht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  with  inciting  to  vio- 
lence, and  I  quoted  a  passage  in  which 
he  said  that  100,000  men  from  Birming- 
ham could  be  got  to  march  on  London. 
The  Prime  Minister  defended  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  seemed  rather  to 
sympathize  with  the  contemplated  march. 
^*'  No !  "]  At  any  rate,  there  was  nothing 
in  his  speech  disapproving  of  it.  But 
in  that  speech  there  occurred  this  most 
remarkable  passage,  which  singularly 
bears  out  what  I  have  stated,  showing 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  holds 
very  much  the  same  doctrine  as  Lord 
Salisbury  laid  down.  The  Premier  al- 
luded to  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  as  to  the 
march  of  100,000  men  on  London,  and 
he  said — 

**  That  statement  is  treated  by  the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury  as  an  incitoment  to  violence.  .  .  . 
Do  you  think,  Sir,  that  under  these  circum- 
stances it  is  the  duty  of  Ministers,  or  of  any- 
body else,  to  go  to  the  people  of  this  country, 
when  they  have  the  formidable  obstacles  in 
their  front  that  they  have  now,  and  say  to 
them—*  Love  order  and  hate  violence  P  "  It  is 
certainly  one* 8  duty  to  advise  the  people  to  love 
order  and  hate  violence ;  but  am  T  to  say  no- 
thing else  F  Am  I  to  make  no  appeals  to  them  F 
Am  I  never  to  remind  them  of  the  dignity  and 
the  force  that  attach  to  the  weU-considered  re- 
solutions of  a  great  nation  F  Are  we  to  cast 
aside  all  the  natural,  legitimate,  and  powerful 
weapons  of  our  warfare  F  I  would  go  all  lengths 
to  exclude  violence,  and  on  that  ground  I 
object  to  the  speeich  of  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury." 

Now,  let  the  House  mark  what  follows. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says — 

**  But,  while  I  eschew  violence,  I  cannot— I 
will  not  —  adopt  that  effeminate  method  of 
speech  which  is  to  hide  from  the  people  of  this 
country  the  cheering  fact  that  they  may  derive 
some  encouragement  from  the  recollection  of 
former  struggles,  from  the  recollection  of  the 
great  qualities  of  their  forefathers,  and  from 
the  consciousness  that  they  possess  them  still. 
Sir,  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  if  no  instructions 
had  ever  been  addressed  in  political  crises  to 
the  people  of  this  Country  except  to  remember 
to  hate  violence  and  love  order  and  exercise 
patience,  the  liberties  of  this  country  would 
never  have  been  attained." 

It  is  perfectly  easy  for  me,  addressing 

Lord  Randolph  Churchill 


the  Loyalists  of  Ulster,  to  substitute  the 
Ulster  controversy  for  the  Reform  con- 
troversy, and  so  to  come  within  the  doc- 
trine laid  down  by  the  Prime  Minister. 
Under  these  circumstances,  I  consider 
that  I  am  in  no  way  whatever  liable  to 
the  charge  of  having,  intentionally  or 
unintentionally,  incited  to  murder  and 
assassination.  I  have  said  before  the 
country,  as  I  thought  it  was  my  duty  to 
do,  what  I  believed  would  be  the  conse- 
quences of  such  legislation  as  is  pro- 
posed by  the  present  Government.  I 
believe  that  those  consequences  would 
be  civil  war ;  and  if  the  consequences  of 
that  legislation  were  such  as  to  lead  to 
civil  war  those  who  took  part  in  resist- 
ing those  consequences  would  be  right. 
[Cries  of  *'  Oh,  oh !  "  and  •*  Shame !  "] 
And  no  exclamation  or  denunciation 
from  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
will  make  me  recede  one  inch  or  one 
iota  from  that  opinion.  I  have  shown 
that  the  language  that  I  used  was  lan- 
guage which  fell  short  of  that  used 
many  years  ago  by  authorities  far 
greater  than  any  that  the  House  can 
boast  now;  and  fortified  by  those  au- 
thorities and  by  the  Constitutional  doc- 
trine, as  laid  down  by  the  Ohief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  I  regard 
with  equal  indifference  either  the  cen- 
sure of  the  Irish  Members,  or  the  cen- 
sure of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bury. 

Sir  henry  JAMES  (Bury,  Lan- 
cashire) :  I  am  not,  Sir,  about  to  enter 
into  any  discussion  with  the  noble  Lord 
as  to  whether  or  not  the  abstract  doc- 
trine which  he  has  laid  down  to-night  is 
deserving  the  sanction  of  the  House.  I 
shall  only  refer  to  the  personal  matter 
which  he  has  introduced.  He  has  said  — 
and  said  in  a  tone  which  I  must  regret, 
as  it  seemed  to  me  to  be  a  very  bitter 
tone — that  in  the  course  of  the  debate  I 
had  spoken  without  any  mistake  as  to 
whom  I  was  referring,  and  that  I  had 
called  the  noble  Lord  **  half  a  traitor." 
Now,  I  really  do  not  know  why  the 
noble  Lord  should  have  applied  my 
words  to  himself.  I  am  in  the  recol- 
lection of  the  House  when  I  state  that 
I  referred  to  no  one  in  the  course  of 
what  I  said ;  I  endeavoured  to  remove 
what  I  addressed  to  the  House  as  far  as 
I  could  from  the  atmosphere  of  any  per- 
sonal attack  or  animadversion ;  and  I 
assure  the  noble  Lord — and  I  ask  him 
to  accept  the  assurance — that  when  I 
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was  speaking  the  noble  Lord  was  not  in 
my  mind.  I  oan  state  to  the  noble  Lord 
that  when  I  so  spoke  I  had  not  read  the 
letter  of  the  noble  Lord.  It  was  brought 
to  my  attention  afterwards.  I  had  not 
found  time  to  read  it,  or  many  other 
things  in  the  newspapers ;  and  if  I  had 
intended  to  attack  the  noble  Lord  I 
would  certainly  have  given  him  personal 
notice  of  it  previously.  He  is  aware 
that  I  made  no  such  communication  to 
him  ]  and  I  say  in  his  presence  that  I 
was  not  referring  to  him.  The  noble 
Lord  says  that  I  quoted  his  words.  Will 
he  say  what  words  of  his  I  quoted  ?  For 
I  did  not  know  what  his  words  were  on 
Thursday,  and  I  could  not  have  quoted 
them.  Having  given  the  noble  Lord 
that  assurance,  I  wish  to  state  to  the 
House  now  that  I  have  not  one  word  to 
withdraw.  I  am  anxious  that  the  Loyal- 
ists of  Ulster  should  fight  their  battle, 
but  that  they  should  fight  it  within  this 
House,  and  by  Constitutional  methods, 
and  I  thought  that  I  was  strengthening 
them  by  pointing  out  that  those  loy^ 
men  who  wished  strongly  to  protest 
against  the  proposed  legislation  would 
£ght  better,  and  would  have  more  allies, 
if  dangerous  language  were  not  used  so 
as  to  weaken  their  cause,  and  if  they 
would  confine  themselves  within  the 
bounds  of  Constitutional  discussion.  I 
will  not  follow  the  noble  Lord  in  his  re- 
marks. I  am  afraid  that  what  I  am 
about  to  say  is  somewhat  opposed  to 
what  he  has  said;  but  I  believe  there 
could  be  no  greater  calamity  to  this 
country  than  if  we  were  to  see  men 
fighting — I  say  nothing  about  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Divine  right  of  Kings  or  of 
Parliaments — but  to  see  them  fighting 
against  the  Throne,  and  fighting,  as  at 
last  they  might  have  to  do,  against  the 
troops  of  the  Queen,  of  whom  they  are, 
as  I  believe,  most  loyal  subjects.  1 
would  say,  without  wishing  to  offend  the 
noble  Lord  personally-— that  I  would  do 
a  great  deal  to  prevent  the  possibility  of 
such  a  lamentable  state  of  things  occur- 
ring. I  confess  that  I  cannot  agree  in 
what  I  have  just  heard  fall  from  the 
noble  Lord ;  but  I  pass  away  from  the 
subject,  remarking  that  it  is  a  most  dan- 
gerous discussion.  The  words  which 
the  noble  Lord  used  may  be  misunder- 
stood ;  and  I  would  venture  to  suggest 
to  liim  that  if  he  would  throw  his  great 
abilities,  his  great  energ}',  and  his  great 
influence  into  the  struggle  on  behalf  of 
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the  Ulstermen  by  endeavouring  to  pro- 
tect them  by  Constitutional  means,  in- 
stead of  using  language  of  a  doubtful 
character  which  may  be  misconstrued, 
he  will  act,  as  I  am  sure  he  desires  to 
act,  as  a  loyal  supporter  of  order. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHURCHn^L: 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
has  misunderstood  me.  What  I  referred 
to  was  action  after  all  Constitutional 
means  had  been  exhausted. 

Sib  HENEY  JAMES  :  I  was  only  in- 
dicating the  difficulties  that  might  arise 
if  some  men  should  draw  the  inference 
that  the  time  has  come  when  Constitu- 
tional means  are  exhausted,  and  others 
should  draw  a  different  inference.  But 
my  object  is  not  to  enter  into  the  con- 
troversy. I  hope  I  have  satisfied  the 
noble  Lord  that  I  intended  no  personal 
attack  upon  him ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
I  do  not  withdraw  anything  that  I  said 
the  other  night,  having  then  said  only 
what  I  believed  it  to  be  my  duty  to  say. 

Me.  lewis  (Londonderry)  said, 
he  had  strenuously  supported  the  re- 
newal of  the  Peace  Preservation  Act  of 
1881,  because  he  regarded  it  as  neces- 
sary to  good  government,  peace,  and 
order.  From  that  position  he  did  not 
flinch.  It  was  important,  however,  that 
the  House  should  understand  what  the 
Government  meant  by  coercion.  He 
had  understood  that  the  programme,  the 
leading  principle  of  the  Liberal  Party 
and  of  the  present  Ministry,  in  dealing 
with  Ireland,  was  that  under  no  cir- 
cumstances whatever  would  they  ever 
have  anything  to  do  with  repressive 
legislation  or  coercion ;  but  the  Bill  did 
not  bear  out  that  idea.  That  night  they 
had  a  Coercion  Bill  put  down  as  the 
first  Order  of  the  Day,  and  the  second 
Order  was  what  was  intended  as  a  mea- 
sure of  conciliation.  They  had  heard 
much  of  **  judicious  mixtures"  with  re- 
gard to  Irish  legislation ;  but  the  Go- 
vernment now  proposed  an  injudicious 
mixture  of  coercion  and  conciliation. 
From  what  had  passed  that  evening  it 
was  clear  that  an  agreement  had  been 
arrived  at  between  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  and  the  Government, 
on  the  one  hand,  that  the  Bill  should  be 
allowed  to  pass,  and,  on  the  other,  that 
the  obnoxious  Sub-section  4,  in  Clause 
2.  should  be  struck  out,  although  he 
(Mr.  Lewis)  admitted  that  he  added  the 
words  **  and  elsewhere."  Why  did  the 
Chief  Secretary  name  the  North  of  Ire- 
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land  at  all  for?  Why  need  he  have 
named  Ulster,  except  the  Act  was  to  be 
used  for  the  purpose  of  oppressing  them? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  ex- 
plained the  pertinence  of  his  reference 
to  the  North  of  Ireland.  The  facts 
were  that  the  Act  had  hitherto  been 
used  in  parts  of  Ireland  where  different 
creeds  and  different  politics  were  not 
mingled  ;  and  they  were  ju8ti6ed,  there- 
fore, in  viewing  with  some  amount  of 
suspicion  the  peculiar  way  in  which  the 
Act  was  to  be  amended  in  order  to  meet 
the  views  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork, 
and  in  order  to  use  it  for  the  purpose  of 
oppressing  the  Orangemen  and  Protest- 
ants in  the  North  of  Ireland,  who  had 
hitherto  been  free  from  the  restrictions 
of  the  Bill,  which  had  only  applied  to 
the  disloyal  portion  of  the  community. 
When  the  present  Ohancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  introduced  this  Bill  in  1881 
he  observed,  referring  to  language  which 
had  been  used  by  the  chief  lieutenant 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork — 

"  To-morrow  every  sabject  of  the  Queen  will 
know  that  the  doctrine  so  expounded  is  the 
doctrine  of  treason  and  of  assassination." — 
(8  Hanaard,  [259]  160.) 

That  was  the  reply  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  then  made,  in  the  presence 
of  the  whole  House,  to  the  observation 
of  the  chief  lieutenant  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  that — 

'<  It  was  lawful  for  the  tenant  to  shoot  his 
landlord  if  he  would  not  reduce  his  rent.*' 

Forsooth,  it  laid  in  the  mouth  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  to  make  charges 
against  the  Orange  and  loyal  portion  of 
the  community  of  Ireland  as  he  had 
that  night.  He  could  not  but  wonder 
at  the  intrepidity,  not  to  say  the  auda- 
city, of  the  hon.  Member.  The  hon. 
Member  had  declared  that  Orangemen 
were  very  willing  to  assassinate,  or  to 
attempt  to  assassinate,  those  who  dif- 
fered from  their  political  opinions— that 
they  were  accustomed  to  the  pastime  of 
murder  and  attempting  to  murder,  and 
that  murders  and  assassinations  might 
be  expected  from  the  Orangemen  at  the 
next  General  Election.  Hon.  Members, 
however,  would  recollect  the  old  fable 
of  the  wolf  and  the  lamb ;  and  he  left 
it  to  the  House  to  ascertain  from  the 
history  of  the  last  five  or  six  years  which 
Party  in  Ireland  was  most  likely  to  play 
the  part  of  the  wolf  and  which  that  of 
the  lamb.  In  which  parts  of  Ireland 
had  murders  and  assassinations  been 

Mr,  Ztwis 


most  rife  and  most  vigorously  defended  ? 
Had  they  been  perpetrated  by  the  loyal 
and  Protestant  inhabitants  of  the  North 
of  Ireland,  or  by  the  wicked  emissaries 
of  the  National  League,  under  the  im- 
mediate superintendence,  protection,  and 
assent  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  ? 
[*' Order!"] 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  language  which 
the  hon.  Member  has  used  is  not  Par- 
liamentary. He  has  said  that  murder 
and  assassination  were  done  under  the 
immediate  superintendence,  sanction, 
and  direction  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork.  That  is  not  according  to  the 
Rules  of  the  House,  and  I  call  on  the 
hon.  Member  to  withdraw. 

Mr.  lewis  said,  he  would  with- 
draw  the  observation ;  but  in  extenua- 
tion of  it  he  must  remind  the  House 
that  he  was  answering  a  charge  which 
had  been  brought  bv  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  against  the  Orangemen  and 
Protestants  of  Ulster  that  they  were 
willing  and  accustomed  to  assassinate. 

Mr.  PARNELL:  I  said  nothing 
about  Protestants. 

Mr.  lewis  said,  they  were  ar- 
rived at  this  point — the  GK>vemment  on 
the  one  hand,  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  on  the  other,  were  content  to  have 
a  measure  of  coercive  and  repressive 
legislation  for  Ireland.  The  Govern- 
ment had  been  very  backward  in  coming 
forward  with  the  Act.  They  now 
proposed  that  it  should  be  continued 
for  two  years.  He  (Mr.  Lewis)  pro- 
tested against  that  mode  of  dealing 
with  the  law  for  Ireland.  They  had 
better  pass  a  general  Act,  and  repeal  it 
when  it  was  no  longer  required.  The 
position  of  the  Government  was  one  of 
absolute  inconsistency,  for  in  proposing 
this  measure  of  coercion  they  cut  rifrht 
at  the  root  and  principle  of  the  other 
measure  for  Ireland  that  was  before  the 
House. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Londonderry,  S.) 
said,  that  some  of  the  explanations  made 
to  the  House,  so  far  as  some  Members 
were  concerned,  were  hardly  necessary. 
The  ^wa«»-apology  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bury  cSir 
Henry  James)  to  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Paddington  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  was  scarcely  required.  He 
thought  that  those  Gentlemen  might 
have  allowed  matters  to  remain  as  they 
were,  and  let  everybody  draw  his  own 
conclusions.  When  he  heard  the  speech 
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of  ttie  noble  Lord  in  regard  to  the  re- 
marks of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bury  about  *'  half  a  traitor," 
he  was  reminded  of  the  term  once  ap- 
plied by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Blackburn  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  to  an  hon. 
Member,  whom  he  called  ''  a  manuikin 
traitor."  If  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  used  that  phrase,  he 
would,  perhaps,  have  been  nearer  the 
mark.  Wow,  it  appeared  to  him  that 
the  noble  Lord  was  under  some  necessity 
of  giving  a  long  explanation  to  the 
House  of  the  Constitutionalism  of  his 
views.  If  he  had  been  so  long-winded, 
if  he  had  been  obliged  to  give  at  such 
length  his  meaning  to  the  Orangemen  in 
the  Ulster  Hall,  Belfast,  he  was  afraid 
that  the  Orangemen  of  Belfast  would 
have  been  rather  dissatisfied  with  their 
champion.  There  were,  no  doubt,  some 
other  Oentlemen  who  would  have  been 
obliged  to  explain  their  language,  were 
it  not  that  the  noble  Lord  and  his 
Friends  had  seen  the  necessity  for 
patting  a  certain  amount  of  bridle  rein 
upon  hon.  Gentlemen  from  Ulster  sitting 
beside  him.  They  had  noticed  a  very 
considerable  change  of  tone  in  the 
speeches  of  those  Gentlemen  of  late. 
Complaints  had  been  made  of  the  change 
of  tone  of  the  Irish  Party;  but  what 
was  much  more  remarkable  was  the 
silence  of  hon.  Members  from  the 
Orange  Lodges  in  Ulster.  The  noble 
liord  did  not  consider  that  the  speeches 
which  they  would  make  to  the  House 
would  be  very  eflfective  at  present.  They 
had  not  been  so  moderate  elsewhere  in 
their  language.  Those  hon.  Gentlemen 
were  now  **  cooing  like  sucking  doves  " 
in  the  House,  and  stating  that  they  did 
not  mean  what  they  had  previously  said 
at  all.  Perhaps  that  was  done  with  a 
view  to  an  early  appearance  at  the  polls. 
They  were  lambs  in  fact,  for  the  hon. 
Member  for  Derry  (Mr.  Lewis)  had  said 
that  "it  is  the  case  of  the  wolf  and 
the  lamb,"  he  being,  of  course,  one  of 
the  lambs.  He  would  ask  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  some  of  the  speeches  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  below 
the  Gkingway  who  now  tried  to  explain 
the  statement — that  they  intended  to 
resort  to  arms.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill)  thought  it  now 
necessary  to  make  an  apology  for  his 

Belfast  speech 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
No ;  I  made  no  apology. 


Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  he  would 
say  that  the  noble  Lord  had  found  it 
necessary  to  make  not  an  **  apology," 
but  an  *'  explanation."  He  would  quote 
from  a  speech  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  North  Armagh  (Major 
Saunderson)  made  at  Portadown,  which 
was  reported  in  The  Lurgan  News  of 
February  27  last,  which  would,  per- 
haps, be  interesting  to  the  noble  Lord. 
He  said  at  the  beginning  of  his  speech — 

"  When  I  was  at  Chester  and  attended  the 
meeting,  I  looked  around  and  saw  that  when 
reference  was  made  to  Lord  Salisbury  half  the 
audience  cheered,  and  whenever  Mr.  Gladstone 
was  mentioned  the  other  half  cheered.  By 
these  means  I  found  the  audience  was  pretty 
evenly  divided,  and  1  spoke  accordingly." 

So  he  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  presumed  that 
these  Gentlemen  found  that,  opinion  in 
the  House  being  pretty  equally  divided 
on  certain  questions,  it  was  necessary 
for  them  to  arrange  their  language  ac- 
cordingly. In  a  further  part  of  his 
speech  he  said — 

^^  Before  I  sit  down  I  wish  to  say  that  this 
English  meeting,  composed  of  liberals  and 
Conservat^'ves,  went  their  way  with  great  en- 
thusiasm. When  I  said  that  before  we  allowed 
Gladstone  and  his  Party  to  hand  us  over  to 
Pamell  and  his  gang  we  were  resolved  to 
resort  to  arms." 

The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman   was 
further  on  reported  to  have  said — 
**  I  was  speaking  to  Lord  Randolph  Churchill." 

What  would  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bury,  who  spoke  of  **  half 
traitors,"  say  to  this? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
must  call  the  attention  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  to  the  fact  tbat  these 
remarks  bear  very  remotely  upon  the 
Arms  (Ireland)  Bill. 

Mr.  T  M.  healy  said,  he,  of 
course,  bowed  to  the  ruling  of  the 
Ohair ;  but  he  thought  that  as  the  noble 
Lord  had  been  allowed  to  refer  at  great 
length  to  the  Aston  riots,  he  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy)  might  have  referred 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
allowed  the  noble  Lord  a  certain  lati- 
tude because  the  noble  Lord  was  meet- 
ing a  charge  made  against  him.  The 
matter  is  for  the  judgment  of  the  House  ; 
but  I  put  it  to  the  House  whether  there 
should  be  a  continuance  of  these  per- 
sonal recriminations  ? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  that  the 
quotation  was  strictly  in  point,  and  had 
reference  to  arming,  which  this  Bill  was 
intended  to  prevent.    The  hon.  and  gal- 
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lant  Member,  in  the  same  Bpeeoh,  went 
on  to  say — 

"  Speaking  of  Lord  lUndolph,  ho  asked  what 
force  we  could  raise  if  it  came  to  civil  war  ?  " 

That  was  strictly  pertinent  to  the  ques- 
tion. 

"  I  said — *  Come  over  and  see.'  He  came 
over,  and  goes  back,  knowing  that  Ulster  is  at 
least  prepared  to  strike  a  blow  for  Ireland.*' 

[  Opposition  ehiers.']  He  was  quite  satis- 
fied if  hon.  Members  were ;  but  he 
should  like  to  ask  the  Government  whe- 
ther an  Act  of  this  kind  was  sufficient  to 
deal  with  the  instructions  issued  to  the 
Orangemen  ?  The  words  of  the  instruc- 
tions issued  to  the  Orangemen  made  it 
clear,  as  he  maintained,  that  the  pro- 
visions of  that  Bill  were  not  suitable  to 
the  North  of  Ireland,  and  required  con- 
siderable amendment.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Derry  (Mr.  Lewis)  thought  that 
he  and  his  Party  were  *Mamb8,"  and 
that  this  Act  was  necessary  in  Ire- 
land, but  not  for  the  Orange  Society. 
The  Irish  Party  were  accused  of  speak- 
ing recklessly ;  but  he  would  defy  any- 
body to  quote  from  the  speeches  of  Na- 
tionalists on  many  platforms,  and  in  the 
many  Proclamations  which  were  signed 
on  behalf  of  the  National  Leagne,  pas- 
sages which  were  at  all  comparable  with 
the  Proclamations  issued  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers above  the  Gangway,  and  he  asked 
what  steps  the  Government  proposed  to 
take  to  put  them  down  ?  A  great  many 
foolish  things  might  be  said  in  the  heat 
of  the  moment;  but  these  Proclama- 
tions were  deliberately  written,  and 
issued  by  the  heads  of  the  Orange 
Party,  and  he  wanted  to  know  what  pro- 
tection from  them  the  people  of  Ireland 
were  to  get  by  the  Bill?  To  give  an 
idea  of  the  state  of  things  that  prevailed 
in  Ulster,  he  might  say  that,  at  a  meet- 
ing reported  by  TJie  Daily  Express^  Lord 
Bossmore  said  that  the  soldiers  and 
police  were  the  friends  of  the  Orange- 
men. A  voice  in  the  crowd  said  that 
there  were  400  Orangemen  in  one  regi- 
ment^ — a  statement  which  was  received 
with  cheers.  They  were  further  told 
that— 

^ '' At  this  iroint  shots  were  fired,  and  imme- 
diately hundreds  of  revolvers  were  produced, 
and  it  was  no  exaggeration  to  say  that  for 
fully  ten  minutes  a  steady  f usilade  was  main- 
tained." 

There  were  several  shots  fired  off  in  his 
(Mr.  T.   M.   Healy's)  hearing.     These 

Mr.  T.  M.  Healy 


'4aw-abiding  lambs  "  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Derry  were  badly  in  want  of  a 
shepherd.  Cries  were  freely  uttered  of 
**  Shoot  Biggar  and  Healy,"  although  in 
the  South  it  was  regarded  as  a  terrible 
thing  for  there  to  be  a  cry  of  **  Shoot 
the  landlords."  At  a  meeting  at  which 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh  was  present,  the  Orangemen 
were  told  to  be  ready  with  their  **  sweet- 
hearts," meaning  revolvers,  and  plenty 
of  "stuff,"  by  which  ammunition  was 
intended.  In  a  Proclamation  issued  by 
the  Deputy  Grand  Master  of  Armagh,  it 
was  said  that  the  meeting  was  to  be 
"  of  a  semi-religious  kind  " — that  meant 
that  weapons  were  to  be  concealed.  It 
was  also  said  that  the  Grand  Master  was 
anxious  to  give  no  offence  to  their  oppo- 
nents, and  Orangemen  were  to  observe 
the  sanctity  of  the  Sabbath.  The  Pro- 
clamation went  on  to  say  that  Orange- 
men were  to  do  their  utmost  to  keep  to- 
fi^ether,  and  that  no  man  was  to  wander 
from  his  friends — that  they  were  to  bring 
colours,  and,  if  possible,  a  copy  of  Sankey's 
Hymns.  The  meaning  of  Sankey's  Hymns 
was  well  understood  in  Ireland,  and 
among  the  Orange  Body.  It  was  well 
understood  by  the  **  lambs."  He  need 
scarcely  say  that  it  meant  revolvers. 

Major  SAUNDEESON  :  I  never 
heard  the  expression  before. 

Mr.  T.  M,  he  ALYsaid,  that  if  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  did  not  know  it  he 
must  be  badly  acquainted  with  the  voca- 
bulary of  the  Orange  Lodges. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON :  I  most  empha- 
tically  deny  the  meaning  placed  on  the 
words  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  he  was  glad 
that,  even  at  the  eleventh  hour,  the 
Orange  Party  saw  the  necessity  of  deny- 
ing the  real  meaning  of  these  Proclama- 
tions. He  maintained,  however,  that 
the  language  used  was  understood  by 
the  brethren  in  the  way  he  had  indi- 
cated. Why  should  Sankey's  Hymns 
be  brought  to  a  political  meeting? 
There  was,  however,  another  phrase 
which  he  hoped  the  hon.  Genueman 
would  explain — the  recommendation  to 
the  Orangemen  to  bring  to  the  meetings 
"  their  sweethearts  and  plenty  of  stuff." 
Did  the  Orange  Order  issue  a  special 
dictionai'y  to  read  these  expressions  by, 
or  had  they  a  special  glossary  of  slang  ? 
The  point  was — How  were  these  wonis 
understood  in  Ireland,  and  by  the 
Orangemen  ?  Obviously  ' '  sweethearts  " 
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meant  rifles,  and  'Aplenty  of  stufiP"  am- 
munition. It  would  also  be  difficult  to 
explain  how  it  was  that  after  some  of 
the  meetings  ^'  sackfuls  of  revolyers " 
were  found  by  the  police.  He  would 
take  another  speech  of  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  lor  North  Armagh,  wMch 
he  would  quote  from  the  ever-faithful 
Daily  Express  of  the  1 1  th  of  January,  1 884. 
In  that  speech  it  was  stated  that  unless 
the  Nationalists,  who  were  spoken  of  as 
having  devoted  their  lives  and  talents  to 
xmdermining  the  authority  of  the  Grown, 
had  not  been  protected  during  a  visit  to 
Ulster  by  soldiers  and  police  they  would 
have  left  it  in  a  different  state  to  that 
in  which  they  entered  it. 

Major  8AUNDERS0N :  Hear,  hear ! 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  **  Hear,  hear ! " 
If  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  was 
satisfied,  so  was  he ;  but  if  that  was  the 
spirit  in  which  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
men, magistrates  and  Deputy  Lieuten- 
ants, acted,  they  ought  not  to  be  placed 
in  the  position  of  issuing  orders  under 
this  Act.  The  granting  of  licences  for 
arms  was,  in  the  North  of  Ireland,  to  a 
great  extent  in  the  hands  of  Orange 
magistrates.  He  should  like  to  know 
how  many  licences  for  ** sweethearts" 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Down  had  granted  ? 

Colonel  W A  EING  :  None  at  all. 

Major  SAUNDEESON:  Nor  I. 

Mr,  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  that,  no 
doubt,  was  due  to  the  fact,  which  he 
had  forgotten,  that  the  district  in  which 
those  hon.  and  gallant  Gentlemen  lived 
had  not  been  proclaimed;  and  the  people 
did  not,  therefore,  require  licences  to 
carry  arms.  The  most  inflammatory  lan- 
guage had  been  used  by  Orange  magis- 
trates, and  men  such  as  the  son  of  the 
late  Duke  of  Abercorn,  and  the  brother 
of  a  Cabinet  Minister.  In  1883,  when 
the  Parnellites  were  addressing  meet- 
ings in  Ulster,  Lord  Claud  Hamilton,  in 
a  speech,  said  that  if  the  Government 
did  not  prevent  Ulster  being  invaded  by 
a  horde  of  ruffians  (the  Parnellites)  they 
would  take  the  law  into  their  own  hands. 
That  was  the  language  which  the  noble 
Lord  was  not  ashamed  to  use  in  Dorry  ; 
but,  notwithstanding  all  the  noble  Lord's 
opposition  and  his  brave  words,  he  (Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy)  now  represented  Derry 
Coimty  in  that  House.  The  Nationalists 
had  made  their  raid  into  the  county,  and 
they  had  only  been  beaten  in  the  city 
where    the    noble    Lord  delivered  his 
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speech  by  29  votes,  20  of  them  having 
been  given  by  soldiers.  What  he  wished 
to  impress  upon  the  House  was  this — 
that  they  were  not  afraid  that  the  in- 
citements of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Ean- 
dolph  Churchill)  and  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Cham- 
berlain) would  lead  to  civil  war — they 
were  all  a  sham  ;  they  had  heard  them 
all  before.  They  only  feared  that  in- 
dividual murders  and  outrages  would  be 
the  result  of  them.  He  ch^enged  any 
person  to  produce  from  the  speeches  of 
the  Irish  Members  any  language  equal- 
ling in  violence  the  language  now  used 
by  persons  in  high  positions.  It  was  in 
consequence  of  language  such  as  that 
that  they  had  Philip  Maguire  mur- 
dered after  the  Monaghan  Election,  and 
a  priest  shot  at  some  time  ago  by  cer- 
tain gentlemen  under  the  pretence  that 
they  were  shooting  at  a  target.  But  he 
would  remind  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Ean- 
dolph  Churchill)  that  it  was  not  Orange- 
men alone  who  read  this  language.  It 
was  read  also  by  Fenians  and  Extremists. 
The  noble  Lord's  language  with  regard 
to  Ulster  might  well  be  seized  by  the 
Fenians,  and  who,  adopting  the  noble 
Lord's  argument,  might  say —  *  *  The  Irish 
Parliament  was  taken  away  by  bribery 
and  corruption  ;  the  Act  of  Union  never 
had  any  moral  sanction  ;  and  armed  re- 
sistance to  it  was  merely  a  question  of 
expediency."  The  noble  Lord  had,  by 
such  words,  lighted  a  Are  which,  if  it 
were  not  for  the  appeasing  measure  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  might  very  easily  be 
kindled  into  a  big  conflagration,  which 
would  astonish  the  noble  Lord.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  also  wrote  a  letter — 
and  written  words  had  always  more 
seriousness  attached  to  them  than  spoken 
words — which  was  as  strong  a  Proclama- 
tion as  to  the  rights  of  resistance  as  any- 
thing that  Emmett  could  have  issued. 
He  wrote — 

**  The  fate  of  this  Province  is  in  the  hands  of 
its  own  people,  and  if  they  are  really  in  earnest  ** 

— how  well  chosen,  but  how  barbed, 
every  one  of  those  words  was — 

"in  refusing  to  intrust  their  liherties  and 
fortunes  to  the  control  of  a  Central  Parliament 
in  Duhlin  it  is  not  likely  that  their  fellow-suh- 
jects  in  England  and  Scotland  will  suffer  them 
to  he  coerc^  into  suhmission.'* 

But  let  that  language  be  translated  into 
the  Fenian  dialect,  omit  Ulster  and  sub- 
stitute Ireland,   and    in    the    place  of 
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Orangemen  put  in  Nationalists,  and  the 
argument  would  run — 

''The  fat«  of  this  nation  is  in  the  hands  of 
its  own  people,  and  if  they  are  really  in  earnest 
in  refusing  to  intrust  their  liberties  and  fortunes 
to  the  control  of  a  Central  Parliament  in  Lon- 
don, it  is  not  likely  that  their  fellow-country- 
men in  America  will  sufifer  them  to  be  coerced/* 

Declarations  such  as  that,  though  thej 
certainly  would  not  lead  to  civil  war, 
would  certainly  lead  to  outrage.  When 
they  were  told  that  **  crime  dogged  the 
steps  of  the  Land  League,"  he  answered 
that  crime  would  dog  the  steps  of  the 
noble  Lord  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain);  and  he 
challenged  either  of  them,  in  the  very 
worst  of  the  Land  League  speeches  they 
considered  to  have  been  delivered,  to 
find  any  declarations  more  directly 
leading  to  bloodshed  and  incendiarism 
than  speeches  and  declarations  such  as 
those  they  had  just  listened  to.  The 
Arms  Act,  as  it  was  drawn,  was  not  cal- 
culated to  put  down  that  mischief.  The 
Lord  Lieutenant  had  power  to  proclaim 
any  portion  of  the  country  which  he  con- 
sidered necessary,  and  yet  he  had  not 
proclaimed  Down,  Antrim,  or  Derry; 
and  although  every  other  port  in  Ire- 
land was  proclaimed  Belfast  and  Derry 
were  not. 

Me.  JOHN  MORLEY  said,  the  im- 
portation of  arms  into  Belfast  was  now 
only  permitted  under  the  terms  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant's  recent  Proclamation. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  the  number 
of  convictions  in  proclaimed  districts  in 
the  year  1883  was  only  73  throughout 
Ireland,  and  yet  it  had  been  asserted 
that  sacks  full  of  revolvers  had  been 
seized.  Hon.  Members  were  acquainted 
with  the  case  of  John  McCarthy,  of 
Loughrea,  in  whose  house  the  rusty 
half  of  a  Queen  Anne  pistol  was  found. 
McCarthy  was  had  up  before  two  magis- 
trates, who  gave  him  three  months'  hard 
labour.  That  occurred  immediately  after 
the  passing  of  the  Act  in  1881.  No 
doubt  he  would  be  told,  by  way  of  ex- 
planation, that  McCarthy  was  a  suspect. 
The  Act  was  practically  allowed  in  the 
North  of  Ireland  to  be  a  dead  letter. 
The  law,  to  be  of  use,  ought  not  to  be 
an  Act  which  required  to  be  enforced  by 
the  Lord  Lieutenant ;  but  an  Act  apply- 
ing to  the  whole  of  Ireland,  without 
invidious  distinction  of  counties.  The 
effects  of  the  present  state  of  the  law 
were  mainly  perceptible  during  harvest 
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time  in  the  South  of  Ireland.    In  one 
field  last  year  you  absolutely  could  not 
see  the  ground  for  the  crows  and  rooks. 
He  stated  that  positively.    There  were 
tens  of  thousands  of  rooks  gathered  on 
the    unfortunate    farmers'    corn-fields. 
{Such  was  the  effect  of  the  law  in  the 
South  of  Ireland,  while  Gentlemen  who 
used  language  like  that  of  the  noble 
Lord  and  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Armagh  could  get  what  licences  they 
wanted.     The  Act  was  vicious  in  prin- 
ciple.    It  let  the  big  fish  escape  through 
the  net,  and  did  not  mesh  the  real  crimi- 
nals. He  invited  the  Government  to  con- 
sider whether  the  measure,  as  at  present 
framed,  was  one  tending  for  the  wished- 
for  ends,   or  whether   some   important 
improvements    upon   it    could    not    be 
made?    As  far  as  the  three  Southern 
Provinces  of   Ireland  were  concerned, 
such  was  the  feeling  of  pacification  and 
appeasement  brougnt  about  by  the  mea- 
sure of  the  Prime  Minister,  and  such 
was  the  feeling  of  sincere  friendship  and 
desire  to  bring  about  a  better  state  of 
things,  that  this  Bill  would  affect  them 
very  slightly  indeed  ;  and  he  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  live  to  see 
the  day  when,  under  the  operation  of 
his  beneficent  measure,  no  other  Arms 
Act  would  be  required  for  Ireland. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
said,  that  the  remarks  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  South  Paddington  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill)  in  relation  to  this 
Bill  were  of  so  grave  a  nature  that  he 
could  not  pass  them  by  without  notice. 
He  understood  the  noble  Lord  to  say  that 
he  only  advised  resort  to  arms  in  Ulster 
when  all  Constitutional  means  had  failed ; 
and  that  was  said,  not  in  heat  and  ex- 
citement, but  in  calm  explanation  to 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bury  (Sir  Henry  James)  as  a  sufficient 
justification  of  language  used  in  Belfast. 
He  took  leave  to  say  that  no  doctrine 
more  dangerous,  no  doctrine  more  inten- 
tionally treasonable,  could  possibly  be 
preached,  and  he  regretted  that  the  noble 
Lord  was  not  now  in  his  place.  It  was  a 
threat  intended  to  influence  the  decision 
of  that  House.  Why  that  threat  ?  Did 
the  noble  Lord,  and  those  with  whom 
he  worked,  feel  that  the  measure  sub- 
mitted to  the  Legislature  was  a  measure 
which  would  command  the  assent  of 
both  Houses  of  Parliament  and  which 
would  also  receive  the  Royal  Assent  ?  If 
the  noble  Lord  did  not  think  so  there 
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would  be  no  necessity  for  sucli  a  threat 
at  all.  The  noble  Lord  was  one  of  the 
Leaders  of  a  great  Party  ;  he  had  been 
recently  one  of  Her  Majesty's  principal 
Secretaries  of  State;  he  was  **by  Her 
Majesty's  grace,  one  of  her  own  Privy 
Council ;"  and  yet,  anticipating  the  time 
when  Her  Majesty  should  give  her  Royal 
Assent  to  a  measure  passed  by  the  House 
of  Commons  and  endorsed  by  the  House 
of  Lords,  the  noble  Lord  prepared  for  a 
contingency  from  which  any  lover  of  the 
State  must  shrink  in  any  event,  and  en- 
couraged people  to  adopt  the  notion  that 
when  petition  had  ceased,  when  speech 
in  Parliament  had  ceased,  when  every 
Constitutional  method  was  exhausted, 
civil  war  was  the  fitting  answer  to  what 
had  then  become  the  law  of  the  land.  If 
the  noble  Lord  did  not  mean  that,  all  the 
greater  the  crime  of  his  language.  If 
he  did  mean  it,  of  what  use  was  it  to 
proceed  with  Parliamentary  discussion 
at  all?  But  he  would  pass  from  criticism 
of  the  statesman — and  that  was  not  pass- 
ing from  much — to  add  a  few  words  on 
the  immorality  of  this  incitement  to,  of 
the  threats  of,  use  of  arms.  Might  men 
without  the  noble  Lord's  position  make 
such  threats  ?  Might  some  demagogue 
who  thought  he  had  some  grievance  with 
Parliament  resort  to  the  use  of  such 
language,  or  was  that  privilege  left  to 
tJlie  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington?  Was  the  noble  Lord's 
threat  what  the  Prench  called  mere 
hlapue  ?  Was  it  a  dangerous  incitement 
to  violence,  intended  to  rouse  the  worst 
passions  ?  Was  it  the  voice  of  despair 
of  men  who  had  no  reasonable  answer 
to  a  measure  of  justice,  and  who  tried  to 
provoke  violence?  He  regretted  that 
the  noble  Lord  was  not  in  his  place,  for 
he  would  like  to  appeal  from  Philip 
after  dinner  to  Philip  earlier  in  the  day. 
He  had  a  few  years  ago  heard — under 
circumstances  which  only  enabled  him 
to  listen — the  noble  Lord  denounce  one 
who  had  peacefully  assembled  large 
bodies  of  men  in  provincial  towns  and 
in  that  city  in  order  to  formulate  resolu- 
tions on  a  question  then  before  Parlia- 
ment, as  seeking  by  force  to  overawe 
the  House,  and  as  in  this  guilty  of  con- 
duct destitute  of  any  excuse.  And  yet 
now  to  influence  the  decision  of  Par- 
liament the  noble  Lord  used  words  of 
incitement  to  civil  war.  If  those  words 
were  used,  and  if  blood  were  shed,  on 
whose  head  would  be  tbo  orii^e?    ^e 


could  understand  that  men  who  had  not 
the  advantage  of  listening  to  debates  in 
that  House  might  take  the  noble  Lord's 
words  au  pied  de  la  lettre,  and  might 
deem  it  their  duty  to  fight  for  their 
Queen  and  their  country  by  taking  up 
arms  against  their  Queen  and  their 
country,  against  the  Parliament  of  Eng- 
land, and  against  its  Statutes.  If  lan- 
guage had  not  lost  its  meaning,  no  more 
terrible  doctrine  had  ever  been  preached 
than  that  of  the  noble  Lord,  when  he 
said  that  he  bad  only  meant  that  the 
sword  was  to  be  drawn  when  petition 
had  proved  ineffectual,  when  speech  in 
both  Houses  failed — when  the  Bill  had 
received  the  assent  of  Parliament  and 
the  Queen.  He  failed  to  see  that  any 
words  could  more  strongly  condemn  the 
noble  Lord  than  those  uttered  in  the 
House  that  evening. 

Major  General  GOLDSWOETHY 
(Hammersmith)  said,  that  he  was  in  a 
dilemma  as  to  what  vote  he  ought  to 
give  on  that  occasion.  He  was  generally 
desirous  of  supporting  the  Government 
of  the  day  in  any  measure  stated  to  be 
necessary  for  the  safety  of  the  country 
or  the  due  carrying  on  of  Government ; 
but,  from  many  of  the  speeches  which 
had  recently  been  made  in  that  House 
and  ^*  elsewhere,"  he  had  no  confidence 
in  the  present  Government,  and  had 
doubts  as  to  how  the  law  would  be 
administered.  The  people  of  the  North 
of  Ireland  were  strongly  opposed  to  civil 
war,  and  so  was  he;  and  he  blamed 
anyone  who  incited  to  civil  war;  but 
he  believed  it  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary that  people  who  perhaps  were,  in 
a  measure,  withdrawn  from  the  pro- 
tection of  law  should  be  able  to  protect 
themselves.  At  the  present  moment 
there  was  a  dread — and  he  believed  a 
just  dread — that  the  Loyalists  of  Ire- 
land, in  certain  eventualities,  might  not 
be  protected  by  law.  In  the  South  of 
Ireland  he  knew  the  people  went  about 
armed,  and  he  had  that  day  received  a 
letter  from  a  lady  telling  him  that  she 
was  obliged  to  keep  loaded  firearms.  The 
country  should  not  be  in  such  a  state, 
and  it  was  a  disgrace  to  the  nation. 
He  wished  for  an  impartial  administra- 
tion of  the  law,  and  for  all  people  to  be 
protected  who  had  a  right  to  be  pro- 
tected. 

Mr.  O'KELLY  (Roscommon,  N.)8aid, 
he  thought  that  if  it  was  desirable  that  a 
law  of  fixis  kind  shoul4  come  into  forcQ 
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in  the  existing  condition  of  Ireland, 
it  should  be  a  l^w  that  promised  to  be 
both  just  and  effectual,  and  applicable 
to  the  whole  country.  The  working  of 
the  existing  law  had  been  such  as  to  en- 
courage yiolence  from  that  part  of  the 
population,  from  whom  they  now  feared 
disorder.  The  Orange  Party  in  Ulster 
had  been  allowed  to  supply  themselves 
with  arms,  and  it  was  notorious  that 
arms  were  now  being  supplied  to  them 
all  through  Ireland,  especially  in  Ulster, 
while  the  National  Party  were  deprived 
of  their  means  of  defence,  and  thus  sub- 
jected to  danger.  That  was  why  the 
Orange  Party  were  anxious  that  the 
Bill  should  pass.  The  class  of  arms  dis- 
tributed was  not  that  which  would  be 
used  in  warfare,  but  for  murder.  In 
Ulster  those  arms  were  for  the  purpose 
of  intimidating  the  Nationalists.  The 
change  of  front  amongst  the  Ulstermen 
was  very  instructive.  The  Orangemen 
found  that  as  they  had  friends  among 
the  magistracy  they  would  not  b6  dis- 
armed, while  the  police  would  be  em- 
ployed to  disarm  the  Nationalists.  He 
admitted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  had  introduced 
the  Bill  with  good  intentions ;  but 
had  they  any  security  that  it  would  be 
locally  carried  out  in  the  same  spirit  as 
that  which  animated  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ?  No  ;  they  had  no  guaran- 
tee that  the  law  would  be  equally  ap- 
plied. If  they  wanted  disarmament,  dis- 
arm universally.  Do  not  let  them  dis- 
arm parts  only  of  Ireland,  but  let  them 
apply  it  to  Ulster  as  well.  They  only 
knew  Orangemen  in  that  House  from 
their  loyalist  declarations ;  but  in  Ire- 
land it  was  known  that  the  Orange 
Society  began  in  murder  and  continued 
in  murder.  They,  therefore,  objected  to 
the  power  of  giving  or  denying  arms 
being  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  unpaid 
magistracy.  Who  were  these  men? 
The  landlords,  and  the  Orange  land- 
lords, who  armed  their  own  satellites, 
and  left  the  others  unprotected — men 
who  were  interested  in  the  maintenance 
of  every  abuse,  both  Governmental  and 
social,  in  Ireland.  Such  powers  should 
only  be  in  the  hands  of  a  paid  magis- 
tracy. What  was  wanted  was  that  the 
law  should  be  applied  universally  in 
Ireland.  Unless  the  strongest  measures 
were  taken  there  would  be  bloodshed  in 
Ulster.  He  himself  had  been  fired  at  in 
Ulster.    If  a  landlord  had  been  fired  at 
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there  would  have  been  a  great  noise 
made;  but  it  was  otherwise  with  an  Irish 
Member  of  Parliament.  He  objected  to 
men  being  allowed  to  incite  to  murder. 
Why  should  not  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Paddington  (Lord  Eandolph 
Churchill)  and  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  be 
prosecuted  for  inciting  to  murder? — for, 
unless  Government  took  the  strongest 
measures  to  preserve  order,  before  the 
end  of  the  year  blood  would  be  upon 
the  heads  of  those  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men. 

The  FIEST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian) :  I  have,  unfortu- 
nately, been  absent  from  my  seat  durin|i: 
a  portion  of  this  discussion,  and  I  will 
not  now  refer  to  that  portion  with  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  has  dealt.  All  I  would  say  with 
regard  to  that  is,  first,  to  give  my  assent 
to  the  principle  that  a  law  of  this  kind 
ought  to  be  applied  with  the  strictest 
impartiality.  I  think  you  will  excuse 
me  from  endeavouring,  at  the  present 
moment,  to  develop  my  meaning  in  the 
use  of  that  language.  It  will  be  for  a 
future  stage,  as  far  as  the  Government 
are  concerned,  or  for  opportunities  when 
my  right  hon.  Friend  near  me  may  find 
it  necessary  to  go  more  largely  into  it, 
and  to  describe  the  particular  steps 
which,  under  this  Bill,  the  Government 
will  find  it  their  duty  to  take.  I  intend 
to  advert  to  that  portion  of  the  evening's 
discussion  which  was  touched  in  a  speech 
of  great  force  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh).  I  regret 
extremely  that  I  did  not  hear  the  de- 
clarations made  to-night  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Paddington  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill).  But  although  I 
have  not  heard  those  declarations  I  have 
not  only  collected  their  effect,  but  I  am 
distinctly  cognizant  of  the  language  used 
by  the  noble  Lord  on  recent  occasions 
in  speech  and  writings,  and  I  understand 
it  to  be  beyond  doubt  that  the  purpose 
of  his  address  to-night  was  to  justify 
that  language.  I  believe  that  the  use 
of  such  language  by  the  noble  Lord, 
added  to  the  language  which  has  been 
used  by  several  Irish  Members  giving 
themselves  the  designation  of  Loyalists, 
must  constitute  a  very  singular  event, 
most  unusual  in  our  proceedings  and  our 
history,  and  apparently  calling  for  some 
distinct  and  specifio  notice  from  those 
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who  are  intrusted  with  the  charge  of  the 
Government  of  the  country.  I  wish  to 
explain  very  hriefly  to  the  House  why  I 
have  distinctly  and  carefully  avoided 
taking  serious  notice  of  any  of  these  de- 
clarations. It  is  not  because  I  under- 
value the  doctrine  taught,  as  I  under- 
stand, by  the  noble  Lord.  I  will  refer 
now,  not  to  Ulster  Members,  one  of 
whom  to-night  has,  I  believe,  made  some 
well-intentioned  attempts  to  extenuate  a 
portion  of  what  he  had  previously  said 
elsewhere — I  refer  to  what  has  been 
distinctly  taught  by  the  noble  Lord,  a 
late  Secretary  of  State,  a  Privy  Coun- 
cillor, one  bound  to  advise  the  Crown 
when  called  upon  to  do  so,  a  Bepresenta- 
tive  of  law,  and  charged  with  a  special 
responsibility  with  respect  to  everything 
that  touches  public  order  and  the  obli- 
gations of  obedience.  The  doctrine  of 
the  noble  Lord,  if  I  understand  him — 
and  I  shall  not  use  a  single  epithet  if  I 
can  avoid  it  in  the  little  I  have  to  say — 
is  distinctly  and  unequivocally  this — a 
portion  of  the  people  find  themselves  in 
circumstances  when  a  law  to  which  they 
entertain  strong  and  vehement  objec- 
tion, considering  it  unjust  and  oppres- 
sive, is  under  the  consideration  of  Par- 
liament. We  are  told  that  in  these  cir- 
cumstances the  duty  of  these  persons  is 
this.  First  of  all,  they  are  to  exhaust 
Constitutional  methods  of  opposition — 
that  is,  they  are  to  make  their  senti- 
ments known  through  their  Eepresenta- 
tives,  through  Petitions,  through  public 
meetings,  and  the  various  means  that 
are  a£Porded  to  all  subjects  of  the  Queen 
for  unfolding  in  the  fullest  way  their 
sentiments  with  regard  to  the  intended 
and  meditated  law.  But  when  these 
Constitutional  means  have  been  ex- 
hausted, then  this  portion  of  the  people 
— so  we  are  told  by  the  ex-Minister  of 
the  Crown,  the  ex-Secretary  of  State, 
the  Privy  Councillor  of  to-day — with 
his  approval  and  support,  are  to 
resort  to  armed  resistance  to  the 
law.  I  am  glad  the  senior  Member 
for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Plun- 
ket)  has  come  into  his  place,  because  he 
will  hear  the  description  which  I  am  en- 
deavouring to  give — to  give  without 
epithet,  without  heightening  the  colour 
— of  the  opinions  which  it  appears  to 
me  beyond  dispute  are  promulgated  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Pad- 
dington.  Ulster  was  the  portion  of  the 
people  to  which  the  noble  Lord  referred. 


But  if  his  doctrine  is  true  of  Ulster,  it 
is  equally  true  of  Leinster,  Munster,  and 
Connaught  —  that  after  Constitutional 
means  are  exhausted,  then  arrives  the 
period  when  some  portion  of  the  people, 
believing  itself  to  be  aggrieved  by  a  law 
that  the  Legislature  has  adopted,  may 
resort,  and  should  resort,  and  should  be 
countenanced  in  resorting,  to  the  use  of 
physical  force  for  the  purpose  of  resist- 
ance to  the  law.  This  reminds  me.  Sir, 
of  a  scene  truly  historic — one  of  the 
most  remarkable  among  the  many  re- 
markable scenes  which  I  ever  witnessed 
in  this  House.  It  is,  I  think,  about  35 
years  ago  when  the  occasion  to  which  I 
refer  happened  within  the  walls  of  the 
Commons  House  of  Parliament,  but 
before  we  had  been  domiciled  in  this 
great  building,  and  when  we  were  in 
what  was  considered  a  temporary  House 
after  the  fire  in  1834.  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien 
on  that  occasion  rose  in  his  place;  he 
set  forth,  if  my  memory  serves  me 
rightly,  the  position  in  which,  as  an 
Irishman,  he  stood.  In  his  view  all 
Constitutionalmeanshad  been  exhausted. 
It  was  a  short  time  after  the  termina- 
tion of  Mr.  O'ConnelPs  career,  and  what 
was  called  justice  to  Ireland  in  the  lan- 
guage of  those  days  had  been  sought, 
but  had  not,  in  the  view  of  these  gentle- 
men, been  obtained.  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien 
set  forth  to  the  House  of  Commons  in 
the  plainest  language  his  intention  of 
quitting  the  House  to  repair  to  his  coun- 
try and  to  levy  war  upon  the  Queen  by 
the  use  of  every  means  that  he  could 
put  into  action.  The  House  of  Com- 
mons listened  in  absolute  silence,  with 
very  strong  but  perfectly  restrained 
feelings,  to  this  extraordinary  declara- 
tion. I  will  not  refer  to  what  followed. 
Everyone  knows  what  was  the  sequel. 
But  I  want  now  to  compare  the  position 
of  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien  with  the  position 
of  the  noble  Lord.  I  really  know  no 
other  parallel  with  the  position  of  the 
noble  Lord.  The  noble  Lord  does  not 
say  that  Constitutional  means  have  been 
exhausted.  In  that  respect  he  differs 
from  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien.  But  he  agrees 
with  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien  in  that  which 
is  really  material— namely,  that  when 
the  means  furnished  by  the  Constitution 
have  been  exhausted  by  any  portion  of 
the  people  disapproving  any  particular 
law,  that  portion  of  the  people  may  take 
the  law  into  their  own  hands  and  offer 
to  it  armed  resistance.    The  other  great 
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and  glaring  difference  besides  the  differ- 
ence I  have  pointed  out  is  this.  Mr. 
O'Brien  was  a  Eepresentative  of  the 
people,  but  had  never  been  an  Adviser 
of  the  Queen  or  a  Minister  of  the  Grown ; 
though  he  had  upon  him  the  obligations 
of  a  loyal  subject,  against  which,  in  my 
opinion,  he  grievously  transgressed,  he 
had  not  upon  him  the  special  obligation 
which  attaches  to  every  Privy  Councillor 
and  to  everyone  who  has  had  the 
honour  of  serving  the  Queen  in  a  re- 
sponsible position.  Well,  Sir,  this  is 
an  extremely  grave  series  of  facts.  "We 
have  the  speech  made  in  Ulster,  and 
that  speech  followed  by  a  written  ex- 
position and  a  written  commentary,  and 
we  have  to-night,  as  I  understand — and 
I  believe  there  is  no  question  about  the 
fact,  which  I  am  as  far  as  possible  from 
wishing  to  exaggerate — we  have  laid 
down  the  doctrine  to  which  I  referred, 
and  which  I  will  not  characterize  by 
epithets  to  the  House.  I  merely  state 
that  such  occurrences  as  these  are  occur- 
rences of  the  utmost  gravity.  It  may 
be  asked  why  has  not  the  Government 
of  the  day  taken  notice  of  these  circum- 
stances in  debate  ?  Why  have  I  waited 
until  the  direct  challenge  of  the  noble 
Lord  himself  in  this  House,  until  the 
notice  taken  of  these  circumstances  by 
independent  Members,  has,  I  may  say, 
compelled  something  to  be  said  from 
this  Bench?  Now,  Sir,  I  will  give 
such  justification  as  I  can  for  the 
silence,  which  I  fully  admit  requires 
some  ji^Btification.  The  reasons  which 
have  decided  me  to  avoid  all  notice 
of  these  grave  and  painful  circum- 
stances have  been  these.  In  the  first 
f^lace,  I  well  know  the  strength  of  the 
aw,  and  the  strength  of  the  love  of 
law,  and  the  determination  to  maintain 
it  in  this  country,  to  be  such  that  no  rash 
or  culpable  assault  upon  it,  come  it  from 
whom  it  may,  however  lofty  be  his  posi- 
tion, be  the  responsibility  however  great, 
can,  in  trUth,  do  anything  to  weaken  the 
foundations  of  public  and  national  obe- 
dience. If  we  were  a  weaker  country 
with  less  solid  institutions,  such  occur- 
rences as  these  would,  in  my  opinion, 
have  called  for  severe  as  well  as  for  im- 
mediate notice.  Another  reason,  I  must 
say,  which  has  encouraged  me  in  this 
policy  of  abstention  has  been  the  fact 
that  the  language  of  the  noble  Lord  has 
received  no  extenuation  or  apology  from 
any  of  those  who  sit  near  him  in  the 
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House  and  who  have  been  associated 
with  him  in  Office.  That  is  a  circum- 
stance which  fills  me  with  gratification, 
and  I  will  take  the  opportunity  of  say- 
ing that  I  am  convinced,  as  regards 
those  whom  I  now  see  opposite,  that  an. 
overwhelming  majority  of  the  Gentle- 
men who  occupy  those  Benches  opposite 
I  am  perfectly  convinced — while  I  ap- 
preciate the  delicacy  of  the  position  in 
which  they  stand  towards  a  late  Col- 
league, and  can  therefore  understand 
their  silence— that,  the  case  arising, 
they  would  give  proof  that  their  senti- 
ments with  regard  to  any  tampering,  in. 
whatever  form,  with  the  principles  of 
loyal  obedience  are  precisely  the  same 
as  those  which  prevail  on  this  side  of 
the  House.  A  third  reason  that  has 
governed  my  conduct,  and  as  far  as  I 
have  been  able  to  make  it  a  subject  of 
communication  I  am  speaking  for  my 
Colleagues,  has  been  this — we  have  felt, 
with  regard  to  the  measures  we  have 
before  die  House  touching  the  future 
conciliation  of  Ireland,  that  we  were 
making  large  demands  not  only  on  the 
patience  of  the  House,but  large  demands 
upon  its  generosity,  upon  its  foresight, 
upon  its  sense  of  justice,  and  upon  all 
those  great  qualities  of  statesmanship 
to  which  we  look  for  the  acceptance  of 
our  measures.  That  being  so,  it  has 
been  a  prime  duty  on  our  part  to  avoid, 
in  the  discussion  of  those  measures,  the 
introduction  of  any  subject  likely  to 
create  angry  controversy  —  a  studious 
banishing,  if  it  were  possible,  of  whatever 
might  stir  passion,  or  whatever  might 
give  offence.  For  that  reason  I  have 
felt  it  was  right,  and  I  think  my  Col- 
leagues have  felt  it  was  right,  that  we 
should  take  no  notice  of  circumstances 
which  are  undoubtedly  to  be  considered 
in  themselves  as  much  marked  by  very 
great  gravity  of  character  as  they  are 
happily  by  the  extreme  rarity  of  their 
occurrence  in  the  annals  of  this  country. 
Sir,  having  given  these  reasons  by  way 
of  justification  for  having  waived  what 
might  appear  to  be  some  degree  of  duty 
imposed  at  all  times  upon  persons  who 
are  responsible  for  exercising  special 
watchfulness  in  regard  to  whatever 
touches  the  sanctity  of  the  law  and  the 
undisputed  prevalence  of  the  principles 
of  obedience,  I  will  only  say  that  I 
shall  further  adhere  to  that  method  of 
proceeding,  unless  anoverrulingnecessity 
should  compel  me  reluctantly  to  depart 
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from  it.  I  trust  we  may  be  spared  that 
necessity.  I  believe  if  we  came  to  de- 
bate any  such  question  as  that,  and  if 
we  came  to  mix  such  debate  with  ques- 
tions of  passion  and  excitement — with 
questions  above  all  things  requiring  the 
calmest  and  most  deliberate  statesman- 
ship, then  our  best  hopes  of  ministering 
to  the  future  peace,  prosperity,  and  union 
of  this  country  will  be  seriously  weak- 
ened. To  avoid  whatever  might  weaken 
and  to  pursue  whatever  course  is  best 
calcidated  to  maintain  them  is  the  pri- 
mary duty — incumbent,  I  think,  on  them 
at  this  moment — of  the  Ministers  of  the 
Crown. 

Ma.  PLUNKET  (Dublin  University) : 
I  should  not  have  thought  of  taking  part 
in  this  debate  had  it  not  been  for  the 
way  in  which  the  Prime  Minister,  on 
my  entering  the  House  almost  acci- 
dentally in  the  middle  of  the  hour 
ordinarily  assigned  to  dinner,  appealed 
to  me  personally.  Of  course,  I  cannot 
refuse  to  answer  such  an  appeal ;  but 
before  I  say  anything  more  I  wish  to 
state  distinctly  that  the  very  few  ob- 
servations I  shall  make  have  been 
extorted  from  me,  and  have  not  been 
in  any  way  volunteered.  When  I  left 
the  House  a  short  time  ago  I  was  under 
the  impression  that  you,  Mr.  Speaker, 
had  laid  it  down  from  the  Chair  that 
this  matter  could  not  be  gone  into  in  a 
debate  on  the  Arms  Bill,  and  that  you 
interrupted  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  South  Derry  (Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy)  on  that  ground.  There- 
fore, when  I  came  back  and  found  the 
Prime  Minister  speaking,  and  speaking 
very  gravely  on  this  subject,  I  was 
amazed.  I  do  not  think  I  ought  to  say 
anything  more  on  that  subject.  I  do 
not  know  whether  the  Prime  Minister 
was  in  the»  House  when  the  noble  Lo^ 
the  Member  for  South  Paddington  was 
speaking.  [CHm  of  '*  No,  no !  "]  He 
was  not  in  the  House,  and,  not  having 
been  in  the  House,  he  has  taken  upon 
himself  to  read  a  lecture  of  the  most 
serious  kind  upon  the  course  which  my 
noble  Friend  has  pursued. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  My  '*  lec- 
tnre"  had  reference  to  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord  in  Ulster,  and  to  the 
letter  written  recently  by  the  noble 
Lord;  and  as  to  the  speech  of  to- 
night, I  understand  it  did  not  involve 
any  recession  on  the  part  of  the  noble 
Lord. 
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Me.  PLUNKET :  I  must  say  that  I 
understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  replying  to  the  speech  made  by  my 
noble  Friend  in  this  debate.  Had  I 
thought  otherwise,  I  should  have  felt  it 
to  be  my  duty  to  rise  to  Order.  I  must 
say,  Mr.  Speaker,  subject  to  your  cor- 
rection, that  a  more  irregular  thing  than 
to  quote  a  speech  on  a  totally  different 
subject  in  a  debate  on  the  Arms  Bill  I 
never  heard  of.  I  have  no  right.  Sir, 
to  say  more  on  that  point.  I  can  well 
understand  that  it  may  have  been 
thought  to  be  of  advantage,  in  the 
political  battle  which  is  now  going  on, 
that  such  a  scene  as  this  should  have 
taken  place;  but  I  will  tell  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  how  this  matter  arose. 
The  noble  Lord  did  not  volunteer  the 
observations  he  made.  He  was  directly 
challenged  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
expressed  a  hope  that  the  Colleagues  of 
the  noble  Lord  would  disclaim  the  ob- 
servations he  has  made.  He  referred 
to  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien  and 
to  the  celebrated  doctrine  as  to  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  it  is  or  is  not 
unconstitutional  and  disloyal  to  appeal 
to  the  ultima  ratio  of  civil  war  when,  as 
he  said,  all  other  appeals  have  been  ex- 
hausted. The  noble  Lord  has  never,  as 
far  as  I  can  recollect  his  speeches,  laid 
down  any  general  principle  of  that  kind 
at  all.  He  has  pointed  to  certain  cir- 
cumstances that  might  arise,  and  said 
that  if  the  authority  of  this  Parliament 
were  transferred  to  another  Assembly 
to  which  a  certain  portion  of  the  Irish 
population  would  not  willingly  have  their 
allegiance  transferred,  events  might 
happen  in  the  midst  of  what  would  be 
practically  a  great  and  far-reaching  re- 
volution, in  which  one  part  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  might  unfortunately  be  placed 
in  a  position  in  which  it  would  be  neces- 
sary for  them,  in  defence  of  their  rights 
and  liberties,  to  have  recourse  to  force. 
For  my  part,  I  decline  to  follow  either 
the  noble  Lord  or  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemem  into  such  speculations.  I  say 
there  is  nothing  in  the  speeches  of  the 
noble  Lord  that  I  have  read,  as  far  as 
I  can,  at  a  moment's  notice,  recollect 
them,  that  I  am  prepared  to  recede  from. 
But  I  must  point  out  that  it  is  very 
irregular  for  us  to  be  challenged  under 
these  circumstances  to  g^ve  an  abstract 
opinion  on  the  most  shifting  and  uncer- 
tain proposition  that  could  be  submitted 
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to  one's  judgment.  I  do  not  wish  in 
the  least  to  dissever  myself  from  my 
noble  Friend  in  the  action  he  has  taken 
in  this  matter ;  but,  as  I  have  been  chal- 
lenged, I  will  just  say  this  much  in  ad- 
dition, that  I  trust  the  Arms  Act  may 
not  in  the  future  have  to  be  put  in 
force  in  Ulster  any  more  than  it  has 
been  in  the  past.  It  has  not  been  put 
in  force  hitherto,  because  there  has  been 
no  occasion  for  it.  [**  0^>  o^  •  "]  ^^^  J 
I  appeal  to  history.  The  Government 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  other 
Liberal  Governments  have  not  been 
obliged  to  apply  the  provisions  of  the 
Arms  Acts  to  Ulster,  because  the  people 
in  those  districts  are  a  law-abiding 
people.  I  believe  it  will  not  be  more 
necessary  to  put  it  in  force  in  the  future 
than  it  has  been  in  the  past.  Further- 
more, I  trust  that  the  possible  contin- 
gencies referred  to  by  my  noble  Friend 
will  never  arise,  because  I  cannot  bring 
myself  to  believe,  and  I  will  not  believe 
until  facts  establish  what  now  seems  to 
be  an  absolute  impossibility,  that  the 
people  of  England  and  Scotland  will 
consent  to  impose  on  the  free  and  loyal 
inhabitants  of  Ulster  a  yoke  which  they 
think  will  be  inconsistent  with  their 
liberties,  their  lives,  and  the  safety  of 
their  property.  I  believe  that  when  an 
appeal  is  made  to  the  country  the  answer 
01  England  and  Scotland  will  be  that 
they  will  stand  by  their  loyal  fellow- 
subjects  in  Ulster. 

Mb.  HASLETT  (Belfast,  W.)  said, 
he  would  not  have  trespassed  on  the 
time  of  the  House  had  it  not  been  for 
observations  reflecting  on  the  character 
of  a  Body  of  which  he  was  not  ashamed 
to  avow  himself  a  member.  He  was  not 
aware  there  was  anyting  in  the  prin- 
ciples of  Orangeism  that  any  respectable 
man  of  the  Protestant  faith  should  in 
any  way  be  ashamed  of.  Yet  they  had 
been  charged  with  crime  of  the  most 
odious  character,  though  without  any 
proof,  save  that  one  hon.  Member  as- 
serted he  had  been  fired  at  by  Orange- 
men^  but  when  and  where  did  not  trans- 
pire, nor  where  he  had  made  application 
to  have  justice  done.  Upon  such  bare 
statement  were  founded  charges  against 
an  Association  numbering  many  thou- 
sands of  respectable,  hard-working,  and 
earnest  men,whose  character  would  be  es- 
tablished by  a  reference  to  the  records  of 
crimes  in  Orange  districts,  which  showed 
how  small  a  proportion  of  indictable 
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offences  were  committed  by  Orangemen. 
The  Society  had  its  origin  in  murder,  it 
was  said.  Yes,  the  murder  of  Protest- 
ants at  the  Diamond,  for  whose  protec- 
tion the  Society  was  originally  instituted. 
A  large  series  of  extracts  had  been  read 
setting  forth  what  had  been  done  by 
Orangemen ;  but  what  had  been  done  by 
Nationalists?  The  hon.  Member  who 
had  addressed  the  House  from  the  Na- 
tionalist Benches  had  stated  some  time 
since — 

"  What  first  induced  Mr.  Gladstone  to  give 
attention  to  the  demands  of  Irishmen?  ijid, 
as  far  as  could  be  gathered,  it  was  the  outrages 
committed  in  the  country;  and  they  were, 
therefore,  to  understand  that  the  British  Par- 
liament was  absolutely  deaf  to  argument,  and 
that  the  best  speaking-trumpet  to  reach  its  deaf 
ear  was  the  mouth  of  a  blunderbuss." 

What  could  the  people  do  after  hearing 
that  statement  from  one  of  their  most  re- 
spected Nationalist  Leaders  but  take  up 
the  weapon  pointed  out  to  them  to  get  re- 
dress for  their  supposed  wrongs  ?  If  he 
did  not  wish  to  weary  the  House  he 
could  give  quotation  after  quotation  to 
show  the  system  of  loose  speaking  and 
outrageous  advice  to  ignorant  men  which 
had  been  indulged  in  on  both  sides.  He 
deprecated  this  in  the  strongest  manner; 
for  while  he  was  not  ashamed  to  own 
himself  an  Orangeman,  he  never  uttered 
a  word  to  counsel  the  humblest  man  in 
society  to  adopt  other  than  peaceable 
and  law-abiding  demeanour,  and  he 
never  allowed  a  word  to  escape  from 
his  lips  advising  the  population  to  have 
recourse  to  arms  except  under  circum- 
stances absolutely  desperate — in  fact, 
desperate  beyond  anything  he  could 
conceive  at  present.  He  owed  to  his 
Sovereign  loyal  obedience  to  law  and 
order,  and  he  also  owed  it  to  his  own 
higher  sense  of  religion  that  which  led 
him  to  deal  out  to  his  fellow^men  all  the 
liberty  and  all  the  protection  he  sought 
for  himself.  It  had  always  been  the 
practice  in  the  town  of  Belfast,  at  any 
rate,  for  licences  to  carry  arms  to  be 
granted  by  the  Kesident  Magistrate. 
[An  hon.  Member  :  No ;  two  local 
magistrates.]  It  had.  been  said  that 
Act  was  not  put  in  force  in  Down  and 
Antrim,  and  yet  that  it  had  been  put  in 
force  in  other  counties.  In  Kerry  and 
Cork  the  number  of  serious  crimes  re- 
ported to  the  Judge  of  Assizes  at  last 
Assizes  was  550 ;  while,  at  the  last  As- 
sizes for  Down  and  Antrim,  the  serious 
crimes  reported  were  20  in  Antrim  and 
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15  in  Down.  Looking  at  these  figures, 
he  thought  the  Qovernment  must  ex- 
ercise a  very  wise  discretion  as  to  the 
places  in  which  they  put  this  Act  in 
force,  and  the  places  they  did  not 
think  it  necessary  to  proclaim  at  all. 
The  Act  was  one  capable  of  being  made 
one-sided.  It  was,  he  admitted,  capable 
of  being  made  so.  It  was  possible 
that  a  magistrate  might  recommend 
a  party  for  a  licence  who  was  unworthy 
of  confidence,  and  that  under  this  recom- 
mendation, thus  improperly  given,  that 
party  might  get  the  licence.  That  might 
be  so.  He  did  not,  for  his  own  part, 
know  what  other  magistrates  might  do, 
but  he  (Mr.  Haslett)  never  gave  a  re- 
commendation to  a  man  that  he  did  not 
first  inquire  into  his  character  or  his  re- 
ligion. [An  hon.  Membeb  :  Orangeman 
or  not?]  He  inquired  first  into  the 
man's  character  as  a  citizen,  and  unless 
be  was  satisfied  as  to  his  character  on 
these  points  he  did  not  give  him  a  re- 
commendation. Then,  for  his  own  part, 
be  always  and  under  all  circumstances 
refused  to  give  a  certificate  to  a  man 
who  was  under  age  or  to  a  man  who 
was  of  dangerous  habits  in  society.  He 
did  not,  in  deciding  whether  he  should 
give  a  recommendation,  care  at  all  whe- 
ther a  man  was  a  Boman  Catholic  or 
was  a  Protestant.  He  did  not  care  for 
that.  If  he  found  that  a  man  was  a 
good  citizen,  that  he  was  a  religious 
man,  that  he  was  a  steady  man,  who 
was  not  likely  to  abuse  the  possession 
of  arms,  he  would  then  give  him  a  cer- 
tificate; and  he  had  great  satisfaction 
in  saying  that,  to  the  best  of  his  belief, 
and  according  to  all  the  information  he 
bad  been  able  to  acquire,  he  had  never 
in  a  single  instance  had  reason  to  regret 
that  recommendation  he  had  given  a 
man  for  a  licence  to  carry  arms  under 
this  Bill.  He  would  not  detain  the 
House  by  going  further  with  this  sub- 
ject at  that  hour  of  the  evening.  He 
might,  however,  say  that  he  intended  to 
Tote  for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 
He  should  take  that  course,  although  he 
thought  that  some  of  the  provisions  it 
contained  might  be  susceptible  of  amend- 
ment. But,  although  he  was  about  to 
take  this  course,  he,  for  his  own  part, 
boped  that  the  day  was  not  far  distant 
when  men  of  good  sense  and  good  bear- 
ing in  society  would  not  need  to  be  re- 
strained with  respect  to  the  possession 
of  arms.    He  regretted,  and  he  did  not 
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hesitate  to  say  so,  that  decent  men  in  a 
good  position  should  have  such  difficulty 
in  getting  a  licence  to  carry  arms  in  the 
counties  of  Down  and  Antrim— arms 
which  were  never  used  for  committing 
murder.  They  generally  secured  a  game 
licence,  and  kept  their  muzzles  a  little 
lower  or  a  little  higher;  but  they  had 
never  been  guilty  of  murder  or  shooting. 
He  regretted  deeply  that  in  other  districts 
it  was  not  so,  and  that  some  parts  of 
Ireland  had  been  brought  into  disrepute 
by  men — if  they  were  men — by  people 
almost  below  the  dignity  of  being  called 
men,  but  who,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
were  mere  machines  excited  to  these 
acts  by  the  unguarded  expressions  of 
those  in  whom  they  unfortunately 
trusted,  and  from  whom  they  ought  to 
have  received  better  counsel. 

Mr.  W.  O'BEIEN  (Tyrone,  S.)  said 
that  they  had  nothing  very  particular  to 
quarrel  about  in  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
GFentleman  who  had  just  sat  down,  and 
they  would  leave  him  to  settle  accounts 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Belfast 
(Mr.  W.  Johnston).  He  should  like  to 
ask  the  hon.  Member,  however,  if  he 
had  forgotten  that  when  an  ex-Member 
of  that  House — a  late  Lord  Mayor  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  Dawson) — went  down  to 
Derry  to  deliver  a  lecture  on  the  house- 
hold franchise,  he  was  fired  at  by  an 
armed  party  of  Orangemen  occupying 
the  City  Hail  ?  On  that  occasion  a  man's 
eye  was  shot  out  when  be  was  standing 
within  two  yards  of  the  Lord  Mayor, 
and  shot  out,  not  by  a  Nationalist,  but 
by  one  of  the  armed  party  who  were 
holding  the  Corporation  Hall,  under 
the  command  and  at  the  instigation  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  North 
Tyrone  (Lord  Ernest  Hamilton).  At 
the  time  of  the  last  Election  he  had  to 
encounter  a  ferocious  Orange  mob,  who 
waylaid  him  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Cork  (Dr.  Tanner),  who  was  accom- 
panying him,  on  leaving  the  polls.  The 
mob  numbered  over  200  men.  They 
lined  a  wall  which  he  had  to  pass,  and 
every  man  of  them  had  his  hand  in  his 
breast  pockety  and  he  well  remembered 
the  police  running  after  his  car  when  he 
approached  the  mob,  and  crying  out — 
**  Look  out,  they  are  going  to  fire."  The 
police  rushed  at  the  mob  and  collared 
a  lot  of  the  men.  His  hon.  Friend  hap- 
pened to  have  a  revolver  which  he  mani- 
fested his  perfect  readiness  to  use  if  the 
worst  came  to  the  worst;  and  but  for 
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this  he  doubted  very  much  whether  he 
should  be  there  in  the  House  that  night 
to  tell  the  tale.  It  was  all  nonsense  for 
Orange  Members  to  pretend  to  have  this 
virtuous  indignation  about  facts  which 
were  as  notorious  as  the  daylight. 
Everybody  knew  that  there  was  a  large 
number  of  men  at  every  Orange  meeting 
in  the  North  of  Ireland  who  carried  re- 
volvers in  their  breast  pockets,  and  who 
used  those  revolvers  just  as  much  as  it 
was  safe  for  them  to  use  them  without 
risking  their  necks.  They  generally 
drew  the  line  at  that.  Some  of  his 
friends  who  attended  the  demonstrations 
at  Bosslea  and  Dromore  knew  that  at 
those  demonstrations,  while  some  were 
content  to  cheer  the  sentiments  of  the 
speakers,  the  Orangemen  expressed 
their  applause  by  rounds  of  revolver 
shots.  With  regard  to  the  Bill  before 
the  House,  he  was  sorry  that  they  had 
had  no  indication  of  a  desire  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  to  close  with  the  very 
moderate  proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell). 
For  his  own  part,  he  regretted  that  the 
Government  could  not  see  their  way  to 
discard  this  very  hateful  coercion  system 
altogether.  If  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  could  have  consulted  his  own 
feelings  in  the  matter,  he  believed  that 
he  would  have  discarded  it.  It  was 
really  stupid  and  humiliating  to  deprive 
a  whole  people  of  firearms.  It  was  just 
like  the  forbidden  fruit — it  only  in- 
creased the  desire.  When  he  was  a 
young  fellow  the  attraction  which  such 
a  Bill  had  for  him  was  that  a  man 
might  get  two  years'  imprisonment  if  he 
were  discovered  breaking  its  provisions. 
There  was  an  air  of  romance  or  adven- 
ture about  the  thing.  If  an  Irishman 
had  a  weapon  concealed  about  him,  or 
under  his  thatch,  he  had  very  much  the 
same  sort  of  romantic  and  adventurous 
regard  for  it  as  the  old  Bonapartist  in 
one  of  Beranger's  famous  poems  had  for 
the  tattered  old  flag  which  he  had  under 
his  mattress.  The  Chief  Secretary  was 
right  when  he  said  that  outrages  had 
not  been  and  would  not  be  prevented  by 
the  mere  difficulty  of  obtaining  arms. 
Each  man  who  was  disposed  to  commit 
an  outrage  would  get  arms  to  do  so  in 
spite  of  all  their  restrictions.  All  they 
did  by  such  legislation  was  to  wound  the 
self-respect  and  manhood  of  the  people 
and  to  deprive  them  of  a  right  which 
other  people  in  the  world  enjoyed.     Its 
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effect  also  was  to  disarm  five -sixths  of 
the  Irish  people  and  to  arm  one-sixth, 
and  that  was  the  reason  why  his  hon. 
Friends  were  pressing  the  Government, 
if  there  was  to  be  a  disarmament,  to 
make  it  a  real  and  not  a  sham  and  one- 
sided one.  He  reminded  the  Govern- 
ment, however,  that  the  dama^  which 
it  was  sought  to  repair  by  this  Bill  had, 
to  a  large  extent,  been  already  done. 
Arms  were  already  in  the  hands  of  the 
rowdies  of  the  country ;  and  unless  some 
measures  were  taken  to  revoke  the 
licences  of  those  persons  they  would 
continue  to  be  armed  to  the  tee^,  being 
perfectly  persuaded  that  they  could 
commit  any  outrages  with  impunity,  so 
far  as  the  magistrates  were  concerned, 
and,  indeed,  so  far,  he  was  sorry  to  say, 
as  the  superior  police  officers  in  the 
North  were  concerned.  The  class  of 
dependents  and  ne'er-do-wells  who  were 
possessed  of  revolvers  had  a  conviction 
that  even  if  they  got  into  trouble  with 
the  police  through  riots  they  would  be 
brought  before  a  Bench  of  magistrates 
who  were  sworn  Orangemen,  and  before 
men  who  were  making  speeches  inciting 
them  to  the  use  of  firearms.  All  that 
they  asked  was  that  the  Government 
should  not  make  this  legislation  one- 
sided in  its  character.  The  Nationalists 
wanted  nothing  but  peace,  and  they 
approached  the  question  in  this  spirit. 
He  hoped  that  the  Government  would 
give  some  intimation  that  they  con- 
sidered that  the  request  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  was  not  an  unreason- 
able one. 

LobdERNEST  HAMILTON  (Tyrone, 
N.)  said,  he  desired  to  make  a  few  re- 
marks on  the  last  speaker's  allusion  to 
Derry.  It  was  true  when  Mr.  Dawson, 
a  late  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin,  went  to 
Derry  for  the  purpose  of  sowing  the  seed 
of  sedition,  a  purpose  in  which  he  was 
thankful  to  say  he  failed,  he  did  not  meet 
with  the  cordial  reception  which  he  ex- 
pected. It  was  also  true  that  revolver 
shots  were  fired,  and  a  man's  eye  put 
out ;  but  those  shots  were  not  fired  by 
Orangemen,  and  therefore  the  statement 
which  had  been  made  was  absolutely 
without  foundation.  There  were,  no 
doubt,  Orange  and  Nationalist  proces- 
sions ;  and  he  was  sorry  to  say  that  he 
was  foolish  enough  to  take  part  in  an 
Orange  procession.  As  it  passed  down 
the  street  he  saw  a  man  at  a  window  fire 
a  revolver  at  the  procession.     He  left 
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the  House,  therefore,  to  judge  whether 
it  was  likely  that  an  Orangeman  would 
fire  a  reVolver  at  his  own  procession. 
There  was  one  significant  fact  in  con- 
nection with  these  proceedings  to  which 
he  should  like  to  draw  attention.  An 
inquiry  was  instituted  in  Derry  to  ascer- 
tain the  cause  of  the  shots  being  fired. 
This  inquiry  lasted  three  days.  The 
police  and  the  Loyalists  came  up  in 
large  numbers  to  give  evidence.  He 
himself  gave  evidence ;  but  from  the 
beginning  to  the  end  of  the  inquiry  not 
a  single  Nationalist  was  forthcoming. 
He  left  the  House  to  judge  of  the  facts 
as  he  had  stated  them. 

Me.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  said,  there 
was  good  reason  why  no  Nationalists 
appeared  to  give  evidence  before  the 
Commission  of  Inquiry  at  Derry.  It 
was  because  the  investigation  was  or- 
dered by  the  authorities  of  Dublin 
Castle.  The  Nationalists  declared  that 
they  had  no  confidence  whatever  in  the 
persons  holding  the  inquiry,  especially 
when  the  Government  refused  to  give 
powet  to  administer  an  oath  which  was 
demanded  by  the  Nationalist  Party.  It 
was  only  an  unsworn  inquiry,  composed 
of  what  the  Nationalists  considered  to 
be  gross  partizans.  Personally,  he  was 
strongly  opposed  to  this  Bill.  As  an 
Irish  Nationalist  Member  he  would 
never  leave  it  on  record,  to  be  hurled  as 
a  reproach  against  him,  that  he  con- 
curred in,  and  voted  for,  a  Bill  to  de- 
prive his  countrymen  of  the  first  right 
of  all  free  men,  the  right  to  carry  arms 
if  they  thought  fit.  He  disbelieved  in 
the  efficacy  of  the  Bill ;  and,  though  he 
admitted  the  opposition  of  the  Irish 
Party  to-day  was  different  from  that  of 
the  past,  yet  he  thought  he  was  justified 
in  sayinjg  that  he  had  no  faith  in  Coer- 
cion Bills  of  any  kind  for  the  people  of 
Ireland.  He  believed  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  (Mr.  John  Morley)  was  the 
first  Minister  holding  Office  who  had 
made  the  declaration  that  for  the  pur- 
poses of  crime,  outrage,  and  assassina- 
tion, Arms  Acts  were  simply  valueless 
in  Ireland.  The  Irish  Members  had 
told  the  House  the  same  thing  for  a  long 
time  ;  and  the  long  experience  they  had 
obtained  from  the  administration  of  15 
or  20  Arms  Acts  which  had  been  passed 
and  enforced  in  Ireland  in  almost  un- 
broken continuity  since  the  Union  might 
have  proved  this  fact  to  the  House.  At 
a  time  when  Ireland  was  convulsed  by 


outrages— from  1 825  to  1 886— Arms  Acts 
of  the  most  stringent  kind  were  en- 
forced; but  they  did  not  prevent  the 
commission  of  agrarian  crime.  The 
man  who  wished  to  revenge  himself  for 
what  he  considered  to  be  a  wrong,  or  to 
commit  any  crime  with  firearms,  would 
obtain  those  arms  despite  all  their  police 
detectives  and  Arms  Acts.  The  only 
argument  which  could  be  used  as  a 
justification  for  this  legislation  was  the 
preventing  of  men  going  about  the 
country  in  open  day  and  under  the  eyes 
of  the  police  with  arms  in  their  hands. 
He  had  attended  probably  no  less  than 
150  public  meetings  in  Ireland,  and  he 
asked  those  who  had  watched  the  course 
of  public  meetings  in  Ireland,  especially 
in  the  three  Southern  Provinces,  if  the 
people  had  been  seen  at  those  assemblies 
with  firearms  in  their  hands?  At  no 
National  League  meeting  which  he  had 
attended,  large  and  tumultuous  as  they 
were,  had  the  police  had  occasion  to 
take  arms  out  of  the  hands  of  the  people 
gathered  there.  But  in  the  Northern 
Province,  the  so-called  Loyalist  Pro- 
vince, this  particular  offence  was  to  be 
found  there.  In  Ulster  the  Orangemen 
had  continually  come  to  meetings  called 
for  free  discussion  with  arms  in  their 
hands,  a  proceeding  which  would  not  be 
tolerated  in  England.  In  the  three 
Southern  Provinces,  where  no  such 
offence  was  committed,  the  Arms  Act 
was  enforced  with  the  utmost  rigour, 
whereas  in  Ulster,  where  it  had  been 
constantly  violated,  the  Arms  Act  was 
not  in  force  at  all.  As  to  the  threats  of 
civil  war,  he  did  not  believe  in  the 
threats  of  the  Orangemen.  If  a  wall 
were  drawn  round  Ulster  to-morrow  the 
Nationalists  would  be  a  good  match  for 
the  Orangemen.  He  did  not  believe  in 
these  threats  for  another  reason,  and 
that  was  because  the  Orangemen  who 
talked  thus  were  but  a  very  small 
minority  of  the  Protestants  of  Ulster. 
If  the  Bill  were  passed  at  all,  it  should 
be  made  applicable  to  the  whole  coun- 
try. He  had  been  hunted  by  200  men 
with  arms  in  their  hands  through  the 
streets  of  a  town  in  the  County  Down,  until 
he  escaped  by  means  of  the  Hoyal  Irish 
Constabulary.  He  would  vote  against 
an  Arms  Act;  but  if  the  Government 
were  determined  to  pass  one«  then  let  it 
be  a  real  Arms  Act — an,  Act  to  disarm 
every  man  in  Ireland,  not  only  the 
peasant,  but  the  gentlemen ;  until  they 
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learned  to  talk  and  act  like  sensible  men 
•^80  long  as  it  might  be  necessary. 

Me.  DE  COBAIN  (Belfast,  E.)  said, 
lie  asked  the  indulgence  of  the  House 
while  he  made  some  observations  with 
regard  to  the  Orange  Institution,  which 
had  been  seriously  impeached  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  sitting  below  the  Gangway. 
The  statements  made  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
in  regard  to  the  Orange  Institution  were 
of  the  most  reckless  and  untruthful  cha- 
racter. He  had  the  honour  of  being  the 
Grand  Master  of  the  Orange  Institution 
of  Belfast  for  a  period  of  five  years,  and 
he  had  the  honour  at  present  of  being 
Deputy  Grand  Master  of  the  Orange  In- 
stitution for  Ireland.  He  had  presided 
at  meetings  of  the  Orange  Body,  the 
largest  meetings  that  had  ever  been  held 
in  Ireland,  some  of  them  attended  by 
over  100,000  people.  \_Lauffhter  from  the 
JSome  Eulers.l  Yes;  attended  by  over 
100,000  people,  and  he  had  never  yet 
been  present  at  an  Orange  meeting,  or 
bad  taken  part  in  an  Orange  procession, 
where  the  Orangemen  were  armed.  He 
had  never  yet  taken  part  in  an  armed 
Orange  meeting,  nor  had  he  known 
members  of  the  Orange  Body  march  in 

Srocession  when  armed,  and  therefore 
e  denied  most  emphatically  the  state- 
ments that  had  been  made  by  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway.  A  short 
time  ago  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  South  Londonderry  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy)  interspersed  some  observations 
in  the  midst  of  a  grave  debate  in  rela- 
tion to  Imperial  matters  about  **  sweet- 
hearts," and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  appeared  to  assume  that,  as 
the  word  was  used  on  the  platforms  of 
Orange  meetings,  it  was  figurative  in 
its  character,  and  amounted  to  an  in- 
struction to  the  men  assembled  to  come 
armed.  The  statement  was  purely 
visionary.  In  some  parts  of  Ireland, 
where  Protestants  were  in  a  minority, 
and  being  in  a  minority  were  exposed 
to  outrage,  it  was  necessary  for  the  Pro- 
testants to  arm  themselves ;  it  was  ne- 
cessary for  the  Protestants  attending 
public  meetings  for  loyal  purposes,  meet- 
ings at  which  the  name  of  the  Queen  of 
these  Bealms  was  received  with  respect, 
and  at  which  attachment  to  Imperial 
rule  was  expressed  in  no  indefinite  way, 
it  was  necessary  for  the  Protestants  in 
districts  thickly  populated  with  their 
opponents  to  carry  arms  for  their  own 
protection.    It  was  not  only  once  in  the 
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history  of  Ulster  that  a  Sunday  school 
going  out  in  the  summer  weather  for  a 
holiday  excursion  had  been  attacked  by 
men  differing  from  them  in  religion 
with  weapons  and  firearms — [**  Where, 
where  ?  "] — and  for  these  reasons,  where 
Protestants  were  in  a  minority,  he  ad- 
mitted that  Protestants  might  carry 
arms.     [**  Where,  where  ?  "] 

Mb.  SPEAKER  said,  he  hoped  hon. 
Gentlemen  would  allow  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  proceed  uninterruptedly  with  his 
speech. 

Me.  DE  COBAIN  said,  he  was  much 
obliged  to  the  Speaker  for  his  interven- 
tion. He  had  often  noticed  that  the 
surveillance  which  the  Speaker  exercised 
in  the  Chair  was  largely  hampered  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway,  and 
that,  therefore,  many  hon.  Members  had 
to  claim  the  Chair's  protection  from  in- 
terruption. What  he  was  about  to  ob- 
serve was  that  where  the  Protestants 
were  numerous — in  Belfast  and  in  those 
parts  of  Ulster  which  had  been  assailed 
by  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway — 
when  Loyalists  met  together  they  did 
not  do  so  armed.  It  was  not  necessary 
that  they  should.  During  the  time  he 
was  Grand  Master  of  Belfast,  certain 
disturbances  occurred  in  the  town,  which 
were  referred  to  by  the  London  papers 
as  '*  Orange  riots."  Being  then  at  the 
head  of  the  Orange  Institution  in  Bel- 
fast, he  felt  himself  charged  with  a  very 
weighty  responsibility,  and  he  felt  it 
was  his  duty  to  inquire  how  far  actual 
members  of  the  Orange  Institution  had 
in  any  sense  participated  in  the  riots. 
During  the  lengthened  investigation 
that  occurred  in  the  Police  Court  conse- 
quent upon  these  riots,  there  were  just 
two  instances  in  which  actual  members 
of  the  Orange  Institution  were  im- 
peached. In  one  of  these  instances  a 
man  who  had  mixed  in  the  crowd  did  so 
for  the  purpose  of  rescuing  an  aged 
Poman  Catholic  woman  who  had  been 
exposed  to  molestation ;  and  in  the  other 
instance  a  man's  house  was  entered  by 
the  police  without  a  warrant,  and  he 
considered  himself  justified  in  resisting 
the  encroachment.  Hence  his  being 
brought  before  the  authorities.  These 
were  the  only  two  instances  in  the 
lengthened  police  investigation  conse- 
quent upon  the  riots  at  Belfast  in  which 
members  of  the  Orange  Body  were  im- 
peached. The  debate  this  evening  had 
drifted  into  so  many  subjects  that  it  was 
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veiTj  difficult  to  follow  tliem  all.  The 
right  hon.  G-entleman  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter appeared  to  consider  that  it  was  rele- 
vant to  a  discussion  upon  the  renewal  of 
the  Arms  Act  to  comment  upon  some 
political  observations  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Paddington  (Lord 
[Randolph  Churchill).  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  only  been  in  the  House 
when  the  noble  Lord  justified  his  obser- 
vations, and  quoted  his  true  precedents 
to  warrant  the  use  of  those  observations, 
it  was  possible  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  not  have  made  the  attack. 
At  all  events,  the  noble  Lord  was  well 
able  to  defend  himself  against  the 
attacks  of  the  Prime  Minister.  An  ob- 
servation was  made  with,  regard  to  the 
investigations  at  Derry  consequent  upon 
the  visit  of  Mr.  O'Connor  and  the  riots 
that  ensued.  An  hon.  Gentleman  below 
the  Gangway  said  the  Nationalists  did 
not  appear  to  give  evidence  out  of  con- 
tempt for  the  authority  by  which  that 
investigation  was  set  on  foot.  But  that 
authority  was  the  present  Prime  Minis- 
ter. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  then 
in  Office  as  he  was  now. 

Mr.  DILLON:  What  I  stated  was 
that  the  Nationalists  refused  to  give 
evidence  because  it  was  not  a  sworn  in- 
quiry, and  because  we  had  no  confidence 
in  its  impartiality. 

Me.  DE  COBAIN  :  Whatever  the 
cause  might  have  been,  reference  was 
made  to  the  Executive,  and  that  Execu- 
tive was  precisely  similar  to  the  present 
one,  only  he  thought  they  had  at  that 
time  a  Chief  Secretary  who  had  a  more 
general  respect  for  the  whole  population 
of  Ireland  than  the  present  holder  of 
the  Office.  They  had  then  to  deal  with 
Gentlemen  who  had  not  undergone  a 
process  of  conversion,  and  who  were 
animated  by  a  spirit  of  confidence  in 
the  Protestant  population.  So  far  as 
the  renewal  of  the  Arms  Act  was  con- 
cerned, he  had  no  objection  to  the 
partial  enforcement  of  the  provisions  of 
that  Act.  With  regard  to  an  observa- 
tion, which  appeared  to  him  to  be  very 
irrelevant  to  the  discussion  before  the 
House,  as  to  what  the  Chief  Secretary 
called  **  contingent  pedition,"  and  the 
attitude  the  loyal  Irish  population  might 
adopt  if  the  Bill  of  the  Prime  Minister 
became  law,  it  was  not  for  him  (Mr. 
De  Cobain)  to  say.  He  thought  there 
was  not  the  slightest  probability  of  that 


Bill  becoming  law,  and  until  its  pros- 
pects assumed  a  different  aspect  from 
what  they  were  at  present,  they  would 
give  no  indication  of  the  attitude  that 
would  be  adopted ;  but  when  the  time 
came  the  Loyalists  would  be  able  to  pro- 
tect their  own  interests  and  to  defend 
their  imperilled  liberties  and  lives. 
{Ironical  Irish  cheers.)  He  was  much 
obliged  for  those  cheers.  [An  Irish. 
Member  :  Do  not  mention  it.l  It  did 
not  at  all  discompose  him.  What  he 
was  going  to  say  was  that  no  matter 
what  policy  might  be  adopted  by  that 
House,  or  any  House  of  Commons,  the 
Loyalists  of  Ireland  would  always  be 
animated  by  a  spirit  of  devoted  and 
loyal  submission  to  the  reigning  Monarch 
of  these  Realms. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  (Fer- 
managh, N.)  said,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down,  being  the  Grand 
Master  of  an  Orange  Lodge,  had  in- 
dulged in  a  vein  of  lofty  eloquence  more 
befitting  the  **  'prentice  boys  of  Derry '' 
than  the  arena  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  had  sought  to  depict  the  Orange  Socie- 
ties as  all  that  was  pure  and  immaculate, 
and  the  Nationalists  as  all  that  was  de- 
moniacal and  odious.  The  Prime  Mi- 
'nister  had  borne  up  very  well  until  that 
night ;  but  after  that  dreadful  and  im- 
pressive pronouncement  of  the  ''  Grand 
Master  "  of  the  Orange  Lodge,  no  doubt 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  fall 
down  defeated  and  abashed.  The  Re- 
presentatives of  the  Ulster  Orangemen 
always  tried  to  make  Englishmen  and 
Scotchmen  believe  that  **Orangeism" 
and  *^  Protestantism"  were  absolutely 
synonymous  terms  in  Ulster,  and  were 
really  one  and  the  same  institution.  No- 
thing more  absurd,  ridiculous,  or  un- 
true, and  more  g^ssly  misleading  could 
be  imagined.  There  was  as  much  dif- 
ference between  the  honest  and  straight- 
forward Protestantism  of  Ulster  and 
rowdy  comer-boy  Orangeism  as  there 
was  between  the  two  sides  of  that  House. 
It  was  ridiculous  to  say,  as  had  been 
said,  that  the  Orangemen  had  no  arms. 
At  Dromore  the  Orangemen  astsembled  at 
the  rate  of  Is,  6rf.  a-day,  and  tho  late  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Trevelyan) 
stated  that  sackfuls  of  revolvers  were 
taken  from  them.  Was  it  not,  therefore, 
indecent,  dishonest,  and  hyp<»critical  for 
an  hon.  Member  to  sneer  down,  and  with 
smooth-faced  coolness 
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Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  words  "dis- 
honest and  hypocritical "  are  not  in- 
Order  as  applied  to  an  hon.  Member. 

Me.  WIIJilAM  REDMOND :  I  wUl 
withdraw  the  words  "dishonest  and 
hypocritical ; "  but  at  least  it  was  indecent 
— very  indecent — for  an  hon.  Member  to 
come  down  and  tell  the  House  that  the 
Orangemen  did  not  carry  arms.  None 
of  the  Nationalists  wished  to  see  Pro- 
testants any  more  than  Catholics  de- 
prived of  the  proper  use  of  arms;  but  they 
asked  that  if  an  Arms  Act  was  passed 
it  ehould  be  employed  to  prevent  the 
reckless  members  of  Orange  Lodges  from 
coming  into  the  possession  of  revolvers. 
The  Last  speaker  said  he  had  never 
known  an  Orange  procession  that  was 
armed,  and  he  had  likened  those  demon- 
strations to  the  processions  of  school  chil- 
dren ;  but  how  then  came  it  that  when 
the  noble  Lord  the  late  Conservative 
Leader  in  that  House  went  to  Belfast 
and  led  the  way  to  the  subsequent  mis- 
sion of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Paddington  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) 
he  told  an  Orange  gathering  that  he 
addressed  there  to  be  sure  not  to  fire  off 
their  rifles  in  the  gaiety  of  their  hearts. 
The  noble  Lord,  knowing  how  unde- 
sirable and  dangerous  violence  of  any 
kind  would  be,  advised  the  Ulster 
Orangemen,  in  a  spirit  very  different 
from  that  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Paddington,  not  to  fire  off  their 
rifles.  He  would  ask,  if  the  Bill  were 
again  passed,  that  it  should  be  adminis- 
tered fairly.  The  result  of  its  recent 
adminstration,  which  was  anything  but 
fair,  was  that  the  Ulster  Orangemen 
were  the  only  people  in  Ireland  who  had 
arms;  and  it  was  only  because  of  the 
disadvantage  under  which  they  were 
thereby  placed  that  the  Irish  Members 
were  willing  that  such  a  Bill  should  be- 
come law.  Another  point  to  which  he 
wished  to  refer  W6is  to  the  circumstance 
that  the  administration  of  the  Act  was 
manifestly  opposed  to  justice.  This  re- 
sulted frc»m  having  sworn  Orangemen 
acting  as  magistates.  In  the  county  he 
repre8ent43d  there  could  be  but  little  con- 
fidence in  the  administration  of  justice 
with  a  Be;Qch  constituted  as  it  was.  His 
opponent  at  his  election  was  a  magis- 
trate, and  just  after  the  election  that 
magistrate  appeared  before  the  people 
with  a  bright  yellow  sash,  and  was 
greeted  by  the  crowd  of  his  followers 
as  the  latea  t  recruit  to  the  great  Orange 
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Society.  How,  he  asked«  could  confi- 
dence be  felt  in  magistrates  of  that  cha- 
racter? He  (Mr.  Reidmond)  represented 
a  very  large  number  indeed  of  Pro- 
testants, and  he  believed  that  not  one 
of  them  would  deliberately  or  in  any 
way  do  an  injury  or  an  injustice  to  his 
Catholic  brethren.  The  Oovemment 
would  find  themselves  in  this  difficulty 
— that,  whereas  other  Arms  Acts  had 
been  passed  to  prevent  the  Irish  people 
from  procuring  arms,  this  was  an  Act  to 
disarm  them.  If  the  Oovemment  in- 
tended to  carry  out  the  Act  fairly,  they 
most  revoke  the  licences  already  issued, 
and  they  would  have  to  set  the  police  to 
work  to  seize  the  arms  of  every  Irish- 
man. He  objected  to  a  measure  that 
would  disarm  one  section  of  the  Irish 
people,  and  would  leave  arms  in  the 
possession  of  their  opponents. 

Mb.  henry  CAMPBELL  (Ferma- 
nagh, S.),  as  representing  the  Southern 
Division  of  Fermanagh,  so  often  re- 
ferred to  by  hon.  Members  above  the 
Gangway  as  loyal  and  patriotic,  wished 
to  lay  his  protest  against  an  Arms  Act 
of  any  description,  were  it  not  that  con- 
tingencies had  arisen,  and  might  arise 
rendering  an  Arms  Act  necessary.  He 
was  aware  that  in  Enniskillen  revolvers 
had  been  delivered  at  the  rate  of  150  per 
week,  and  for  what  purpose?  Was  it 
for  the  purpose  of  taking  the  field? 
Certainly  not.  No ;  but  it  was  for  the 
purpose  of  creating  riots  at  the  coming 
Election.  The  Catholics  and  the  Na- 
tionalists of  the  County  Fermanagh,  who 
were  represented  in  that  House  by  two 
hon.  Members,  and  were  very  numerous, 
had  not  yet  two  Catholic  magistrates  on 
the  Bench.  How  then  was  it  possible 
for  the  Catholic  farmers  who  desired  to 
obtain  a  gun  to  frighten  the  rooks  off 
their  farms,  to  hope  to  do  so,  seeing 
that  the  whole  of  the  magistrates  were 
Orangemen  and  sworn  partizans  ?  He 
urged  the  Qovernment,  if  they  desired 
to  pass  an  Arms  Bill,  to  bring  in  a  mea- 
sure which  would  be  enforced  against 
all  parties  alike,  and  not  a  Bill  such  as 
this  one,  which  would  only  be  enforced 
in  regard  to  one  particolar  section  of 
the  communitv. 

MR.EDWARD  CLARKE(Plymouth) 
said,  he  regretted  that  this  discussion 
upon  the  renewal  of  the  Arms  Act  should 
have  degenerated  into  a  quarrel  between 
the  Orange  and  Ghreen.  A  division  on 
this  question  now  appeared  inevitable, 
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and  if  it  took  place  he  would  vote  with 
the  GK>yemment  for  the  re-enactment  of 
the  Bill ;  but  he  would  do  so  with  great 
reluctance  and  regret.  In  1881  he  voted 
for  the  Coercion  Bills  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  he  did  eo  under  the  con- 
Tiotion  that  the  Government  of  that  day 
might  be  trusted  only  to  ask  for  coercion 
when  its  powers  were  necessary  for  im- 
mediate use.  That  belief  was  disap- 
pointed. The  Ministry  used  its  powers 
of  coercion  in  1881,  not  for  the  purpose 
of  restoring  order,  but  of  forwarding  a 
political  action  in  this  House ;  and  he  then 
felt  and  said  publicly  that  he  believed 
he  should  never  again  be  able  to  sup- 
port any  measure  of  coercion  proposed 
by  a  Oovemment  similarly  constituted ; 
and  in  1882,  when  a  very  strong  Coercion 
Act  was  brought  in,  he  steadily  declined 
to  vote  in  favour  of  any  one  of  its  provi- 
sions. If  at  this  time  he  voted  for  the 
present  Arms  Act  it  was  not  with  any 
view  of  its  being  exceptional  with  re- 
gard to  Ireland,  or  of  its  being  put  into 
exceptional  operation  in  one  part  of  that 
country.  As  far  as  the  Arms  Act  itself 
was  concerned,  he  thought  it  would  be 
a  useful  thing  if  in  this  country  we  had 
an  Arms  Act,  and  if  we  had  some  check 
upon  the  carrying  and  improper  posses- 
sion of  arms.  He,  for  one,  would  never 
vote  for  this  Bill  for  Ireland  if  it  were 
not  to  be  equally  enforced  in  regard  to 
all  parts  of  Ireland.  The  proposal  thrown 
out  by  more  than  one  hon.  Member  that 
evening  for  the  disarmament  of  the  whole 
of  Ireland  was  a  very  serious  proposal. 
It  was  one  very  different  from  carrying 
into  effect  the  provisions  of  this  Act;  but, 
so  far  as  this  Act  had  to  be  put  into  force 
by  the  authorities  responsible  for  the 
protection  of  law  and  order,  he  hoped 
they  would  put  it  in  force  with  perfect 
equality,  and  they  would  restrict,  with 
regard  to  the  possession  of  arms,  people 
in  one  part  of  Ireland  just  as  much  as 
in  ano^er.  He  hoped  never  again  to 
vote  for  a  measure  of  this  kind  applic- 
able to  Ireland  which  could  not  be 
equally  applied  to  the  country  in  which 
he  lived.  He  was  afraid  the  necessity 
for  it  in  Ireland  was  deeper  than  even 
the  Chief  Secretary  himself  would  be 
willing  to  admit.  Things  had  been  said 
that  had  increased  the  dangers  against 
which  the  Arms  Act  was  intenoed  to 
provide.  Whatever  those  dangers,  it 
was  only  the  assurance  of  the  respon- 
sible Government  of  the  Crown  that  this 


Act  was  necessary  for  the  purpose  of  pre- 
serving order  that  he,  as  an  English 
Member,  would  give  his  vote  for  the 
second  reading. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  said, 
he  should  not  have  interposed  in  the 
debate  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  remarks 
that  had  been  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Fermanagh  (Mr.  William 
Bedmond).  He  did  not  think  the  state- 
ments of  the  hon.  Member  should  go 
uncontradicted,  and  he  felt  that  he 
could  not  sit  silently  by  when  he  heard 
such  atrocious  actions  attributed  to  the 
Orangemen  by  the  hon.  Member.  At 
no  time  in  their  history  was  it  a  pledge 
on  the  part  of  Orangemen  to  '*wade 
knee-deep  in  OathoUc  blood."  That 
was  a  calumny  which  had  been  refuted 
time  after  time  by  Gentlemen  who  were 
Members  of  that  House,  and  their  words, 
as  Christians  and  gentlemen,  ought  to 
be  taken.  He  contradicted  most  em- 
phatically that  statement.  The  basis  of 
the  Oranffe  Society  was  a  union  of  Pro- 
testants for  maintaining  the  Legisla- 
tive Connection  between  Ireland  and 
Qreat  Britain,  and  the  Succession  to 
the  Throne  of  Her  Majesty's  most  illus- 
trious House  being  Protestant.  It  was 
part  of  the  principles  of  the  Orange 
Society  to  injure  no  man  on  accoimt  of 
his  religious  opinions,  and  no  perse- 
cuting spirit  of  any  kind  against  persons 
on  account  of  their  religion  was  tolerated 
in  their  Lodges.  The  documents  of  the 
Orange  Society  were  open  to  the  Chief 
Secretary  and  to  the  House.  Their 
Organization  was  not  secret.  In  Ireland, 
the  Society  was  not  regulated  by  an  oath ; 
and  they  met  as  a  Body  to  maintain  the 
integrity  of  the  Empire,  the  Legislative 
Union,  and  the  honour  of  the  Crown. 
This  the  Orange  Institution  intended  to 
do,  and  500,000  Orangemen  were  bound 
to  use  every  means  to  do  so.  In  the 
ranks  of  the  Orangemen  not  all  the  Pro- 
testants of  Ulster  were  to  be  found ;  but 
if  the  views  of  hon.  Members  below  the 
Qangway  were  carried  out,  every  Pro- 
testant in  Ulster  would  find  himself  com- 
pelled to  join  himself  to  the  Orange  In- 
stitution. 

Me.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  (Dublin, 
College  Green):  Sir,  we  have  had  many 
Arms  Acts  in  Ireland  during  the  last 
86  years  ;  and  an  undeniable  proof  that 
they  have  not  been  satisfactorily  worked 
is  to  be  found  in  the  fact  that,  while  the 
Orangemen  of  Ulster  are  atmed  in  one 
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way  or  another  almost  to  a  man,  the 
Oatholics  of  Ireland  are  certainly  un- 
armed. I  should  be  very  much  sur- 
prised if  the  Orangemen  of  the  North 
of  Ireland  deny  that  statement  of  a  plain 
fact,  because  it  has  been  with  them  a 
matter  of  continual  boast  that  they  have 
arms,  and  that  they  know  how  to  use 
them.  Now,  Sir,  it  is  because  they  are 
armed,  and  because  their  Catholic  neigh- 
bours are  unarmed,  that  we  have  had 
from  time  to  time  in  the  North  of  Ire- 
Icmd  so  much  Party  rioting  and  so  much 
bloodshed.  In  the  South,  where  Pro- 
testants and  Orangemen  are  compara- 
tively few  and  the  Catholics  form  a 
great  majority,  Party  riots  and  blood- 
shed are  things  which  have  been  abso- 
lutely unknown.  The  recent  meetings 
in  the  North  of  Ireland  were  attended 
by  armed  Orangemen ;  but  the  Na- 
tionalists went  unarmed  to  their  demon- 
strations until  matters  had  progressed  a 
very  long  way.  We  have  the  testimony 
of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Border  Burghs  (Mr.  Tre- 
velyan)  to  that  fact.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  stated  last  year  in  thi^  House 
that  it  was  not  the  habit  or  the  custom 
of  the  Nationalists  in  the  North  of  Ire- 
land to  go  to  political  meetings  armed 
until  they  found,  over  and  over  again, 
that  the  Orangemen,  who  were  holding 
counter-demonstrations,  attended  them 
armed  almost  to  a  man.  It  will  be  re- 
membered by  some  hon.  Members  that 
one  of  the  statements  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  that  at  one  of  these 
meetings,  in  regard  to  which  the  Go- 
vernment thought  proper  to  take  action, 
the  Orangemen,  arriving  at  the  railway 
station  from  distant  parts,  were  stopped 
by  the  authorities,  and  sacks  full  of  re- 
volvers were  taken  from  them.  The 
Orangemen  boast,  at  the  present  day, 
of  the  magnificent  fusillade  they  fired  at 
Eosslea  and  Dromore.  I  had  the  plea- 
sure of  hearing  part  of  that  fusillade 
myself.  I  am  quite  prepared  to  grant 
that  there  are  others  besides  these  vio- 
lent Orangemen  who  are  possessed  of 
arms,  although  I  believe  that  there 
could  not  have  been  found  among  the 
Catholic  Party  one  revolver  for  every 
five  carried  by  the  Orangemen.  It  has 
been  remarked  by  my  hon.  Colleague 
that  these  revolvers  are  of  no  use  for 
military  warfare,  but  only  for  pur- 
poses of  rioting.  They  are  worthless 
as  against  the  arms  of  the  Constabulary 
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or  the  military ;  but  they  are  very  effec- 
tive weapons  in  a  riot  or  disturbance, 
because  they  can  easily  be  concealed ; 
and  it  is  the  man  who  knows  that  he  has 
this  weapon  in  his  pocket  who  is  always 
ready  to  give  offence  and  to  create  riot 
and  disturbance.  The  Orangemen  have 
two  reasons  for  taking  that  course — one 
is  that  they  think  it  very  likely  that 
they  will  get  the  best  in  the  conflict, 
being  better  armed  than  their  opponents ; 
and  the  other  is  that  they  know  that,  if 
any  legal  trouble  comes  out  of  their 
performance,  they  will  by-and-bye  have 
sympathetic  juries  and  sympathetic  ma- 
gistrates trying  their  case.  This  is  not 
at  all  a  new  condition  of  things;  it  is 
a  matter  which  has  been  inquired  into 
by  the  House  of  Commons  more  than 
once.  These  Orange  troubles  and  the6e 
armed  demonstrations  are  not  a  matter 
of  to-day  or  yesterday.  I  have  here  two 
volumes  of  Heports  from  a  Committee  of 
this  House  which  sat  on  this  subject  in 
1835;  and  if  any  hon.  Member  wishes 
to  learn  something  about  the  peaoeable 
character  and  love  of  law  and  order 
which  distinguish  the  Orange  Party,  I 
would  refer  him  to  these  volumes.  We 
have  just  heard  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  EastBelf ast  (Mr.  De  Cobain)  that  the 
Orange  Society,  if  it  is  distinguished  for 
anything  at  all,  is  noted  for  the  love  it  has 
for  loyalty  to  the  Crown,  and  the  cause 
of  law  and  order.  Now,  there  was  a 
time  in  the  county  of  Armagh  when 
these  gentlemen  had  matters  very  much 
their  own  way,  and  let  us  see  to  what 
extent  the  description  given  by  the  hon. 
Member  of  that  Society  is  borne  out  by 
the  record  of  their  doings  in  the  county 
of  Armagh  at  that  time.  On  the  28th 
of  December,  1795,  certain  magistrates 
and  gentlemen  were  convened  in  Armagh 
at  the  special  instance  of  Viscount  Gk>8- 
ford,  the  Governor  of  the  county.  The 
noble  Viscount  opened  the  business  of 
the  Convention  by  delivering  an  address, 
from  which  I  will  only  read  a  very  small 
extract ;  but  what  I  shall  read  is  a  fair 
sample  of  the  entire  document.  Vis- 
count Gosford  was  a  Protestant  Noble- 
man  who  lived  in  days  of  unchecked 
Protestant  ascendancy  in  Ireland,  and 
who  had  more  than  once  declared  that 
he  loved  that  ascendancy  and  would 
stand  by  it  to  the  last  gasp.  Stil), 
he  was  a  man  with  some  sense  of 
humanity,  of  honour,  and  of  juatioe  in 
his  composition,  and  the  state  of  things 
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in  tbat  coirnty  had  become  so  frightf  al 
that  he  considered  it  his  bounden  duty 
to  call  the  magistrates  together  in  order 
that  he  might  speak  to  them  of  the 
horrible  state  of  affairs  which  then 
existed.  In  his  address  on  that  occasion, 
"Viscount  Qosford  said — 

"  Gentlemen,  having  requested  your  attend- 
ance here  to-day,  it  becomes  my  duty  to  state 
the  grounds  upon  which  I  have  thought  it 
advisable  to  propose  this  meeting,  and,  at  the 
same  time,  to  submit  to  your  consideration  a 
plan  which  occurs  to  me  as  the  one  most  likely 
to  check  the  enormities  which  have  already 
disgraced  this  county,  and  may  soon  reduce  it  to 
t^e  greatest  distress.  It  is  no  secret  that  a 
persecution,  accompanied  with  all  the  circum- 
stances of  ferocious  cruelty  which  have  in  all 
ages  distinguished  that  dreadful  calamity,  is 
now  rac:ing  in  this  county.  Neither  age  nor 
even  acknowledged  innocence  in  regard  to  the 
late  disturbances  is  sufficient  to  excite  mercy, 
much  less  to  afford  protection.  The  only  crime 
-which  the  wretched  objects  of  this  merciless 
persecution  are  charged  with  is  a  crime  easy  of 

groof :  it  is  simply  a  profession  of  the  Roman 
^tholic  Faith.    A  lawless  banditti  '*— 

that  is  the  name  which  Viscount  Gosford, 
a  Protestant  Nobleman,  gave  to  this  law- 
abiding  Orange  Society — 

"  A  lawless  banditti  have  constituted  them- 
selves the  judges  of  this  species  of  delinquency, 
and  the  sentence  they  pronounce  is  equally 
concise  and  terrible.  It  is  nothing  less  than  the 
confiscation  of  all  property,  with  immediate 
banishment.  It  would  be  extremely  painful 
and  sorely  unnecessary  to  detail  the  horrors 
that  attend  the  execution  of  so  wide  and  tre- 
mendous a  proscription,  that  it  certainly  exceeds 
in  the  comparative  number  of  those  it  consigns 
to  ruin  and  misery  every  example  that  ancient 
or  modem  history  can  afford.*' 

As  I  have  told  the  House,  that  is  a 
sample  only  of  the  address  of  Viscount 
Gosford  in  reference  to  the  doings  of 
the  Orange  Society  in  the  county  of 
Armagh.  Nevertheless,  it  is  perfectly 
true,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Bel- 
fast (Mr.  De  Cobain)  just  told  us,  that 
if  you  will  only  let  the  Orangemen  paint 
to  you  their  own  portraits,  you  will  find 
them  a  charming  class  of  people.  Sweet- 
ness and  light,  and  everything  that  is 
amiable  and  lovable  in  human  nature, 
are  to  be  found  concentrated  in  an  extra- 
ordinary degree  in  the  Orange  Lodges 
of  the  North  of  Ireland.  The  principles 
and  practice  of  the  Society,  as  I  have 
just  stiown,  and  could  show  further  by 
numerous  references  to  historical  ex- 
amples, conflict  very  much  with  that 
view.  I  should  like  to  read  to  the 
House  the  qualifications — ^the  admirable 
and  delightful  qualifications — which  are 


set  down  for  members  of  the  Orange 
Society.  I  take  them  from  the  volume 
I  have  already  quoted.  In  the  first 
place — 

**  Every  Orange  member  must  have  a  sincere 
love  and  veneration  for  his  Almighty  Maker ; 
a  firm  and  undying  faith  in  the  Saviour  of  the 
world;  a  full  conviction  that  He  is  the  only 
Mediator  between  a  sinful  creature  and  an 
offended  Creator.*' 

Now,  under  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  I  must  confess  that  that  language 
seems  to  me  something  very  like  blas- 
phemy.    The  next  qualification  is — 

**  That  he  shall  be  a  man  of  humane  and  com- 
passionate disposition." 

These  are  the  men  who  compose  the 
**  lawless  banditti "  referred  to  by  Vis- 
count Gosford  as  having  been  engaged 
in  carrying  out  in  the  county  of  Armagh 
and  elsewhere  these  tremendous  and 
cruel  persecutions.  They  were  all  of 
them  to  be  men  of  humane  and  com- 
passionate disposition.  Further,  they 
are  to  be 

"Of  a  courteous  and  affable  behaviour; 
utter  enemies  to  savage  brutality  and  un- 
christian cruelty." 

And,  moreover,  they  are  to  be 

**  Lovers  of  society,  and  of  improving  com- 
pany." 

Finally,  they  are  to  have 

'^A  ffreat  regard  for  temperance  and 
sobriety." 

We  all  know  that  these  are  qualities 
which  eminently  distinguish  the  Orange- 
men in  the  North.  As  to  their  feeling 
of  loyalty,  and  their  love  for  law  and 
order,  let  me  read,  for  the  edification  of 
the  House,  another  passage  from  this 
volume,  which  recites  some  of  the  obli- 
gations that  the  Orangeman  is  required 
to  undertake.    One  of  them  is  that  he  is 

"  To  keep  his  brethren's  secret  as  his  own, 
unless  in  the  case  of  murder,  treason,  and  per- 
jury." 

Thus,  every  other  offence  in  the  whole 
category  of  human  crime  is  exempt  from 
this  condition.     He  is 

**  To  keep  his  brother*  s  secret  in  everything 
except  muitler,  treason,  and  perjury." 

But,  very  wisely  for  their  own  purposes, 
the  Orangemen  have  left  out  the  crime 
of  arson,  probably  because  house-burn- 
ing was  one  of  their  favourite  occupa- 
tions. Even  within  the  last  few  years 
a  distinguished  member  of  that  Society 
was  sent  to  prison,  and  I  believe  is  there 
still,  for  endeavouring  to  set  fire  to  a 
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Land  League  hut  in  the  North  of  Ire- 
land. Arson,  it  seems,  runs  in  the 
blood,  and  the  old  habits  have  not  yet 
been  extirpated  from  the  members  of 
this  Society.  It  must  also  be  noticed 
that  robbery,  rape,  and  other  crimes  too 
numerous  to  mention  are  omitted,  and 
a  free  tongue  only  is  given  in  cases 
of  murder,  treason,  and  perjury.  I 
think  I  shall  be  able  to  tell  the  House 
something  more  of  this  loyalty.  Judge 
Fletcher — a  Protestant  Judge,  of  course, 
for  in  those  days  there  could  be  no 
Catholic  Judge— in  his  Charge  to  the 
Ghrand  Jury  in  the  county  of  Wexford, 
in  1815,  spoke  of  the  loyalty  of  these 
Orange  gentlemen.     He  said — 

'*  *  I  am  a  loyal  man,'  says  a  witness ;  that 
is,  *  gentlemen  of  the  petty  iary,  believe  me, 
let  me  swear  what  I  will.'  When  he  swears 
he  is  a  loyal  man,  he  means, '  Gentlemen  of  the 
jury,  forget  your  oaths  and  acquit  the  Orange- 
man  The  truly  loyal  man  is  peaceful 

and  quiet,  he  does  his  utmost  to  prevent  com- 
motion  But  what  says  the  loyal  man 

of  another  description,  the  mere  pretender  to 
loyalty  ?  *  I  am  a  loyal  man  in  times  of  tran- 
quillity ;  I  am  attached  to  the  present  order  of 
things,  as  far  as  I  can  get  any  good  by  it."* 

That  is  the  limit  of  the  loyalty  of  the 
gentlemen  of  the  present  day.  For 
what  do  they  tell  us  ?  What  do  they 
avow  in  this  House,  and  out  of  it? 
They  say  that  if  a  law  be  passed  which 
is  displeasing  to  them — if  a  law  be 
passed  by  the  Queen,  Lords  and  Com- 
mons of  this  Kingdom  from  the  opera- 
tion of  which  they  apprehend  the 
slightest  discomfort,  then  they  will  feel 
themselves  entitled  to  set  it  at  defiance, 
and  resist  it,  if  necessary,  with  arms  in 
their  hands.  That  is  the  measure  of  the 
loyalty  of  these  gentlemen.  They  call 
themselves  the  Loyal  minority,  but  I 
call  them  the  Disloyal  minority.  Allow 
me  to  proceed  with  the  quotation  from 
Judge  Fletcher's  Charge  to  the  Grand 
Jury.     He  went  on  to  say — 

" '  I  am  attached  to  the  present  order  of  things 
as  far  as  I  can  get  any  good  by  it.  I  malign 
every  man  of  a  different  opinion  from  those 
whom  I  serve.  I  bring  my  loyalty  into  the 
market. '  Such  are  the  pretenders  to  loyalty, 
many  of  whom  I  have  seen,  and  incalculable 
mischief  they  perpetrate.  It  is  not  to  their 
interest  that  the  country  should  be  peaceable. 
Their  loyalty  is  a  sea  of  troubled  waters." 

That  is  a  correct  picture  of  the  loyal 
Orangeman,  not  drawn  by  an  Irish 
Nationalist  or  Papist,  but  by  a  Irish 
Protestant  Judge  of  the  land.  It  is  an 
old  custom  of  the  Orangemen  to  bring 
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arms  with  them  to  their  meetings,  even 
when  it  is  not  a  counter-demonstration 
at  all,  but  a  meeting  of  their  own.  It 
has  been  customary  for  them  to  engage 
on  the  12th  of  July  in  a  sham  battle  of 
the  Boyne.  They  divide  themselves 
into  two  parties,  one  representing  the 
Williamite  Army,  and  the  other  the 
Jacobite  Army.  I  need  not  tell  you 
that  the  Jacobites  always  get  the  worst 
of  it.  An  Orangeman  mounted  a 
tremendous  charger,  represents  King 
William,  while  another,  striding  a 
much  less  dignified  steed,  represents 
King  James,  who  invariably  comes  to 
grief.  I  find,  in  this  record,  a  curious 
incident  mentioned  as  having  occurred 
at  one  of  these  sham  fights  in  the 
county  of  Tyrone.  The  rival  parties 
of  Orangemen  got  so  eager  and  warm, 
that  they  conceived  they  were  real 
enemies,  and  one  of  them  fired  at  King 
James  as  he  was  jumping  over  a 
ditch,  and  blew  out  his  eye. .  Now,  Sir, 
what  do  these  people  want  with  arms 
at  all  ?  They  are  about  the  most  comic 
set  of  people  we  have  in  Ireland, 
and  I  can  assure  the  House  we  have 
some  very  queer  people  there.  But  for 
the  fact  that  the  comedy  sometimes  be* 
comes  a  tragedy,  it  would  be  a  very 
laughable  matter  indeed.  We  pity 
these  men  and  we  do  not  despair  of  them. 
They  have  been  made  what  they  are  by 
a  long  course  of  very  special  and  pecu* 
liar  treatment  extended  to  them  by  the 
Parliament  and  the  Qovernment  of  Eng- 
land. They  have  been  kept  apart  from 
the  masses  of  their  fellow-countrymen ; 
they  have  been  taught  to  mistrust  them ; 
they  have  been  put  over  their  heads,  and 
have  obtained  power,  place,  privilege, 
and  everything  that  the  Government 
could  give  to  them.  Of  course,  to  that 
order  of  things,  they  have  been,  in  a 
certain  sense  of  the  word,  loyal.  But 
the  moment  that  order  of  things  is  at- 
tempted to  be  interfered  with,  their 
loyalty  goes  to  the  wind,  and  is  substi- 
tuted by  threats  and  protestations.  That 
is  no  new  thing.  No  single  reform  was 
ever  passed  in  Ireland  for  the  benefit  of 
the  people  at  large,  from  the  date  of  the 
Union,  that  has  not  been  denounced  by 
these  men  and  threatened  to  be  resisted. 
Take  the  case  of  Catholic  Emancipation. 
That  was  to  have  ruined  Ireland  and 
England  also,  and  to  have  broken  up 
the  Empire.  Municipal  Heform  was  re- 
garded as  another  tremendous  evil.     I 
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need  not  go  through  the  list  of  similar 
measures  which  were  looked  upon  in 
the  same  light,  because  every  reform 
which  has  tended  to  secure  equal  jus- 
tice, equal  rights,  and  equal  privileges 
in  Ireland  was  denounced  by  these  men, 
who,  in  their  opposition  to  it,  threatened 
the  most  fearful  things  that  could  be 
imagined.  But,  notwithstanding  all 
that,  we  do  not  despair  of  them ;  we 
have  no  enmity  towards  them.  We  do 
not  like  the  insults  and  outrages  they 
perpetrate ;  but  for  the  men  themselves 
we  wish  them  well,  and  we  do  hope  that 
a  time  will  come  when,  although  they 
may  continue  Orangemen  if  they  choose, 
they  will,  at  the  same  time,  be  Irish- 
men. They  are  nothing  of  the  sort  to- 
day. They  have  no  country — they  are 
not  Englishmen,  and  in  heart  and  spirit 
they  are  not  Irishmen.  They  are  the 
enemies  of  their  native  land.  I  do 
not  imagine  that  that  order  of  things  is 
to  continue  for  ever;  and  I  think  the 
efiPect  of  such  a  measure  as  that  which 
has  been  brought  before  the  House  of 
Commons  by  the  Prime  Minister  will, 
in  the  course  of  some  reasonable  time, 
allay  their  apprehensions,  and  draw  the 
sting  of  that  hatred  which  causes  them 
to  say  and  do  so  many  foolish  things, 
and  by-and-bye  they  will  settle  down  as 
members  of  the  Irish  nation,  and  become 
a  useful  and  prosperous  community. 

Dr.  TANNEE  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  At 
this  hour  of  the  evening  I  propose  to  be 
very  brief  in  the  remarks  which  I  intend 
to  make.  My  apology  for  intruding 
myself  upon  the  House  is  that  I  have 
had  some  little  personal  experience  of 
these  Orange  Gentlemen,  who  have 
spent  a  considerable  portion  of  the 
evening  in  repudiating  actions  which 
every  sensible  Orangeman  and  every 
sensible  Protestant  know  to  have  oc- 
curred. I  can  tell  the  House,  from  my 
own  personal  experience,  dating  from 
a  very  early  age,  that  the  words  and 
actions  of  the  Orange  leaders  have 
always  tended  to  set  class  against  class. 
The  Orangemen  have  done  everything 
in  their  power  to  promote  the  ascendancy 
of  their  religion,  and  to  set  up  in  Ire- 
land a  standard  of  hatred  between  man 
and  his  fellow-man.  I  well  recollect,  in 
my  earlier  days,  having  been  requested 
to  become  a  member  of  this  Orange 
Society.  I  asked  the  friend  who  de- 
sired to  nominate  me  as  a  member  of 
that   distinguished  Order  what  I  was 


supposed  to  do.  The  answer  was  that 
I  was  to  do  everything  in  my  power 
against  the  Eoman  Catholic  religion ; 
that  I  was  to  vote  against  the  Catholics ; 
that  I  was  to  prevent  the  Catholics  from 
getting  place  or  power ;  and  that  I  was 
to  oppose  them  by  every  means  at  my 
command.  I  would  ask  hon.  Members 
in  this  House  if  men  with  principles  like 
these  are  proper  persons  to  intrust  with 
the  care  of  arms  ?  I  have  been  asto- 
nished and  amazed  this  evening  at  the 
expressions  which  have  fallen  from  hon. 
Gentlemen  above  the  Gangwaj*.  They 
have  told  us  tliat  these  men  are  meek, 
mild,  gentle  sucking-doves.  Let  me  give 
my  own  personal  experience.  During 
the  last  Election  I  paid  a  visit  to  the 
North  of  Ireland,  and  before  I  went 
there  I  met  a  few  of  my  friends  in  the 
City  of  Cork  who  belong  to  an  Orange 
Lodge.  They  told  me — "  It  is  all  very 
well  to  mix  among  Orangemen  in  Cork; 
but  in  order  to  find  out  what  that  Society 
really  is  you  must  wait  until  you  reach 
the  North,  from  which,  in  all  pro- 
bability, you  will  never  come  back 
alive."  I  never  believed  that  there 
was  any  truth  in  those  statements  ;  but 
when  I  went  to  the  North  of  Ireland  I 
found  that  there  was  much  more  reality 
in  them  than  I  had  conceived.  I  recol- 
lect the  day  when  my  hon.  Eriend  the 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  W. 
O'Brien)  drove  to  one  of  the  small  towns 
in  that  division  of  the  county,  where  he 
met  with  a  somewhat  hostile  reception. 
We  were  warned  by  the  police  officers 
that  our  lives  would  be  sacrificed  if  we 
left  the  town  that  day.  The  police  were 
drawn  up  in  the  square  facing  the  hotel 
at  which  we  were  stopping,  and  there 
were  a  laree  number  of  Orangemen  out- 
side the  hotel  brandishing  their  re- 
volvers in  our  faces.  I  will  defy  hon. 
Members  to  deny  that,  because  I  saw  it 
myself.  When  we  came  down  through 
the  streets  of  the  town,  we  were  pelted 
with  stones  over  the  bayonets  of  the 
police,  and  when  we  reached  the  bridge 
leading  out  of  the  town,  we  found  men 
gathered  there  armed  with  revolvers. 
The  police  told  us  to  draw  up,  which  we 
did ;  and  I  firmly  believe  that  if  we  had 
not  had  the  protection  of  the  police  that 
day,  we  should  not  have  come  out  of 
that  town  alive.  That  is  not  all.  I 
recollect  the  morning  which  preceded 
the  day  of  polling.  I  was  in  the  town 
of  Dungannon,  and   I  recollect   going 
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down  to  a  little  shop  which  faced  a  gun- 
smith's shop.  I  saw  a  constant  stream 
of  men  coming  out  of  that  shop  handling 
small  revolvers— "sweethearts,"  I  think, 
thej  are  called — which  they  had  been  ob- 
taining for  the  purpose,  I  suppose,  of  pre- 
serving law  and  order.  I  would  ask  the 
House  if  that  state  of  things  ought  to  con- 
tinue ?  For  what  purpose  were  these  men 
getting  revolvers  ?  Was  it  not  for  the 
purpose  of  intimidation  and  interference 
with  free  election  ?  Would  such  a  state 
of  affairs  be  tolerated  in  the  South  of 
Ireland  ?  If  it  had  occurred  there,  hon. 
Gentleman  above  the  Gangway  would 
have  made  a  great  to  do  about  it ;  but 
because  it  was  done  at  the  instigation 
of  Deputy  Lieutenants,  of  magistrates 
I  could  name,  and  of  Deputy  Grand 
Masters  of  Orange  Lodges  I  could  name 
also,  if  I  chose,  these  men  were  pro- 
tected against  that  law  which  would 
surely  have  overtaken  them  if  the  acts  had 
been  perpetrated  by  any  of  the  people 
of  the  South  of  Ireland.  Let  me  give 
one  further  instance  of  their  method  of 
carrying  on  free  election,  aided  by  re- 
▼olvers,  in  the  North  of  Ireland.  On 
another  day  I  happened  to  go  out  with 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East 
Tyrone  (Mr.  Beynolds)  to  Stewartstown, 
in  the  Northern  part  of  the  district 
which  he  represents,  and,  while  we  were 
on  the  point  of  addressing  the  Nationalist 
electors,  a  man  stepped  out  from  the 
Orange  ranks  and  drew  a  revolver,  which 
he  levelled  at  several  persons.  The  name 
of  that  man  was  John  Dunseath,  and  I 
have  already  drawn  the  attention  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  circumstance.  When  the 
man  presented  his  revolver,  seeing  that 
danger  was  imminent  and  that  injury 
might  possibly  ensue,  I  jumped  down, 
when  this  heroic  Orangeman  imme- 
diately ran  away,  and,  I  believe,  took 
refuge  under  a  bed  in  a  neighbouring 
house,  from  which  dignified  position  he 
was  extracted  by  the  heels  by  a  con- 
stable. This  man  was  brought  before 
the  magistrates  who  had  granted  him 
the  licence  to  \carry  arms ;  and  what 
was  their  action  ?  They  stated  that  the 
man  had  presented,  not  a  revolver,  but 
a  pipe-case.  A  pipe-case,  Sir !  It  was 
presented  at  me  at  no  greater  distance 
than  the  Table  on  the  floor  of  this 
House,  and  I  was  able  to  see  quite 
clearly  what  it  was.  The  circumstance 
was  sworn  to  and  distinctly  proved  by 
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three  other  witnesses.  But  what  did  the 
unpaid  magistrate  say  on  that  occasion  ? 
He  said  that,  at  any  rate,  whether  it 
was  a  revolver  or  a  pipe -case,  it  had 
had  the  desired  effect  of  frightening  the 

Eeople.  That  is  what  is  considered  to 
e  the  right  of  free  election  in  the  NorUi 
of  Ireland.  If  these  revolvers  are  being 
obtained  in  great  quantities  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  will  not  the  right  of  free 
election  be  endangered  at  any  ensuing 
Election  ?  I  maintain  that  it  is  really 
wrong  to  allow  these  men  to  have  and 
obtain,  at  the  instigation  of  the  magis- 
trates, arms  which  will  interfere  with 
all  the  circumstances  that  go  towards 
building  up  a  free  election  and  obtain- 
ing the  true  verdict  and  opinion  of  the 
people. 

The  CHIEF  SECRETAEY  por  IEE- 
LAND  (Mr.  John  Morley)  (Newcastle- 
on-Tyne) :  I  am  aware,  Sir,  that  I  have 
no  right  of  reply ;  but,  with  the  indul- 
gence of  the  House,  I  may  perhaps  be 
allowed  to  make  one  or  two  extremely 
brief  remarks  on  some  of  the  points 
which  have  been  raised  in  the  course  of 
this  debate.  The  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  was  that  we  should  take  powers  to 
revoke  licences ;  not  merely  such  as  we 
have  now  in  the  hands  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, but  that  we  should  give  those 
powers  of  revocation  to  the  authorities 
who  now  have  the  power  of  granting 
licences.  That  is  an  administrative 
question  which  I  should  like  to  have 
further  time  to  consider  before  deciding 
whether  the  Licensing  Authorities  are 
authorities  to  whom  the  power  of  revo- 
cation might  properly  be  confided.  Be- 
fore coming  to  any  decision  on  the 
point,  I  should  like  to  have  time  to 
confer  with  some  of  my  Colleagues  in 
Dublin.  Another  point  raised,  I  think, 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork— or,  if  not  by  him,  by  some  other 
speaker  in  that  quarter  of  the  House^ — 
was  as  to  extending  the  operation  of  the 
Act  to  the  two  counties  where  at  present 
it  does  not  run.  That  change,  of  course, 
needs  no  legislative  action  on  the  part 
of  Parliament,  because  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant has  nothing  to  do  but  to  use  the 
powers  already  conferred  on  him  and 
to  proclaim  those  districts  which  at  the 
present  moment  are  not  included.  Whe- 
ther the  Lord  Lieutenant  will  think  fit 
to  use  those  powers  to  proclaim  the  dis- 
tricts which  are  now  exempt  is  a  ques- 
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tion  we  have  under  our  very  careful 
consideration.  More  than  that  I  cannot 
at  present  undertake  to  say.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  South  Derry 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)put  a  question  as  to  the 
regulations  afifecting  the  importation  at 
the  ports.  The  state  of  things  as  regards 
the  importation  of  arms  and  ammunition 
is  that  there  are  12  specified  ports  by 
which  alone  it  can  be  effected — namely, 
Dublin,  Belfast,  Cork,  Limerick,  Lon- 
donderry, Waterford,  Galway,  Sligo, 
Dundalk,  Wexford,  Drogheda..  and 
GFreenore.  The  importation  takes  place 
under  regulations  which  are  specified 
in  the  Order  passed  and  issued  by  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  in  Council.  As  to  the 
general  point  raised  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr.  E. 
Clarke)  and  others  in  regard  to  an  assur- 
ance being  given  by  the  Government 
that  it  is  our  design  and  purpose  to  ad- 
minister this  Act,  if  it  is  passed,  with 
impartiality,  and  to  use  its  powers  with 
discrimination  as  between  one  set  of 
Irishmen  and  another — Orangemen  and 
Catholics  —  I  should  have  thought  it 
hardly  necessary  for  me  to  give  an 
assurance  of  that  kind.  However,  as  I 
have  been  asked,  and  as  it  has  been 
made  a  sort  of  condition  of  approval  of 
our  measure,  I  have  no  hesitation  in 
repeating  what  I  intended  to  say  at  an 
earlier  period  this  evening — that  it  is 
our  intention  to  continue  the  very  careful 
inquiries  we  have  already  instituted  as 
to  the  carrying  and  possession  of  arms 
in  an  illegal  manner,  and  to  apply  and 
exercise  the  powers  we  are  now  asking 
Parliament  ascdn  to  confer  in  an  en- 
tirely impartial  spirit. 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
(Bristol,  W.)  :  I  certainly  have  no  wish 
whatever,  Sir,  to  cast  any  doubt  on  the 
concluding  words  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. I  cannot  believe  for  a  moment 
that  he,  or  any  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  may  be  intrusted  with  the  Govern- 
ment of  Ireland,  would  wish  to  admi- 
nister such  an  Act  as  this,  except  in  the 
most  complete  spirit  of  justice  as  oetween 
the  different  classes  and  sections  of 
society  in  Ireland.     And,  Sir,  in  sup- 

?orting  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill, 
do  so  with  the  most  complete  belief 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — should 
it  be  his  fate  to  administer  the  measure 
now  proposed,  if  it  should  become  an 
Act — will  carry  out  the  words  he  has 
addressed  to  the  House.    With  regard 


to  the  Amendment  suggested   by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  as  to  the  power  of  revocation 
of  licences  when  granted,  my  recollec- 
tion is  this.     I  think  in  former  Bills  of 
the  kind  it  was  always  considered  that 
the  act  of  revocation  was  a  more  serious 
matter  than  the  act  of  granting  a  licence, 
and  that  the  power  of  revocation  should 
be  retained  in  the  hands  of  the  Central 
Authority,  in  order  that  there  should 
be  a  greater  difficulty  in  the  way  of 
revocation  than  in  granting  the  licences. 
In  fact,  it  was  desired  that  these  licences 
should  be  granted  as  far  as  possible, 
and  should  not  be  revoked,   unless  it 
was  shown  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
Chief  Secretary,  or  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, that  there  were  special  circum- 
stances existing   which  rendered   such 
revocation  absolutely  necessary.    I  do 
not  wish  to  dwell  upon  that  matter, 
because  it  is  a  point  which  it  will  be 
more  fitting  to  discuss  in  Committee. 
Certainly,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
thinks  it  right  to  extend  the  powers  of 
revocation,  there  may  be  some  reasons 
why  such  powers  should  be  extended; 
but  I  do  not  wish  at  present  to  express 
any  opinion  on  the  subject.     There  is, 
however,  one  point  which  occurs  to  me, 
having  listened  to  a  great  part  of  this 
debate,  to  which  I  should  wish  to  call 
attention,   and  it  is  this.      Sir,  this  is 
a  Bill  of  exceptional  character,  apply- 
ing to  Ireland  certain  regulations   as 
to  the  possession  and  use  of  arms  which 
it  is  not  thought  necessary  to  apply  to 
other  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom.     It 
is  remarkable  that  at  the  very  moment 
when  we  are  asked  to  give  Ireland  ex- 
ceptional powers  of  local  self-govern- 
ment, such  as   the  Government  do  not 
propose  to  apply  to  any  other  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  we  should  be  simul- 
taneously asked  to  continue  such  an  Act 
as  this.     Such  a  proposal  might  lead 
to  some  doubt  whether  Ireland  is  pre- 
cisely in  such  a  state  as  that  in  which  it 
ought  to  be  if  it  is  to  receive  the  powers 
of  local  self-government  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  desire  to  confer  upon 
it.    The  observation  has  been  made  that 
Ireland  is  not  one  nation,  and  that  ob- 
servation has  been  received  with  very 
considerable   dissent,   not  only  on  the 
part  of  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way, but  also  on  the  part  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  and  hon.  Members 
sitting  behind  them.     But  all  who  have 
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listened  to  the  debate  this  evening,  and 
who  have  heard  the  comments  which 
have  been  freely  made  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway,  and  made  with 
obvious  sincerity  with  regard  to  parts  of 
Ireland  which  are  represented  by  hon. 
Members  behind  me,  must  feel  that  Ire- 
land is  not  one  nation,  or,  at  any  rate, 
that  it  is  a  nation  in  which  the  most 
vital  differences  exist  on  the  most  im- 
portant subjects.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  ( Mr. 
T.  D.  Sullivan),  when  addressing  the 
House,  observed,  I  think,  that  there  was 
no  enmity  on  the  part  of  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  towards  the  Pro- 
testant minority  in  the  North  of  Ireland, 
who  are  largely  represented  by  the 
Orangemen.  I  do  not  say  that  there 
is  any  enmity  on  their  part  towards 
the  Protestant  minority ;  but  I  do  say 
that  if  it  were  possible  for  them  to 
make  hostile  comments  in  reference  to 
the  past  and  present  history  of  Ire- 
land which  would  excite  the  Protes- 
tant minority  and  aggravate  them  to 
the  highest  degree,  those  very  comments 
have  been  made  to-night.  And,  more 
than  this,  Sir,  is  there  no  mutual  feeling 
of  the  kind  ?  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
County  of  Cork  (Dr.  Tanner),  who  spoke 
last,  told  us  of  some  of  the  experiences 
of  his  youth;  and  he  said,  if  I  heard 
him  aright,  that  on  one  occasion  the  two 
opposing  factions  of  the  North  of  Ire- 
land, represented  by  the  Orangemen  on 
the  one  nand,  and  the  Catholics  on  the 
other,  were  only  kept  apart  by  the  inter- 
ference of  the  police. 

Dr.  tanner  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  under  a  complete  misappre- 
hension. I  never  said  that  it  occurred 
in  my  youth.  It  occurred  the  other  day, 
in  the  course  of  the  last  Election,  and  in 
the  course  of  the  candidature  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
(Mr.  W.  O'Brien). 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH :  I 
am  deeply  obliged  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  his  interruption,  because  it  adds  very 
much  to  the  force  of  the  argument  I 
intended  to  use.  What  we  have  to  deal 
with,  therefore,  is  not  a  matter  that 
occurred  20  years  ago,  when  probably 
the  hon.  Member  was  a  young  man,  but 
a  state  of  things  existing  only  the  other 
day,    and   with  which    Her   Majesty's 

? resent    Government    have  to  deal  in 
reland.    They  have  to  deal  with  all 
these  Party  differences,   and  with  all 

Sir  Michael  Htcki'Beaeh 


the^e  deep  divisions,  which,  if  we  are 
to  believe  what  has  been  said  by  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  upon 
another  measure,  have  no  existence  at 
all.  This  very  Bill,  and  the  debate 
upon  it,  are  the  best  arguments  which 
can  be  adduced  against  the  very  next 
measure  which  is  on  the  Paper  as  a 
measure  which  can  possibly  be  applied 
with  any  hope  of  a  peaceful  or  successful 
issue  to  Ireland.  I  believe  it  is  abso- 
lutely necessary,  in  the  name  of  common 
sense  and  prudence,  as  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land has  stated  to  the  House  this  evening, 
that  the  Bill  before  the  House  should  be 
proceeded  with  and  become  law  but 
for  that  very  reason  I  say  that  the  (Jo- 
vemment  themselves,  in  proposing  and 
in  pressing  forward  this  measure  as  one 
of  exceptional  urgency,  have  condemned 
the  policy  which  they  have  presented  to 
the  House  of  treating  Ireland  as  one 
united  country,  and  of  trusting  in  the 
honeyed  words  of  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway,  as  if  no  such  difficulties 
as  tbis  Bill  is  intended  to  meet  would 
ever  occur  again. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  :  I 
am  afraid  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  displayed  on  tJ^is  occasion  a  want 
of  memory — a  fault  which  he  is  not  often 
guilty  of.  He  would  induce  the  House 
to  believe  that  the  introduction  of  the 
Arms  Act  is  a  very  abnormal  proceeding 
in  the  present  state  of  Ireland.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  must  have  a  very 
bad  memory,  or  he  would  recollect  that 
he  himself  introduced  a  similar  Bill  for 
five  years;  and  that  during  the  last  86 
years  countless  Bills  of  a  similar  cha- 
racter have  been  passed.  In  the  early 
Sart  of  the  evening  the  noble  Lord  the 
[ember  for  Paddington  (Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill)  made  a  speech  in  which  he 
practically  declared  that  under  certain 
circumstances,  of  which  they  were  to  be 
the  judges,  the  Orangemen  of  Ulster 
would  be  perfectly  within  the  Constitu- 
tion in  resisting  the  law  and  having  re- 
course to  arms.  No  doubt,  the  language 
of  the  noble  Lord  wasqualified;  but  it  cer- 
tainly meant  that.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, I  can  very  well  imagine  that  if 
there  was  any  moment  which  would 
justify  the  introduction  of  a  measure  of 
this  kind,  this  is  that  precise  moment, 
especially  after  such  speeches  as  those  de- 
livered by  the  Marquess  of  Salisbuiy 
and  the  noble  Lord    the  Member  for 
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Faddington.  I  am  altogether  opposed 
to  measures  of  disarmament,  and  I  will 
give  my  reason  briefly.  If  we  perma- 
nently disarm  a  ooantry  we  must  in- 
evitably lower  the  character  of  the  in- 
habitants. [*'  Oh ! "]  Can  hon.  Mem- 
bers give  me  any  case  in  history  where 
a  country  has  not  had  its  character 
lowered,  if  not  destroyed  altogether,  by 
being  permanently  disarmed  ?  But  I  say 
that  you  cannot  completely  disarm  Ire- 
land. There  will  always  exist  a  certain 
quantity  of  surreptitious  arms  in  the  coun- 
try. I  maintain  that  that  is  much  worse 
than  the  licensed  possession  of  arms,  be- 
cause men  get  possession  of  them  in  de- 
fiance of  the  law,  and  are  taught  to  act  in 
defiance  of  the  law.  That,  therefore,  con- 
stitutes another  reason  why,  in  my  opi- 
nion, it  is  unwise  to  pass  these  disarming 
Acts.  Then,  again,  they  not  only  inter- 
fere with  sport,  but  with  agricultural 
operations,  in  consequence  of  the  inability 
of  the  farmers  to  use  firearms  for  the 
destruction  of  birds  and  other  creatures 
which  injure  their  crops.  I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  the  passing  of  any  measure  of 
this  kind  will  have  the  slightest  effect  in 
diminishing  murder  and  outrage.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  surreptitious  arms  will  re- 
main in  the  hands  of  the  worst  class  of 
people,  an  d  you  will  only  be  disarming  the 
best  part  of  the  citizens,  and  the  most  de- 
serving. Certainly,  when  a  great  change 
of  this  kind  is  pending  over  Ireland,  and 
such  inflammable  speeches  are  delivered 
as  that  which  has  been  made  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Faddington, 
I  cannot  attach  any  considerable  amoimt 
of  blame  to  Her  Majesty's  Government 
for  introducing  such  a  Bill. 

Mh.  EEYN0LD8  (Tyrone,  E.) :  No 
hon.  Member  in  this  House  can  doubt 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
not  have  thought  it  necessary  to  intro- 
duce this  Arms  Act  had  it  not  been  for 
the  inflammatory  speeches  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Faddington  (Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill)  in  Ulster,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain). 
The  noble  Lord  is  notorious  for  his  high 
principles  and  political  consistency,  and 
also  for  his  courage ;  and  I  am  sure  that 
if  a  civil  war  should  under  any  circum- 
stances take  place  in  Ireland,  and  an 
army  be  enrolled  in  Ulster,  the  noble 
Lord  will  not  hesitate  to  exercise  his 
hereditary  right  to  go  over  to  Ireland  in 
charge  of  the  Commissariat.    My  hon. 

VOL,  OOOV.     [thied  sekies.] 


Friend  the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Famell)  has  stated  to-night  that 
he  is  sure  the  noble  Lord  has  uninten- 
tionally incited  to  violence  and  disorder 
on  the  part  of  the  Orangemen  of  Ulster; 
but  can  any  man,  after  listening  to  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  to-night,  say 
that  the  incitement  is  unintentional? 
The  noble  Lord  has  been  perfectly  con- 
sistent. What  was  the  language  he 
used  before  the  passing  of  the  last  Ee- 
form  Act?  On  that  occasion  he  said 
that  the  labourers  of  England  were  not 
in  earnest,  for  if  they  were  they  would 
march  to  London  in  their  thousands, 
and  pull  down  the  Hyde  Fark  railings. 
[Lord  Eandolph  Churchill:  No!] 
I  would  ask  the  noble  Lord  whether,  in 
speaking  in  this  way,  he  is  not  laying 
down  a  most  dangerous  doctrine  for  the 
large  mass  of  the  working  classes  in 
England  ?  If  he  finds  that  this  House 
passes  the  Bill ;  that  it  is  ratified  by  the 
House  of  Lords,  and  receives  the 
Queen's  Assent — should  he  find  that  it 
is  displeasing  to  the  people  of  the  North 
of  Ireland ;  that  it  is  held  by  them  to 
contain  provisions  which  are  oppres- 
sive and  disagreeable,  will  he  be  justi- 
fied in  telling  them  to  oppose  the  Bill 
by  force  ?  It  cannot  be  said  that  the 
noble  Lord  acted  without  an  example  in 
regard  to  what  might  occur  in  Ulster, 
because  the  Earl  of  Iddesleigh  made  a 
speech  of  the  same  kind  in  Belfast,  and 
the  result  was  that  a  convent  was 
wrecked  and  a  nun  died.  What  is  the 
object  of  the  noble  Lord  to-night?  I 
am  sure  that  he  cares  very  little,  in  his 
secret  heart,  about  the  Orangemen  of 
Ulster.  The  real  object  of  his  speech 
was  to  embarrass  the  Government,  and 
to  incite  to  outrage  in  the  North  of  Ire- 
land. 

Mr.  SFEAKER  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  entitled  to  impute  motives  of  that 
kind  to  a  Member  of  the  House. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS :  I  beg  to  with- 
draw the  observation.  What  I  meant 
to  convey  was  this — that  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord  will  have  that  effect  in 
Ulster.  I  should  not  have  risen  to- 
night if  it  were  not  that  I  desire  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  to  a  matter  of  some  import- 
ance. My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Mid  Cork  (Dr.  Tanner)  has  informed 
the  House  that  he  accompanied  me  to  a 
meeting  in  Tyrone  ftt  the  l«8t  election, 
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and  that  we  addressed  a  large  crowd  of 
Nationalists,  when  an  Orangeman  pre- 
sented a  revolver.  That  man  was  prose- 
cuted under  this  Act  for  carrying  arms 
without  a  licence;  three  witnesses  of 
unimpeachable  veracity  swore  that  they 
saw  the  revolver  in  this  man's  hand, 
and  they  were  not  contradicted  by  any 
witness  who  was  called  on  behalf  of  the 
man  himself.  The  solicitor  who  con- 
ducted the  defence  confined  himself  to 
one  or  two  questions  of  this  character — 
"  Were  you  at  this  meeting  of  itinerant 
spouters?"  and  the  witnesses  having 
stated  that  they  had  attended  my  elec- 
tion meeting,  the  magistrate  thought 
the  evidence  was  sufficient,  and  dis- 
missed the  charge  for  carrying  arms 
without  a  licence.  I  presume  that 
tribunal  was  constituted  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  5th  section  of 
the  Peace  Preservation  Act  of  1881 ; 
but  what  occurred  was  this — the  Eesi- 
dent  Magistrate  was  there,  and  there 
were  four  or  five  Orange  magistrates  on 
the  Bench  also.  Ample  proof  was 
afforded  that  the  man  had  a  revolver 
in  his  possession  ;  and  when  the  unpcdd 
magistrates  refused  to  convict  the  Eesi- 
dent  Magistrate  retired  from  the  Bench, 
intimating  that  he  could  not  sit  there 
and  take  part  in  the  injustice  which  was 
about  to  be  perpetrated  by  the  other 
magistrates.  Now,  Sir,  having  had  con- 
siderable experience  of  the  way  in  which 
Justices'  justice  is  administered  in  the 
North  of  Ireland,  I  would  respectfully 
suggest  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Ohief  Secretary  that  the  jurisdiction 
under  this  Act  should  be  given  to  two 
Hesident  Magistrates,  and  that  the  local 
Justices  should  not  have  anything  what- 
ever to  do  with  the  administration  of 
the  Act.  No  matter  how  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  may  protest  that  this  Act  will 
be  fairly  administered — and  I  am  sure 
that,  as  far  as  he  is  concerned,  it  will  be 
fairly  administered — yet  if  this  power 
is  still  left  in  the  hands  of  the  local 
magistrates  the  purposes  of  the  Act 
will  be  defeated,  and  no  good  will  come 
out  of  it. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  I  should  not  have  risen  at 
this  hour  if  it  had  not  been  for  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach).     I  feel  bound   to  con- 

Satulate  him  upon  the  discretion  he 
J9  manifested.    He  has  exhibited  a^ 
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extraordinary  degree  of  discretion  in 
not  having  made  any  allusion  whatever 
to  the  speech  of  his  noble  Colleague  the 
Member  for  South  Paddington  (Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill).  That  speech,  re- 
markable as  it  was,  he  neither  con- 
demned nor  approved ;  and  that,  too,  in 
spite  of  frequent  challenges  from  various 
parts  of  the  House  for  an  expression  of 
opinion  from  him,  as  an  ex-Minister  of 
the  Crown,  as  to  whether  he  agreed 
witb  his  noble  Colleague  in  the  strong 
and  suggestive  expressions  he  had  used. 
I  also  congratulate  him  upon  the  con- 
siderable courage  he  has  displayed.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  turned  round  to 
these  Benches,  from  the  place  where  the 
noble  Lord  spoke  a  few  hours  before, 
and  charged  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  with  having  used  provoking 
language.  I  do  not  think  we  ought  to 
allow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  escape 
so  easily  from  his  position.  We  want 
to  know  if  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Paddington  expressed  the 
joint  opinion  of  the  Leaders  of  the  Con- 
servative Party  when  he  encouraged 
treason  against  the  Crown  ?  The 
other  day  I  ventured — ^being  slightly 
out  of  Order,  I  admit — to  interpolate 
a  question  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  as  to  some  extraordinary 
statements  which  have  been  circulated, 
to  the  effect  that  high  military  autho- 
rities have  indicated  a  disposition  to 
take  sides  in  the  civil  war  which  is  scud 
to  be  impending  in  the  event  of  a  cer- 
tain measure  becoming  law.  The  ques- 
tion I  asked  was  how  many  Irishmen, 
soldiers  in  Her  Majesty's  Army,  who 
had  acted  on  the  principle  suggested  and 
proposed  by  the  noble  Lord,  have  been 
sentenced  to  death,  or  have  served  long 
periods  of  penal  servitude  ?  I  would  re- 
mind the  noble  Lord  that  the  Office  which 
he  held  in  the  last  Government  was  that 
of  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  and  that 
this  principle  of  ''contingent  treason" 
and  of  armed  resistance  to  the  authority 
and  force  of  the  Crown  is  a  doctrine 
that  may  find  its  way  into  the  Vernacular 
Press  of  India,  and  produce  effects  upon 
millions  of  our  fellow-subjects  in  that 
country,  the  consequences  of  which,  I 
think,  nobody  can  contemplate  with  equa- 
nimity. The  right  hon.  Gentieman  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  said  that  there 
were  two  nations  in  Ireland.  Now,  Sir, 
that  is  not  the  true  state  of  the  case. 
There  is  an  overwhelming  mass  of  Nq-. 
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tionalists  on  one  side— Catholics  princi- 
pally, but  to  a  large  extent  Protestants 
also.  An  hon.  Member  who  made  a 
most  effective  speech  to*night,  in  show- 
ing how  Irishmen  understand  the  duty 
of  preserving  law  and  order,  is  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Protestant  Body.  It  must 
not  be  forgotten  that  in  the  North  of 
Ireland  there  is  a  small  section  of  Pro- 
testants who  oppose  themselves  to  the 
will  of  the  masses  of  their  feliow- 
oountrymen,  and  who,  when  the  occa- 
sion offers,  are  ready  and  willing  to 
resort  to  measures  of  violence,  because 
they  are  encouraged  by  vain  hopes  of 
assistance  and  countenance  by  such  men 
as  the  noble  Lord.  It  is  such  speeches 
as  that  of  the  noble  Lord — and  a  policy 
like  that  which  the  noble  Lord  has  pro- 
nounced to-night — ^very  different  from 
that  which  he  advocated  five  or  six 
months  ago — it  is  speeches  and  policies 
like  that  which  produce  the  bitter  passions 
which  are  excited  between  different 
sections  in  Ireland.  When  Orangemen 
know  that  they  have  no  ex-Ministers  of 
the  Grown  to  condone  treason,  and  that 
acts  against  law  and  order  will  not  be 
sustained,  they  will  throw  in  their  lot 
with  the  rest  of  their  fellow-countrymen, 
and  they  will  be  as  peaceable  and  orderly 
as  the  rest  of  the  country.  [-4  laugh.'] 
I  understand  that  laugh  to  mean  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  above  the  Gangway 
deny  the  possibility  of  Orangemen  ever 
being  peaceable.  What  do  these  in- 
citements mean  ?  There  are  some  hon. 
Members  above  the  Gangway  who  make 
speeches  which  I  think  no  one  can  agree 
with.  The  hon.  Member  for  South 
Belfast  (Mr.  Johnston)  makes  speeches 
which  none  of  us  can  agree  with.  But 
I  respect  the  hon.  Gentleman  because, 
although  his  convictions  are  to  my  mind 
profoundly  wrong  and  false,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  believes  them.  The  first  time 
I  ever  saw  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  at 
an  Orange  meeting,  which  I  attended 
for  purely  professional  purposes.  The 
hon.  Gentleman,  at  that  time,  had  just 
fulfilled  a  sentence  of  imprisonment  for 
breaking  the  laws  of  his  country.  If 
I  were  to  imitate  the  language  of  some 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  Friends,  I  would 
say  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  been  a 
''  gaol  bird  "  in  his  time.  But  I  do  not 
wish  to  make  such  an  observation  with 
regard  to  him  in  that  spirit.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  went  to  gaol  for  his  convic- 
^ons,  and  );e  sacrificed  what  in  Ireland 
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would  be  considered  a  well-paid  position 
under  the  Grown  for  his  convictions. 
Therefore,  however  much  we  may  con- 
demn his  principles,  we  must  admire 
the  courage  and  honesty  with  which  he 
has  stuck  to  them.  But  what  of  the  cold- 
blooded, cynical,  and  unbelieving  poli- 
ticians who  use  these  profound  political 
convictions  and  these  terrible  religious 
dissensions  for  the  mean  and  despicable 
purpose  of  advancing  their  own  personal 
and  paltry  Party  prospects  ?  I  "  would 
rather  be  a  toad,  and  live  upon  the 
vapour  of  some  foul  dungeon,"  tnan  rise 
to  Office  by  such  means.  An  hon.  Friend 
has  suggested  that  if  there  were  to  be 
civil  disturbances  in  the  North  of  Ire- 
land, and  the  noble  Lord  were  to  be  there, 
having  encouraged  by  his  speeches,  both 
in  and  out  of  this  Mouse,  recourse  to 
violent  means — if  disturbances  were  to 
take  place,  and  were  not  unattended 
by  fatal  results,  my  hon.  Friend  has 
asked — and  I  think  it  might  be  some 
compensation,  because  no  man  has 
a  right  to  incite  other  men  to  vio- 
lence without  taking  the  risk  him- 
self —  [Lord  Eandolph  Ohubohill  : 
Hear,  hear !] — would  the  noble  Lord  be 
there  ?  The  noble  Lord  cheers  that  ob- 
servation. Am  I  to  understand  from  it 
that  when  the  fight  begins  the  noble 
Lord  would  be  there,  and  not  in  charge 
of  the  Oommissariat  ?  Sir,  there  will  be 
no  civil  war  in  Ulster. .  The  Orangemen 
in  the  North  of  Ireland  will  be  kept 
down  by  the  Gonstabulary ;  but  what 
may  take  place  in  the  North  of  Ireland 
consequent  upon  the  disturbed  feeling 
which  exists  is  this.  Hon.  Members 
who  are  unacquainted  with  the  North 
of  Ireland  cannot  well  understand  the 
state  of  feeling  which  exists  there.  The 
Act  of  Gatholic  Emancipation  never  came 
into  force  there  until  within  the  last  few 
years,  and  it  is  not  in  full  operation  in 
the  North  of  Ireland  even  to  this  day. 
I  have  heard  hon.  Gentlemen  who  come 
from  the  North  of  Ireland  describe  the 
modm  operandi.  Persons  supporting  the 
Nationalist  cause  attend  a  meeting  for 
a  Gonstitutional  purpose;  Orangemen 
appear  at  it  armed  with  revolvers — some- 
times bringing  sacks  full  of  revolvers. 
L"  Oh ! "]  I  am  only  quoting  the  words 
used  by  the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Border  Burghs  (Mr. 
Trevelyan),  who  was  Ghief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  at  the  time  he  used  them.  The 
Orangeman  fire9f  o^  atteippta  tq  ^e,  \m 
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revolver  at  the  Nationalist,  and  he  is 
able  to  do  80  with  perfect  impunity,  be- 
cause, if  arrested,  he  would  be  brought 
before  Orange  magistrates,  who,  even  if 
they  had  themselves  seen  the  revolver 
fired,  would  hesitate  to  convict.  If,  by 
a  miracle,  an  Orange  magistrate  sent 
him  before  the  Grand  Jury,  and  if  by 
another  miracle  he  was  sent  to  trial  by  a 
GFrand  Jury  of  Orangemen,  good  care 
would  be  taken  to  empanel  a  petty  jury 
of  Orangemen  that  would  acquit  him. 
When  we  have  a  hierarchy  so  complete 
as  this,  and  when  killing  is  no  murder, 
there  is  sure  to  be  murder.  What,  then, 
will  take  place  in  the  North  of  Ireland  ? 
There  will  be  no  civil  war ;  but  in  going 
home  at  night  from  fairs,  in  going  to 
the  Eegistration  Courts,  and  perhaps  to 
the  elections,  some  poor  Eoman  Catho- 
lics who  may  stray  away  from  their  com- 
panions will  be  set  upon  by  Orangemen 
and  murdered,  as  Philip  Maguire  was, 
and  no  one  will  be  brought  to  justice, 
because  the  Orange  magistrates  are  be- 
hind the  culprits.  That  is  the  reason 
why  the  Chief  Secretary  is  compelled  to 
bring  in  a  measure  like  this.  It  is  the 
encouragement  from  England  which 
causes  the  bitterness  and  lawlessness 
and  the  turbulence  of  the  Orangemen ; 
and  when  they  are  freed  from  this  con- 
taminating and  demoralizing  influence 
I  am  sure  that  Ireland  will  become  as 
orderly  and  as  law-abiding  a  country  as 
any  in  the  world. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  (Shef- 
field, Ecclesall)  (who  was  received  with 
freat  interruption)  said :  I  have  listened, 
ir,  with  some  amusement  to  the  remarks 
which  have  been  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  sat  down.  The 
hon.  Member  would  have  been  described 
by  the  Prime  Minister,  four  years  ago, 
as  one  who  marched  through  rapine  to 
the  disintegration  of  the  Empire,  [/n- 
terruption,  and  cries  of  ** Divide!  "]  I 
have  listened  attentively  to  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member.  I  am  not  surprised 
at  the  interruption  which  proceeds  from 
this  side  of  the  House.  I  have  observed 
the  tactics  which  have  been  foUowed 
before  by  the  hon.  Member,  and  I  have 
neither  been  intimidated  by  them,  nor  do 
I  object  to  them.  I  had  not  the  oppor- 
tunity of  hearing  the  remarks  which 
were  made  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Paddington  (Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill),  and  I  gather  that  they 
were  remarks  of  a  courageous  and  reso- 
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lute  character.  A  great  deal  of  strong 
language  has  been  used  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  has  just  sat  down.  He  has 
accused  Members  of  the  Conservative 
Party  of  making  statements  which  they 
are  not  prepared  to  support  by  action. 
[^Interruption,']  I  have  only  two  sen- 
tences to  say  upon  that  subject,  and 
those  two  sentences  I  shall  say  in  spite 
of  the  unmannerly  turbulence  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  We  have  heard 
that  the  disloyal  and  revolutionary  Party 
in  Ireland  are  likely  to  receive  large  sup- 
port. I  can  only  say  there  are  in  t\ro 
of  the  Northern  counties  of  this  country 
— Yorkshire  and  Lancashire — 100,000 
men,  and  fighting  men,  too — who  will 
know  the  reason  why,  before  the  cause 
of  loyalty  and  order  goes  down  in  Ireland. 
I  have  the  honour  to  be  a  humble  Mem- 
ber, not  only  of  this  House,  but  also  of  a 
regiment  of  Militia,  and  I  am  confident 
that  the  whole  of  that  regiment,  and  many 
others  besides— -TMr.T.M.  Hbaly  :  What 
regiment?] — ^wifl  volunteer  for  service 
before  the  cause  of  order  and  loyalty 
goes  down  in  Ireland.  [*'  Oh  ! "]  I  am 
amused  by  the  mechanical  ridicule  with 
which  that  statement  is  received.  I 
listened  with  great  admiration  the  other 
night  to  the  speech  of  one  of  the  oldest, 
best  known,  and  most  respected  Badi- 
cals  in  this  House— the  hon.  Member 
for  Huddersfield  (Mr.  Leatham),  who 
made  remarks  practically  identical  with 
those  which  I  myself  am  now  making, 
and  which  were  also  received  with  shouts 
of  interruption  from  the  same  Benches. 
I  will  not  repeat  the  hon.  Member's 
words;  but  I  am  repeating  the  same 
sentiment  as  they  expressed,  and  it  is 
one  which  the  bulk  of  this  House  and 
three-fourths  of  the  people  of  Great 
Britain  will  endorse— namely,  that  the 
first  shot  of  repression'  which  is  fired 
against  the  Loyalists  of  Ireland  will  be 
the  cause  of  such  an  outburst  of  indig- 
nation in  this  country  as  will  sweep  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  from  their  places, 
and  perhaps  mete  out  to  them  even  a 
worse  doom.  There  is  plenty  of  spirit 
in  the  country  yet,  Sir,  and  I  do  not 
envy  the  Party  that  arouses  against  itself 
the  national  feeling  of  this  country,  nor 
do  I  envy  the  Ministry  who  go  to  the 
polls  on  a  policy  of  disruption. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  .--^Ajes  303;  Noes 
89:  Majority  214. 
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Acland,  C.  T.  D. 
Agg-Gardnep,  J.  T, 
Agnew,  W. 
AUflopp,  hon.  G. 
Amherst,  W.  A.  T. 
Arch,  J. 
Armitagei  £. 
Afiher,  A. 
Baily,  L.  R. 
Baker,  L.  J. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  J.  B. 
Balfour,  Sir  G. 
Barbour,  W.  B. 
Barttelot,  Sir  W,  B. 
Baumann,  A.  A. 
Beach,  right  hon.  Sir 

M.  E.  Hicks- 
Bcadel,  W.  J. 
Beckett,  E.  W, 
Beckett,  W. 
Bective,  Earl  of 
Beith,  G. 

Bethell,  Commander 
Bickersteth,  R. 
Bickford-Smith,  W. 
Biddulph,  M. 
Birkbeck,  Sir  E. 
Blake  T. 

Blundell,'Col.  H,  B.  H. 
Bolton,  J.  C. 
Borlaae,  W.  0. 
Brassey,  Sir  T. 
Brinton,  J. 
Bristowe,  T.  L. 
Broadhurst,  H. 
Brocklehurst,  W.  C. 
Brookfield,  Ck)L  A.  M. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
Bruce,  hon.  R.  P. 
Brunner,  J.  T. 
Bryce,  J. 
Buchanan,  T.  R. 
Buckley,  A. 
Burt,  T. 
Caine,  W.  S. 
Campbell,  Sir  A. 
Campbell,  Sir  G. 
Campbell,  R.  F.  F. 
Campbell  -  Bannerman, 

right  hon.  H. 
Cavendiiih,  Lord  E. 
Chamberlain,  rt.  hn.  J. 
Chamberlain,  R. 
Chaplin,  right  hon.  H. 
Charrington,  8. 
Childers,  right  hon.  H. 

C.  E. 
Churchill,  rt  hn.  Lord 

B.H.  S. 
Clarke,  £.  G. 
Cohen,  L.  L. 
Commerell,  Adml.  Sir 

J.  E. 
Compton,  Lord  W.  G. 
Cook,  E.  R. 
Cook,W. 
Cootc,  T. 
Corbott,  J. 
Corry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Courtney,  L.  H. 


Cranbome,  Viscount 
Crawford,  D. 
Crompton,  C. 
Cross,  rt.  hn.  Sir  R.  A. 
Cross,  H.  8. 
Crossley,  E. 
Grossman,  Gen.  Sir  W. 
Currie,  Sir  D. 
Curzon,  Viscount 
Be  Cobain,  E.  S.  W. 
Be  Worms,  Baron  H. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dimsnoale,  Baron  R. 
Dixon-Hartland,  F.  D. 
Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Duckham,  T. 
Duflf,  R.  W. 
Duncan,  Colonel  F. 
Buncombe,  A. 
Edwards-Moss,  T.  0. 
Egerton,  Admiral  hon. 

EUiot,  hon.  H.  F.  H. 
Ellis,  J. 
Ellis,  J.  E. 
Esslemont,  P. 
Evelyn,  W.  J. 
Everett,  R.  L. 
Fairbaim,  Sir  A. 
Farquharson,  H.  R. 
Fergusson,  right  hon. 

Sir  J. 
Ferguson,  R. 
Field,  Adoiiral  E. 
Finlay,  R.  B. 
Finlayson,  J. 
Fisher,  W.  H. 
Fitzgerald,  R.  U.  P. 
Fitzwilliam,  hon.  W. 

J.  W. 
Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Flower,  C. 
Forwood,  A.  B. 
Fowler,  Sir  R.  N. 
Fowler,  H.  H. 
Fry,  L. 
Fry,T. 
Gardner,  H. 
Gathome-Hardy,  hon. 

J.S. 
Gibb,  T.  E. 
Gibson,  J.  G. 
Gladstone,  rt.  hn.  W.E. 
Gladstone,  H.  J. 
Gljm,  hon.  P.  0. 
Goldsmid,  Sir  J. 
Goldaworthy,     Major- 

General  W.  T. 
Gorst,  Sir  J.  E. 
Goschen,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Gower,  G.  G.  L. 
Grant,  Sir  G.  M. 
Green,  Sir  E. 
Grenfell,  W.  H. 
Grey,  Sir  E. 
Grey,  A. 

Grimston,  Viscount 
Haldane,  R.  B. 
HaU,  C. 
Hamilton,  right  hon. 
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Hamilton,  Lord  C.  J. 
Hamilton,  Lord  E.  ■ 
Hamilton,  Lord  F.  S. 
Hamilton,  Col.  C.  E. 
Hamley,  Gen.  SirE.B. 
Hankey,  F.  A. 
Harcourt,  E.  W. 
Hardcastle,  F. 
Hayne,  C.  Seale- 
Heaton,  J.  H. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hervey,  Lord  F. 
Hibbert,  rt.  hn.  J.  T. 
Hill,  Lord  A.  W. 
Hingley,  B. 
Hoare,  S. 
Hobhouse,  H. 
Holden,  A. 
Holland,   rt.  hon.  Sir 

H.  T. 
Holmes,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Hope,  right  hon.  A.  J. 

Howard,  E.  S. 
Howard,  H.  C. 
Hi^hes-Hallett,  Col. 

Hunt,  F.  S. 
Button,  J.  F. 
Isaacs,  L.  H. 
Jacks,  W. 

James,  rt.  hon.  Sir  H. 
James,  hon.  W.  H. 
James,  C.  H. 
Jardino,  Sir  R. 
Jenkins,  Sir  J.  J. 
Jenkins,  D.  J. 
Johns,  J.  W. 
Johnson-Ferguson,  J. 

E. 
Johnston,  W. 
Jones,  P. 
Kay-Shuttleworth,  rt. 

hon.  Sir  U.  J. 
Kenny,  0.  S. 
Ker,  R.  W.  B. 
Kilcoursie,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
Kimber,  H. 
King,  H.  S. 
Kitdiing,  A.  G. 
Latham,  G.  W. 
Lawrance,  J.  C. 
Lawrence,  W.  F. 
Lawson,  H.  L.  W. 
Lefevre,  rt.  hon.  G.  S. 
Lethbridge,  Sir  R. 
Lewisham,  Viscount 
Llewellvn,  E.  H. 
Long.  Mr.  H. 
Lubbock,  Sir  J. 
Lyell,  L. 

Lymington,  Viscount 
Macdonald,  right  hon. 

J.  H.  A. 
Maclnnes,  M. 
Maclean,  J,  M. 
M*Arthur,  A. 
M'Calmont,  Captain  J. 
M*Culloch,  J. 
M*Iver,  L. 
M*Lagan,  P. 
Marton,Maj.G.  B.  H. 


Mason,  S; 
More,  R.  J. 
Morgan,  rt.  hon.  G.  0. 
Morley,  rt.  hon.  J. 
MulhoUand,  H.  L. 
Muntz,  P.  A. 
Newark,  Viscount 
Norris,  E.  S. 
Northcote,  hon.  H.  S. 
Norton,  R. 
O'Neill,  hon.  R.  T. 
Paget,  T.  T. 
Parker,  C.  S. 
Paulton,  J.  M. 
Peacock,  R. 
Pease,  A.  B. 
Pease,  H.  F. 
Pelly,  Sir  L. 
Pickersgill,  E.  H. 
Picton,  J.  A. 
Pilkin^n,  G.  A. 
Playfair,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

L. 
Plunket,  rt.  hon.  D.  R. 
Pomfret,  W.  P. 
Portman,  hon.  E.  B. 
Powell,  F.  S. 
Powell,  W.  R.  H. 
Price,  Captain  G.  E. 
Price,  T.  P. 
Pugh,  D. 
QuUter,  W.  C. 
Rathbone,  W. 
Reed,  Sir  E.  J. 
Rigby,  J. 
Roberts,  J. 
Roberts,  J.  B. 
Robertson,  E. 
Robertson,  J.  P.  B. 
Robinson,  T. 
Robson,  W.  S. 
Roe,T. 
Ross,  A.  H. 
Rothschild,  Baron   F. 

J.  de 
Round,  J. 
Russell,  Sir  C. 
Ruston,  J. 
St.  Aubyn,  Sir  J. 
Salis-Schwabe,  Col.  G. 
Sandys,  Lieut-OoL  T. 

M. 
Seely,  C. 
Shaw,  T. 
Sheridan,  H.  B. 
Shirley,  W.  S. 
Sidebottom,  T.  H. 
Sidebottom,  W. 
Sitwell,  Sir  G.  R. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 
Smith,  A. 
Smith,  D. 
Smith,  S. 

Spencer,  hon.  C.  R. 
Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  £. 
Stanley,  rt.  hon.  Col. 

Sir  P.  A. 
Stanley,  E.  J. 
Stansfeld,    right  hon. 

J. 
Stevenson.  F.  S. 
Stewart,  M.  J. 
Sturrock,  P^ 
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Satherland,  T. 
Swinburne,  Sir  J. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Taylor,  F. 
Temple,  Sir  R. 
Tennant,  Sir  0. 
Thomas,  A. 
Tipping,  W. 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M. 
Tottenham,  A.  L. 
Valentine,  G.  J. 
Vanderbyl,  P. 
Vivian,  Sir  H.  H. 
Walrond,  Col.  W.  H. 
Walsh,  hon.  A.  H.  J. 
Wason,  E. 
Watkin,  Sir  E.  W. 
Watson,  J. 
Watson,  T. 
Wayman,  T. 
West,  Colonel  W.  C. 
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Westlake,  J. 
Weston,  J.  D. 
Whitbread,  S. 
White,  J.  B. 
Whitley,  E. 
WiU,  J.  S. 
Williams,  A.  J. 
Williams,  J.  P. 
Wilson,  C.  H. 
Wilson,  J.  (Ednbrgh.) 
Winterbotham,  A.  B. 
Wodehouse,  E.  K. 
WoodaU,  W. 
Woodhead,  J. 
Yeo,  F.  A. 
Young,  0.  E.  B. 

TELLBBS. 

Marjoribanks,  rt.  hon. 

E. 
Morley,  A. 


NOES. 


Abraham,  W.  (Glam.) 
Abraham,  W.  (lime- 
rick, W.) 
Atherley-Jones,  L. 
Biggar,  J.  G, 
Blake,  J.  A. 
Blane,  A. 
Boyd-JEUnnear,  J. 
Byrne,  G.  M. 
Campbell,  H. 
Carew,  J.  L. 
Chance,  P.  A. 
Cobb,  H.  P. 
Coleridge,  hon.  B. 
Condon,  T.  J. 
Connolly  L. 
Conway,M. 
Conybeare,  C.  A.  V. 
Corbet,  W.  J. 
Cox,  J.  R. 
Crawford,  W. 
Cremer,  W.  K. 
CriUy,  D. 
Deasy,  J. 
Dillon,  J. 
Esmonde,  Sir  T. 
Fenwick,  C. 
Finucane,  J. 
Flynn,  J.  C. 
Fox,  Dr.  J.  F. 
Gilhooly,  J. 
Gill,  H.  J. 
Gill,  T.  P. 
Gray,  E.  D. 
Harrington,  E. 
Harrington,  T. 
Harris,  M. 
HaVden,  L.  P. 
Healy,  M. 
Healy,  T.  M. 
Hooper,  J. 
Jordan,  J. 
Kelly,  B. 
Kenny,  M.  J. 
Labouohere,  H. 
Lalor,  R. 
Lane,  W.  J. 

Bill  committed  for 


Leahy,  J. 
Leamy,  E. 
M*Carthy,  J. 
McCarthy,  J.  H. 
M'Donald,  P. 
M*Kenna.  Sir  J.  N. 
Marum,  E.  M. 
MoUoy,  B.  C. 
Morgan,  O.  V. 
Murphy,  W.  M. 
Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 
Nolan.  J. 
O'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien,  P. 
O'Brien,  P.  J. 
O'Brien,  W. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Connor,  J.  (Kerry) 
O'Connor,  J.(Tippry.) 
O'Connor,  T.  P. 
O'Doherty,  Dr.  K.  I. 
O'Hanlon,  T. 
O'Hea.  P. 
O'Kelly,  J. 
O'Mara,  S. 
Pamell,  C.  S. 
Power,  P.  J. 
Power,  K. 
Pyne,  J.  D. 
Redmond,  W.  H.  K. 
Reynolds,  W.  J. 
Rogers,  J.  E.  T. 
Russell,  E.  R. 
Sexton,  T. 
Sheehan,  J.  D. 
Sheehy,  D. 
Stack,  J. 
Sullivan,  D. 
Sullivan,  T.  D. 
Tanner,  C.  K. 
Tuite,  J. 

Vemey,  Captain  E.  H. 
Wilson,  J.  (Durham) 

TELLEKS. 

Redmond,  J.  E. 
Sheil,  E. 

Monday  next. 


LOSSES  BY  RIOT  (COMPENSATION) 

BILL.—[BiLL  209.] 

{Mr.  Childert,  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr.  Attorney 

General.) 

SEOOKD    BBABIKG. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Childers)  (Edinburgh,  8.)  :  Sir.,  in 
rising  to  move  that  this  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  I  may  mention  that  on  the 
Motion  for  its  introduction  I  explained 
its  provisions  fairly  to  the  House ;  and 
it  is,  therefore,  imnecessary  for  me  to 
make  any  further  statement  as  to  its 
nature.  I  was,  however,  asked  one 
question,  as  to  whether  the  Bill  would 
be  made  retrospective ;  and,  after  full 
consideration,  I  have  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  it  would  be  right  and  proper 
to  make  the  Bill  retrospective  to  a  cer- 
tain extent.  The  clause  which  my  hon. 
Friend  has  put  down  is  one  which  I 
think  we  can  adopt  in  its  entirety,  and 
I  propose  to  accept  it  in  Committee.  The 
effect  will  be  that  if  the  Police  Authori- 
ties outside  the  Metropolis  think  it  right 
that  compensation  should  be  given  in 
respect  of  riots  that  have  occurred 
during  the  last  12  months  they  may 
make  an  order  to  that  effect,  so  that 
persons  who  have  suffered  from  such 
riots  shall  be  allowed  to  claim  compen- 
sation. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (ifr.  Childers.) 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
(Bristol,  W.) :  Sir,  I  do  not  at  all  wish 
to  delay  this  legislation;  but  I  con- 
fess that,  so  far  as  my  own  county  is 
concerned,  I  do  not  think  there  is  any 
necessity  for  it.  We  had  in  Gloucester- 
shire some  little  trouble  at  the  last  Elec- 
tion. A  riot  arose  and  some  damage 
was  done ;  but  there  was  no  difficulty 
whatever  in  assessing  and  paying  such 
compensation  as  was  found  to  be  due. 
But  I  think  the  area  of  compensation 
was  confined  to  the  Hundreds;  and  I 
must  say  that  I  think  it  much  fairer 
that  compensation  should  be  paid  by 
a  limited  district  than  by  the  county  at 
large.  At  present,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  aware,  the  area  of  Parlia- 
mentary divisions  is  much  smaller  than 
that  of  the  counties,  especially  in  the 
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larger  countieB  of  England.  The  connty 
area  of  oompensation  provided  for  in 
this  Bill  would,  therefore,  be  very  much 
larger  than  the  area  interested  in  an 
election  riot,  which  does  not  seem  to  me 
to  afford  a  very  fair  solution  of  this 
question.  I  think  that  the  area  in  which 
the  riot  occurs  should  be  the  area  to 
pay  for  the  damage  done,  and  not 
a  district  beyond,  which  has  had  no- 
thing whatever  to  do  with  the  matter. 
It  is  certainly  hardly  fair  to  levy  the 
charge  for  compensation  on  the  whole 
county.  I  merely  throw  out  this  now  as 
my  impression ;  but  the  matter  is  one 
which  I  think  wiU  have  to  be  dealt  with 
in  Committee. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Charles  Eussell)  (Hackney,  S.) :  The 
difficulty  as  to  adopting  the  old  Hundred 
as  the  area  of  liability  is  that,  for  any 
practical  purposes,  it  is  almost  obsolete. 
Moreover,  it  corresponds  with  no  police 
rating  areas ;  and  as  the  principle  of  the 
BUI  is  to  recognize  liability  for  defective 
police  protection  resulting  in  damage  by 
riot,  it  has  been  thought  better  to  make 
the  area  of  liability  correspond  with  the 
area  of  separate  police  districts.  Fur- 
ther, the  Himdred  frequently  cuts  up 
towns  and  even  villages,  and  suggests 
no  practical  basis.  The  suggestion  of 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  will,  however, 
be  carefully  considered. 

Sir  E.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  (Lan- 
cashire, S.W.,  Newton) :  Sir,  speaking 
of  my  own  county  only,  I  may  say  that 
the  Hundreds  there  are  perfectly  distinct 
and  recognized  divisions  of  the  county, 
and  we  have  Hundred  rates  there  for 
various  purposes  —  for  gaols  and  for 
damage.  In  Lancashire  we  have  never 
had  any  difficulty  in  assessing  damage 
so  far  as  the  Hundreds  are  concerned. 
But  with  regard  to  this  Bill,  I  see  that 
the  damage  is  all  to  be  paid  for  out  of 
the  police  rate.  You  are  going  to  take 
the  whole  of  this  enormous  county  of 
Lancashire,  which  consists  practically  of 
several  counties,  and  make  it  liable  for 
the  consequences  of  a  riot  that  may 
occur  in  any  part  of  it.  Well,  Sir,  all  I 
«an  say  is  that  there  will  be  a  very  great 
objection  to  the  arrangement;  and  I 
cannot  but  think  that  the  course  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposes  will 
lead  to  considerable  disturbance.  How- 
ever, I  feel  that  the  question  is  one 
which  will  have  to  be  decided  in  Com- 
mittee ;  and  I  only  rise  because  I  think 


the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  will 
have  to  give  a  little  more  attention  to 
the  point  raised  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  before  we  go  into  Committee 
than  he  seems  to  have  done  already. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston):  Sir,  I 
doubt  whether  the  wording  in  the  Bill 
is  in  all  cases  quite  distinct  enough. 
The  words  *' house,  shop,  or  building" 
do  not  seem  to  me  sufficiently  compre- 
hensive ;  because,  for  instance,  a  garden 
may  be  very  much  damaged  in  a  variety 
of  ways,  and  it  would  not  be  included 
in  the  words  '*  house,  shop,  or  build- 
ing." 

Mr.  CAEVELL  WILLIAMS  (Not- 
tingham, S.) :  I  have  to  thank  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  for  accepting 
the  clause  which  will  render  the  Bill  in 
some  respects  retrospective  in  its  cha- 
racter. I  observe  that  the  Bill  requires 
the  sending  in  of  claims;  but  in  the 
case  of  the  borough  which  1  repre- 
sent the  claims  have  been  sent  in 
already,  and  it  would  be  a  pity  to  im- 
pose upon  the  people  concerned  the  ne- 
cessity of  going  over  the  ground  again. 
I  hope  that  the  clause  will  be  so  framed 
as  to  render  that  unnecessary. 

Mr.  CHILDEES:  The  question 
raised  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Sir  E.  Assheton  Cross)  is  one  of 
great  importance,  and  I  will  look  into 
it.  One  of  the  difficulties  which  will 
be  foimd  in  carrying  out  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  suggestion  is  that  in 
some  counties  the  Hundreds  are  alto- 
gether obsolete,  and  do  not  correspond 
with  anything.  With  regard  to  the 
question  of  sending  in  claims  afresh,  re- 
ferred to  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Nottingham  (Mr.  Carvell  Wil- 
liams), I  {propose  to  take  power  to  relax 
the  Eule  in  case  of  need. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitUd 
for  Monday  next. 

FRESHWATER  FI8HERIEB  BILL. 
{Mr.  MmdeUa,  Mr.  C.  T.  D.  Adand.) 
[bill  218.]      SECOND  »EADENO. 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."- (ifr.  C.  T.  D.  Acland.) 
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Sib  E.  ASSHETON  CROSS  (Lan- 
casliire,  S.W.,  Newton) :  Before  this 
Bill  is  read  a  second  time  I  shoidd  like 
to  put  a  question  to  the  lion.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Launceston  (Mr.  C.  T. 
D.  Acland).  As  far  as  I  understand, 
the  object  of  this  Bill  is  simply  to  trans- 
fer all  the  duties  of  the  Home  Office,  with 
regard  to  inland  Esheries,  to  the  Board 
of  Trade.  I  know  that  for  a  long  time 
there  has  been  a  great  desire  on  the 
part  of  the  Board  of  Trade  that  the 
Home  Office  should  allow  the  Inspectors 
who  deal  with  the  sea  fisheries  to  deal 
with  the  inland  fisheries  also,  and  I 
presume  that  this  Bill  is  intended  to 
provide  that  the  one  set  of  Inspectors 
shall  deal  with  the  two  fisheries.  Now, 
unless  there  is  some  strong  reason  to 
the  contrary,  no  one  wishes  to  add  to 
the  labours  of  the  Home  Office,  or  to 
keep  in  the  Home  Office  work  that  other 
people  can  do  as  well  or  better— no  one 
can  wish  to  do  that.  So  far  as  I  have 
been  able  to  observe  from  experience, 
the  Local  Authorities  had  much  better 
remain  where  they  are  than  go  to  the 
Board  of  Trade.  The  Board  of  Trade 
has  a  large  mass  of  business  to  do,  and 
hitherto  the  inland  fisheries  have  been 
well  attended  to  by  the  Home  Office. 
Therefore,  before  the  Bill  is  read  a 
second  time,  I  should  like  to  hear  some 
reason  for  the  transfer,  because  up  to 
the  present  none  has  been  afforded.  I 
have  never  heard  any  complaint  as  to 
the  action  of  the  Home  Office,  and  I 
believe  the  Local  Authorities  would 
much  rather  remain  with  the  Home 
Office  than  be  carried  to  the  Board  of 
Trade.  Of  course  I  cannot  speak  again 
at  this  stage,  and,  therefore,  any  answer 
I  may  have  to  make  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Acland)  I  will  reserve  until 
Committee. 

The  secretary  to  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  C.  T.  D.  Acland) 
(Cornwall,  Launceston) :  Perhaps  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  will 
recollect  that  about  a  month  or  six 
weeks  ago  there  was  a  long  debate 
on  the  subject  of  the  concentration 
of  the  direction  of  the  fisheries  in  Eng- 
land in  one  Office.  I  think  that  at  that 
time  it  was  fully  understood  that  it 
would  be  better,  and  my  right  hon. 
Eriend  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  (Mr.  Mundella)  undertook  to  do  his 
best,  to  concentrate  within  the  Board  of 
Trade  itself,  if  that  should  be  the  plea- 


sure of  the  House,  all  the  administratioii 
of  fisheries  of  every  description  in  Eng- 
land. As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir 
R.  Assheton  Cross)  is  aware,  the  Board 
of  Trade  has  at  present  an  immense 
amount  of  work  in  connection  with. 
marine  matters  and  with  harbours  and 
foreshores.  As  freshwater  fisheries  must, 
to  some  extent,  be  connected  with  the 
estuaries  of  rivers,  it  seemed  to  us  that 
it  woiild  simplify  matters  if  all  the  busi* 
ness  connected  with  fisheries  were  in- 
trusted to  one  Department.  It  is  im- 
possible for  the  Board  of  Trade  to  hand 
over  the  administration  of  the  Mercan- 
tile Marine  and  of  harbours  and  fore* 
shores  to  the  Home  Office ;  and  therefore 
the  simplest  and  easiest,  and  the  least 
expensive,  method  is  to  transfer  the 
business  connected  with  the  freshwater 
fisheries  from  the  Home  Office  to  the 
Board  of  Trade.  Of  course,  there  will 
be  full  opportunity  for  explanation  when 
the  Bill  gets  into  Committee.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  wishes  it,  we  can 
defer  the  Committee  until  Monday,  or 
we  can  take  it  to-morrow.  [Sir  R. 
Assheton  Cboss:  Not  to-morrow.]  Then 
we  will  put  it  down  for  Monday. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  3fonday  next. 

STANNARIES    ACT  (1869)  AMENDMENT 

BILL.— [Bill  203.] 

{Sir  John  St.  Aubyn,  Mr.   Courtn&tff    Viscount 

Ebrinffton,  Mr.  Bickford-Smith, 

Mr.  SeaU'Bayne.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Sib  JOHN  St.  AUBYN  (Cornwall, 
W.,  St.  Ives) :  The  subject-matter  of 
this  Bill  is  one  which  only  affects  the 
two  Western  Counties,  and,  therefore,  it 
cannot  be  expected  to  have  any  general 
interest  to  the  House ;  yet  it  is  only  re- 
spectful to  the  House  that  I  should  en- 
deavour, in  a  very  few  words,  to  explain 
what  is  the  object  sought  to  be  attained 
by  this  Bill.  The  Bill  arises  from  cer- 
tain deficiencies  which  have  been  found 
to  exist  in  the  Stannaries  Act  of  1869, 
which  regulates  the  proceedings  of  the 
Stannary  Court,  which  Court,  as  hon. 
Members  may  be  aware,  regulates  all 
matters  connected  with  mining  within 
the  counties  of  Cornwall  and  Devon,  and 
the  Bill  provides  certain  remedies  which 
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have  been  found  necessary,  especially  in  "  All  mortgages,  debentures,  and  other  docu- 
the  interest  of  the  workinir  miners  in  °^«°^  whatever,  whereby  power  is  given  by. 
«  w^*coi,  ^*    »^"''  mi-'^    £    X    if  —    any  Company  to  any  persons  to  take  possession 

Cornwall  and  Devon.  The  first  few  of  any  m^geffecteof  orona  mine." 
clauses  provide  that  in  all  cases  the 
wages  01  the  working  miners  shall  have 
priority  over  all  claims  on  the  mine 
itself.  It  was  intended  that  that  should 
be  the  case  by  the  Act  of  1869,  which  I 
myself  had  the  honour  of  passing  through 
this  House  ;  but  it  has  been  found  that 
in  certain  cases,  and  especially  in  cases 
of  bankruptcy  where  the  Sheriff  and  de- 
benture holders  have  been  able  to  enter, 
miners  have  been  ousted  from  their 
wages  until  the  assets  on  the  mine  have 
been  realized.  That  has  been  the  result 
of  a  decision  of  the  Stannary  Court,  and 
there  have  been  cases  in  which  the  as- 
sets could  not  be  realized,  and  the 
working  miners  have  been  kept  for  a 
long  time  without  the  money  due  to 
them.  The  effect  of  these  clauses  is, 
shortly,  that  in  all  cases,  without  ex- 
ception, the  wages  of  miners  shall  have 
a  prior  claim  of  anything  else.  The  9th 
clause — an  important  one  for  the  miners 
of  our  counties — provides  that  the  wages 
shall  be  payable  at  the  end  of  14  days 
from  the  expiration  of  the  month  in 
which  the  work  was  done.  The  present 
system  is  that  the  work  which  is  done 
in  one  month  —  say,  in  the  month  of 
January — is  paid  for  at  the  end  of  the 
second  month — that  is  to  say,  at  the  end 
of  the  month  of  February.  That  has 
been  productive  of  a  certain  amount  of 
inconvenience.  Those  engaged  in  work- 
ing mines,  Companies,  and  adventurers, 
have  found  it  possible  to  shorten  the 
time  by  14  days ;  and  this  cla.use  pro- 
vides that  the  miners  shall  be  paid  at 
the  end  of  14  days  from  the  expiration 
of  the  month  in  which  the  work  was 
done.  It  further  provides  that,  at  the 
end  of  14  days  from  the  beginning  of 
the  work,  they  shall  be  entitled  to  de- 
mand a  certain  amount  of  payment  on 
account  of  the  work  already  done,  so  that 
they  shall  not  be  kept  without  the  means 
of  subsistence  until  the  time  when  they 
are  paid  in  the  ordinary  way.  If  there 
should  be  any  dispute  between  the  work- 
ing miners  and  the  owners  or  managers 
of  the  mine  as  to  the  amount  which  is 
due  the  miners  are  entitled  to  go  before 
two  or  more  Justices  of  the  Peace,  who 
will  determine  the  amount  and  enable 
them  to  receive  it  in  a  summary  manner. 
The  10th  clause  provides  for  the  regis- 
tration in  the  Stannary  Court  of 


At  present  these  are  only  registered  at 
the  office  of  the  Company.  The  office 
of  the  Company  may  be  in  London,  and 
when  that  is  the  case  it  is  extremely 
difficult  for  those  persons  in  the  county 
who  are  interested  or  who  may  have 
claims  on  the  mine  to  ascertain  what 
the  debts  and  liabilities  of  the  mine  are, 
and  it  has  been  felt  it  would  be  more 
to  the  interest  of  all  concerned  if  it  were 
made  compulsory  that  the  registration 
of  these  debts  and  liabilities  should  be 
made  in  the  Stannary  Court.  The  1  Ith 
clause  provides  that  a  copy  of  all  grants 
and  licences  for  work  shall  be  filed  in 
the  Eegistrar's  Office  of  the  Stannary 
Court;  and  by  Clauses  14  and  16  it  is 
provided  that  regular  meetings  of  the 
shareholders  shall  be  held  at  least  once 
every  16  weeks,  and  that  at  these  meet- 
ings all  accounts  shall  be  produced,  and 
another  clause  provides  that  the  accounts 
shall  be  absolutely  accurate,  and  penal- 
ties are  provided  for  any  case  of  the 
falsification  of  accounts.  Another  clause 
provides  for  the  amalgamation  of  Com- 
panies, having  leases  to  work  land  ad- 
joining by  mutual  agreement.  It  will 
be  seen  that  that  is  a  great  advantage. 
Very  often  in  Cornwall  and  Devon  the 
lodes  run  through  the  country,  as  wo 
call  it.  It  would  manifestly  lead  to  a 
saving  of  expense — for  pumping  water, 
for  instance — if  the  Companies  whose 
lands  adjoined  were  enabled  to  amal- 
gamate for  the  purpose  of  working. 
For  that  a  statutory  provision  is  re- 
quired, and  that  is  provided  by  the 
18th  clause  of  this  Bill.  The  19th 
clause  gives  exclusive  jurisdiction  to  the 
Stannary  Court  to  wind  up  Companies 
in  the  counties  of  Cornwall  and  Devon 
in  the  Stannary  Court.  At  present 
Companies  which  are  actually  worked 
must  be  wound  up  within  the  Stannary 
Court;  but  Companies  which  are  only 
formed  for  the  purpose  of  working  can 
be  wound  up  in  London.  It  often 
happens  that  Companies  are  formed, 
but  it  is  never  intended  to  work  them. 
Certain  liabilities  are  incurred,  and  if 
the  Companies  are  wound  up  in  London 
and  not  in  the  county,  those  in  the  county 
who  are  interested,  and  who  may  be 
creditors,  have  no  opportunity  of  know- 
ing what  is  going  on,  and  ti^ey  cannot 
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stop  improper  proceedings  whicli  very 
often  tase  place.  If  Companies,  whe- 
ther they  nave  been  worked  or  only 
formed  and  not  worked ,  are  wound  up 
in  the  county,  everyone  concerned  will 
be  able  to  watch  the  proceedings.  The 
last  clauses  insure  the  registration  of 
Mining  Companies  and  Eeturns  in  the 
Stannary  Court.  By  the  Companies  Act, 
1862,  the  Board  of  Trade  had  power  to 
name  certain  places  for  the  winding  up  of 
these  Companies,  and  accordingly  they 
named  the  Stannary  Court.  For  some 
years — the  exact  number  of  years  I  do 
not  recollect — that  has  been  done  away 
with,  and  the  Board  of  Trade  revoked 
their  Order.  The  consequence  is  that 
some  of  these  mines  are  registered  in 
London,  and  some  in  Truro.  That  is  a 
great  inconvenience  also,  and  is  produc- 
tive of  considerable  loss  to  those  in- 
terested in  mines.  Clause  20  provides 
thai^ 

**  The  Registrar's  office  at  Truro  shall  be  the 
sole  office  for  the  reg^Btration  of  Companies 
formed  under  the  Companies  Act,  1862,  with 
the  exclusive  or  primary  object  of  working 
mines  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  said  stan- 
naries.*' 

The  House  will  see,  therefore,  that  this 
Bill  gives,  in  the  first  place,  great  pro- 
tection to  the  miners  themselves  in  re- 
spect to  their  wages  ;  that,  in  the  second 
place,  it  provides  that  they  can  demand 
payments  on  account ;  and  that,  in  the 
third  place,  it  provides  additional  and 
very  proper  security  for  the  fair  and 
honest  working  of  all  mines  within  the 
stannaries.  The  Bill  has  been  prepared 
by  those  who  are  interested  in  mining 
in  the  counties  of  Cornwall  and  Devon, 
and  I  trust  it  will  receive  the  approval 
of  the  House.  I  beg  to  move  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Sir  John  St.  Auhyn,) 

Mr.  BICKFOED-SMITH  (Cornwall, 
Truro) :  I  beg  to  support  the  second 
reading. 

An  hon.  Member  :  I  should  like  to 
know  why  the  Bill  should  be  confined  to 
the  two  counties  of  Cornwall  and  Devon 
— why  it  should  not  be  extended  to  the 
whole  Kingdom  ? 

Sir  JOHN  St.  AUBYN  :  It  is  only 
a  Bill  to  amend  the  Act  relating  to  the 
Stannaries  Act  of  1869,  which  applies 
to  the  counties  of  Cornwall  and  Devon  ; 
it  is  entirely  a  local  Act. 

Sir  John  St.  Aulyn 


Mk.  TOMLINSON  (Preston):  Of 
course,  a  great  deal  depends  upon  the 
practice  in  Cornwall,  and  I  nave  no 
doubt  it  is  very  desirable  many  of  these 
changes  should  be  made ;  bmt  the  House 
should  bear  in  mind  the  fact  that  this 
is  a  Bill  which,  besides  dealing  with, 
mines  in  Cornwall,  operates  on  the 
present  system  of  Judicature.  At  the 
present  time  every  creditor  of  a  Com- 
pany, under  the  Companies  Acts,  has 
a  right  to  come  to  the  Chancery  Di- 
vision of  the  High  Court  of  Justice, 
and  have  the  Company  wound  up  there. 
I  was  not  able  to  follow  the  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  John  St.  Aubyn)  sufficiently  closely 
to  speak  with  absolute  certainty ;  but  I 
understood  the  hon.  Baronet  to  say  that 
in  the  future  it  will  be  compulsory,  in 
the  case  of  winding  up  a  Company 
working  a  mine  in  Cornwall,  that  the 
winding  up  should  take  place  in  the 
Stannary  Court.  This  will  completely 
oust  the  jurisdiction  of  the  High  Court 
in  the  case  of  this  class  of  Company, 
and  also,  to  that  extent,  diminish  the 
privileges  of  the  creditors  of  any  Com- 
pany of  this  kind.  Moreover,  it  will 
be  very  necessary  for  any  person  in- 
terested in  these  Mining  Companies  to 
bear  in  mind  that  in  future  he  is  able 
to  get  no  information  in  respect  to  such 
Companies  from  the  Eegister  of  Joint 
Stock  Companies  in  London.  The 
Eegister  of  Joint  Stock  Companies  is 
no  longer  to  be  a  Eegister  in  which  all 
Companies  of  limited  liability  can  be 
found.  These  are  provisions  of  con- 
siderable importance,  going  beyond  the 
case  of  Cornwall  and  Devon.  What  I  wish 
to  know  is,  whether  these  questions  have 
been  considered  by  the  Legal  Advisers 
to  the  Government  ?  I  do  not  see  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  (Sir  Charles  Bussell)  in  his 
place;  but  perhaps  it  may  be  in  the 
power  of  some  other  Minister  to  give  us 
the  opinion  of  the  Government  with  re- 
spect to  the  points  I  have  raised  ? 

Mr.  CONYBEAEE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  It  is  rather  late  (1  o'clock)  to 
enter  upon  the  consideration  of  a  Bill 
which  raises  matters  of  such  importance 
as  this  Bill.  I  do  not  know  that  it 
would  be  wise  for  me  to  follow  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  John  St.  Aubyn)  into  all 
the  details  he  has  mentioned ;  but,  in- 
deed, I  do  not  propose  to  do  so.  This 
is  a  matter  of  very  great  importance 
and  interest  to  the  mining  division  of 
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Oomwall  which  I  have  the  honour  to  re- 
present. The  Bill  is  introduced  pro- 
fessedly in  the  interest  of  the  mining 
population  of  Oomwall ;  but,  strange  to 
say,  the  mining  population  of  my  con- 
stituency reject  it.  It  is  impossible  to 
say  that  the  measure  meets  with  any- 
thing like  general  approval  or  satisfac- 
tion amongst  the  population  it  is  in- 
tended to  benefit.  There  is  one  demand, 
Sir,  which  the  miners  whom  I  represent 
are  strongly  insisting  upon,  and  that  is 
tiiat  their  wages  should  be  paid  fort- 
nightly, and  not  monthly.  On  a  recent 
oooasion  —  at  Easter — when  I  was  in 
Oornwall,  I  was  asked  to  meet  a  large 
number  of  gentlemen  who  are  promoting 
this  Bill.  They  formed  what  is  called  a 
county  committee,  and  they  consisted  of 
landlords,  bankers,  smelters,  agents,  and 
others.  They  do  not  represent  the  bulk 
of  the  population  or  the  bulk  of  the 
electorate;  but  they  have  constituted 
themselves  into  a  sort  of  Select  Oommit- 
tee  to  thrust  on  this  particular  bit  of 
legislation.  At  the  meeting  of  which  I 
have  spoken  I  pointed  out  what  was 
very  generally  known — namely,  that  the 
miners  asked  very  strongly  that  their 
wages  should  be  paid  once  a  fortnight 
instead  of  once  a  month ;  and  I  urged  on 
the  meeting  that  they  should  embody  a 
provision  of  that  kind  in  their  Bill,  if 
they  wanted  it  to  be  of  the  slightest  use 
to  the  working  population.  The  meet- 
ing flatly  refused  to  do  anything  of  the 
kind.  That  is  one,  and  the  principal, 
reason  why  I  maintain  that  my  con- 
stituents are  perfectly  right  in  rejecting 
this  Bill.  This  Bill,  cdong  with  the 
Mines  Bill  which  has  been  introduced 
into  this  House  by  myself  and  several 
hon.  Members,  has  been  folly  considered 
and  discussed  from  end  to  end  of  my 
constituency;  and  at  every  meeting 
where  the  matter  has  been  taken  into 
consideration  the  miners  of  Oornwall, 
inside  and  outside  of  my  constituency, 
have  rejected  this  Bill,  and  have  autho- 
rized me  in  my  place  in  the  House  of 
Commons  to  support  and  advocate  their 
rejection  of  it.  I  have,  therefore,  no 
course  to  pursue  but  to  object  to  this 
measure.  I  took  what,  a  short  time 
ago,  appeared  to  me  the  best  course 
under  the  circumstances  —  I  put  upon 
the  Paper  a  Notice  to  the  effect  that 
the  second  reading  of  this  measure 
should  be  taken  on  the  22nd  of  June, 
the  day  on  which  the  Mines  Bill  is  set 


down  for  second  reading.  I  did  so 
because  I  wished  not  to  kick  this  Bill 
and  the  sister-Bill,  which,  I  suppose,  we 
shall  discuss  presently,  ignominiously 
out  of  the  House  by  putting  down  the 
usual  Blocking  Notice — I  did  not  wish 
to  treat  a  Oomish  OoUeague  so  disre- 
spectfully— but  because  I  thought  it 
would  save  the  time  of  the  House  to 
have  the  two  Bills  affecting  the  interests 
of  the  miners  of  Oomwall  discussed  to- 
gether and  at  a  proper  time.  I  with- 
drew that  Amendment  at  your  request. 
Sir,  because,  as  I  learned,  I  had,  in  my 
ignorance,  put  down  the  Amendment  in 
an  unprecedented  form.  Under  all  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  I  think  the 
best  course  for  me  to  take  is  to  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate,  with  a 
view  of  securing  that  the  Bill  shall  be 
considered  at  a  time  when  its  merits  and 
all  the  issues  at  stake  can  be  adequately 
discussed.  I  have  a  great  many  reasons 
which,  if  there  were  now  time,  I  could 
advance  against  the  Bill.  Of  course,  I 
am  not  saying  there  are  no  good  points 
in  the  Bill ;  it  would  be  difficult  for  an 
amending  Bill  not  to  have  some  features 
in  it  deserving  of  consideration,  and 
which  are  meritorious  in  themselves. 
Looking  to  the  scope  and  general  policy 
of  the  Bill,  and  having  regard  to  the 
history  of  the  Bill,  with  which  I  shall 
not  at  present  trouble  the  House,  but  of 
which  1  may  be  able  to  say  a  good  deal 
on  another  occasion,  I  consider  it  would 
be  unwise  for  the  House  to  pass  the 
second  reading  of  this  measure  at 
1  o'clock  in  the  morning.  I  therefore 
beg  to  move  that  this  debate  be  now 
adjourned. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Londonderry, 
S.) :  I  beg  to  second  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Mr.  Conyheare,) 

Sir  JOHN  St.  AUBYN  (Oornwall, 
W.,  St.  Ives) :  I  am  sorry  to  come  in 
collision  with  my  hon.  OoUeague  on  this 
occasion ;  but  I  must  call  his  attention 
and  that  of  the  House  to  the  fact  that  I 
myself  represent  a  very  large  mining 
constituency,  and  that  I  have  not  had 
one  word  of  complaint  from  any  single 
miner  in  my  constituency,  nor  has  any 
sound  of  complaint  from  any  miner  else- 
where in  Oomwall  against  the  provi- 
sions of  this  Bill  reached  me.  I  per- 
fectly understand  that  it  is  legitimate 
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the  hon.  Member  should  wish  to  go  fur- 
ther in  many  respects  than  this  Bill  goes ; 
but  surely  we  may  pass  this  Bill  with 
safety,  and  carry  further  measures  here- 
after, if  it  is  the  general  wish.  If  there 
had  been  such  a  unanimous  feeling 
amongst  the  miners  of  Cornwall  against 
this  Bill  as  the  hon.  Qentleman  says,  I 
should  surely  have  received  some  Peti- 
tions by  this  time  from  the  working 
miners  in  my  own  constituency,  and  the 
hon.  Member  would  have  received 
several  to  present  to  the  House  from 
the  working  miners  in  his  own  consti- 
tuency. There  are  others  besides  the 
hon.  Gentleman  and  myself  returned 
from  Cornwall,  and  I  am  not  aware  that 
they  have  received  any  complaints  against 
the  Bill.  I  put  it  to  the  hon.  Member  whe- 
ther he  would  not  be  acting  with  greater 
advantage  to  those  whom  he  claims 
specially  to  represent  if  he  allowed  the 
Bill,  which  really  has  for  its  object  a 
great  amendment  in  the  condition  of 
the  working  miners,  to  pass  the  second 
reading,  and  reserve  to  himself  full 
liberty  to  propose  in  Committee  what- 
ever Amendments  he  thinks  necessary. 
The  adoption  of  such  a  course  would 
leave  him  full  option  to  proceed  with 
his  own  Bill  and  carry  the  Amendment 
further  if  he  thinks  proper. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Chil- 
DERs)  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  I  cannot  answer 
the  question  put  to  the  Government  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Tom- 
linson)  on  the  Motion  for  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate.  I  appeal  to  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Conybeare)  not  to  press 
his  Motion  for  adjournment.  When  the 
Bill  was  introduced  I  objected  to  its 
being  read  a  second  time  suddenly,  and 
I  asked  my  hon.  Friend  (Sir  John  St. 
Aubyn)  to  postpone  the  second  reading 
until  to-day.  I  therefore  think  it  would 
be  unreasonable  to  reject  the  second 
reading  now.  I  feel  confident  the  hon. 
Member  (Sir  John  St.  Aubyn)  will  allow 
plenty  of  time  between  this  and  the 
Committee  stage,  so  that  hon.  Members 
from  Cornwall  may  be  able  to  put  down 
Amendments  and  the  Government  may 
be  able  to  consider  them.  Of  course, 
we  are  not  able  to  consider  Amendments 
until  the  Bill  has  passed  the  second 
reading,  because  Amendments  cannot 
be  put  down  until  this  stage  has  been 
agreed  to.  If  my  hon.  Friend  will  give 
a  fortnight,   or  some  such  reasonable 

Sir  John  St.  Aubt/n 


time,  for  the  consideration  of  the  Amend* 
ments,  1  will  take  care  that  the  Govern- 
ment will  consider  them  well  before  the 
Committee  stage. 

Mr.  conybeare  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  Under  the  circumstances,  I  am 
willing  to  withdraw  my  Motion,  re- 
serving to  myself  the  right  to  offer  what- 
ever opposition  I  think  right  on  a  future 
occasion.  Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  a 
word  of  explanation  in  respect  of  what 
my  hon.  Friend  (Sir  John  St.  Aubyn) 
has  said,  and  it  is  that  I  know  of  one 
place — St.  Just — in  his  constituency  the 
miners  of  which  are  of  the  same  mind 
in  regard  to  the  Bill  as  the  miners  in  my 
constituency. 

Mr.  JOHN  WILSON  (Durham, 
Houghton-le-Spring) :  I  should  like  to 
know  whether,  if  the  Bill  is  read  a 
second  time,  it  will  be  competent  in 
Committee  to  move  that  the  general 
principle  of  the  measure  should  apply 
to  the  whole  of  the  country  ?  There  are 
many  of  us  who  think  that  whatever 
good  there  is  in  the  Bill  in  the  interest 
of  miners  ought  to  apply  to  the  country 
generally,  and  not  only  to  the  counties 
of  Cornwall  and  Devon.  If  it  be  com- 
petent to  move  that  the  operation  of  the 
Bill  be  extended,  we  should  all  the  more 
readily  agree  to  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  speaker  :  It  is  quite  compe- 
tent for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  make 
such  a  Motion  at  a  subsequent  stage. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  My 
Colleagues  and  myself  are  not  very 
much  interested  in  this  Bill,  because 
there  are  very  few  miners  in  our  coun- 
try; but  we  consider  that  in  a  matter 
like  this  we  should  be  guided  by  the 
wishes  of  the  Representatives  of  the 
mining  districts.  The  Bill  was  intro- 
duced and  read  a  first  time  when  our 
minds  were  occupied  by  other  and  more 
serious  matters.  We  now  find,  however, 
that  some  of  the  Representatives  of  the 
mining  population  wish  to  have  ^e 
principle  of  the  Bill  extended  to  the 
whole  of  the  country.  It  is  possible  we 
may  wish  such  an  extension  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  few  miners  of  Ireland.  We 
would  not,  however,  oppose  the  second 
reading  now  if  we  received  from  the 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  John  St.  Aubyn)  who 
has  moved  the  second  reading  an  inti- 
mation of  his  intention  to  fix  a  reason- 
ably long  interval  between  this  and 
Committee,  say,  at  least,  a  fortnight* 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 


uigiiized  by 


Googl( 


1626    Mining  Zeasfis  (Cornwall    {May  20,  1886} 


and  Devon)  Bill  1626 


Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  read  a  second  time. 

SiE  JOHN  St.  AUBYN  (ComwaU.  W., 
St.  Ives) :  I  propose  to  take  the  Oom- 
mittee  stage  upon  Thursday  the  drd  of 
June. 

Me.  TOMLINSON  (Preston):  Per- 
haps, upon  this  Motion,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  (Mr. 
Ohilders)  may  be  inclined  to  answer  the 
question  I  put  to  the  Government. 

The  SEOEETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Ohildbbs)  (Edinburgh,  8.) :  I  do  not 
know  whether  I  should  be  quite  in  Order, 
but,  if  so,  I  would  simply  say  we  think 
that  the  stannary  sys^m  should  continue 
to  apply  to  miners  in  Oomwall. 

Bill  eommitted  for  Thursday  drd  June. 

MINING  LEASES  (CORNWALL  AND 
DEVON)  BILL.— [Bill  204.] 
{Sir  John  8t,  Aubyn^  Mr,  Oourtnty,  Viseount 
JSbringUn,  Mr,  Biekford  -  Smith,  Mr,  Seale^ 
Maym,) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Sib  JOHN  St.  AUBYN  (Oomwall,  W.. 
St.  Ives) :  I  beg  to  move  that  this  Bill 
be  now  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Sir  John  St,  Auhyn,) 

Mb.  OONYBEAEE  (Oomwall,  0am- 
bome) :  I  have  a  much  stronger  objec- 
tion to  this  Bill  than  I  had  to  the  last. 
The  Bill  does  not  deal,  I  think,  with  a 
single  one  of  the  great  grievances  we  in 
Oomwall  complain  of.  The  public  of 
Cornwall  are  in  favour  of  a  far  more 
direct  and  stringent  reform  of  the  laws 
relating  to  mining  leases  than  anything 
contained  in  this  measure.  This  mea- 
sure has  been  condemned  by  the  public 
opinion  of  the  county  as  inadequate  and 
useless  to  remedy  the  evils  which  are 
complained  of.  The  people  of  Oomwall, 
taken  as  a  body,  are  in  favour  of  the 
establishment  of  a  Mining  Oommission 
tor  the  purpose  of  dealing  with  mining 
questions.  The  china  clay  industry, 
in  particular,  has  been  ostentatiously  ez- 
daded  from  whatever  benefit  this  Bill 
may  give,  and  there  is  a  very  strong 
feeling  against  the  Bill  upon  that  ground 
alone*  The  question  of  dues  upon  profits, 


which  is  really  the  burning  question  in 
connection  with  the  important  mining 
industry  of  Oornwall,  is  not  dealt  with  at 
all  by  this  Bill ;  while  questions  connected 
with  compensation  for  improvements, 
fines,  and  other  matters  of  great  import- 
ance to  the  adventurers  and  others  con- 
cerned in  the  mines  in  Oomwall,  are 
treated  in  the  most  inadeouate  fashion. 
It  is  perfectly  well  known  that  a  measure 
has  been  introduced  in  this  House  to  ex- 
tend to  the  whole  country,  and  to  deal  in 
a  systematic  and  a  thoroughly  reforming 
manner  with  all  the  questions  in  which 
great  interest  is  felt  in  every  mining 
constituency  of  the  coimtry.  The  passing 
of  this  Bill  would  simply  be  used  as  an 
argument  in  favour  of  excluding  Oom- 
wall from  the  benefits  of  the  Mines 
Bill  when  it  comes  to  be  passed  in  a 
future  Session.  This  matter  has  been 
fully  discussed  throughout  Oomwall,  and 
the  feeling  has  been  most  strongly  ex- 
pressed that  while  all  classes  are  anxious 
lor  some  reform  it  would  be  a  very 
great  mistake  to  rush  through  Parlia- 
ment a  very  inefficient  and  inadequate 
reform  this  Session,  thus  depriving, 
possibly,  Oomishmen  of  the  advantages 
of  a  much  more  thorough-going  measure 
of  reform  which  may  come  next  Session, 
or  the  Session  after.  I  am  speaking 
what  is  common  knowledge  in  the  dis- 
trict to  which  I  allude,  when  I  say  that 
this  zeal  on  the  part  of  the  landlords 
and  other  interested  persons  for  a  reform 
of  the  law  regulating  mines  is  perfectly 
new,  and  was  never  exhibited  before  my 
candidature  for  a  seat  in  this  House  last 
year.  Nothing  will  satisfy  them  now 
than  to  rush  through  Parliament  a 
paltry  Bill,  in  order  to  bilk  a  great  mea- 
sure which  practically  meets  the  wishes 
of  all  the  Mining  Eepresentatives  in 
the  House  of  Oommons.  I  have  no 
hesitation  whatever  in  moving  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate  upon  this  Bill, 
as  I  did  upon  the  last,  but  with  this 
difference— that  I  shall  now  press  it  to  a 
division. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Londonderry, 
S.) :  I  beg  to  second  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Oonybeare).  In  my 
judgment,  small  reforms  like  this  pre- 
vent the  passitag  of  larger  ones.  While, 
of  course,  it  is  very  nice  for  hon. 
Gentlemen  above  the  Gangway  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  to  propose  Bills 
of  this  kind,  we  should  have  great  re- 
gard for  the  opinion  of  those  who  really 
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represent  the  working  miners.  Fraoti- 
cally  it  all  amounts  to  this— where  two- 
thirds  of  the  landed  class  in  this  country 
want  to  let  a  mine,  they  can  do  so  in 
spite  of  the  other  one- third.  What 
possible  advantage  does  that  give  to 
the  mining  population  of  the  coimtry  ? 
None  whatever.  What  good  is  done  to 
the  great  mass  of  people  who  want  to 
be  benefited  by  Bills  of  this  class  ?  I 
say  none  whatever.  I  congratulate  the 
hon.  Qentleman  on  his  moderation  in 
not  opposing  the  Bill  by  a  block.  Hon. 
Members  representing  English  consti- 
tuencies make  a  great  mistake  if  they 
suppose  that  because  we  have  not  many 
mines  in  Ireland  we  do  not  take  an  in- 
terest in  this  matter.  We  do  take  great 
interest  in  it,  not  only  on  account  of  our 
own  few  mines,  but  on  accoimt  of  the 
interest  we  take  in  the  mining  popula- 
tion of  this  country,  who  are  displaying 
such  marked  sympathy  with  the  people 
of  Ireland  at  this  time.  We  Irish  Mem- 
bers, however,  have,  perhaps,  no  right 
to  interfere  in  a  discussion  affecting  the 
demands  of  a  place  like  Oomwall ;  still, 
we  feel  it  right  to  point  out  that  these 
petty  reforms,  framed  in  such  a  manner 
as  to  enable  the  Government  to  accept 
them,  often  prevent  much  larger  and 
more  beneficial  measures  being  brought 
forward  and  carried  to  a  successful  issue. 
These  small  measures  receive  the  name 
of  **  reforms,"  which  in  reality  they  are 
not.  They  are  intended  to  make  the 
people  believe  that  something  is  being 
done  for  them.  This  is  only  a  small 
Bill  touching  the  fringe  of  the  question, 
and  that  is  why  hon.  Gentlemen  above 
tiie  Gangway  opposite  accept  it.  We 
think  that  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  are  right  in  offering  opposi- 
tion, and  if  the  hon.  Member  persists  in 
his  Motion  he  will  get  our  support. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Mr,  Conyheare.) 

Sib  JOHN  St.  AUBYN  (Cornwall, 
W.,  St.  Ives) :  If  the  hon.  Member  had 
given  attention  to  the  Bill  he  would  not 
have  said,  as  he  did,  that  the  clause 
which  provides  that  two-thirds  of  the 
landed  class  can  control  the  letting  of 
mines  is  the  only  important  clause  in 
the  Bill.  There  are  other  important 
clauses.     I  would  point  out 

Mb.  CONYBEAEE  :  I  rise  to  Order, 
Mr.  Speaker.  Is  not  the  Question  before 

Mr.  Z  M.  Efiohf 


the  House  the  Motion  for  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate  ?  The  hon.  Member 
has  no  right  to  go  into  the  merits  of  the 
Bill. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  When  the  hon. 
Member  is  out  of  Order  I  shall  stop 
him. 

Sib  JOHN  St.  AUBYN:  I  ask  the 
indulgence  of  the  House  for  a  few 
moments  in  order  to  answer  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  has  just 
sat  down,  and  to  answer  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman below  the  Gangway.  The  latter 
said  the  measure  had  been  universally 
condemned  throughout  the  county  of 
Cornwall,  and  that  he  thought  it  was  a 
landlord's  measure.  He  must  know  that 
it  is  not  a  Bill  drawn  up  and  approved 
solely  by  the  landlords,  but  by  those 
whose  interests 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  now  speaking  to  the  Main  Question, 
and  not  to  the  Motion  for  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  72;  Noes 
69  :  Majority  3.— (Div.  list,  No.  102.) 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY (Londonderry,  8.) : 
What  day  is  the  debate  to  be  put  off  to  ? 

Debate  a^'ourned  till  Thursday  3rd 
June. 

MOTION'S. 


PARLIAMENTARY   ELECTIONS  (IRE- 
LAND) (CLERICAL  INTERFERENCE). 
MOTION  FOR  LEAVE. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposedt 

*'  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 

Srevent  Clerical  interference  before,    at,  and 
uring  a  Parliamentary  Election  in  Ireland."—- 
(Captain  M*Calmont.) 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Londonderry,  S. ) : 
Before  a  Bill  of  this  importance  is 
brought  in  we  should  have  some  expla- 
nation of  its  provisions  from  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  in  charge  of  it.  There 
is  a  Standing  Order  which  says  that 
Bills  dealing — as  I  presume  this  one 
does — with  religion  shall  be  brought  in 
in  Committee.  It  may  be  said,  however, 
that  this  Bill  does  not  interfere  with 
religion,  but  is  only  to  prevent  dergy* 
men  from  interfering  with  elections.  We 
know  nothing  about  any  such  inter- 
ference, and  we  doubt  whether  it  exists. 
After  this*  we  may  ^^y^  BiUft  l^rovght. 
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in  to  prevent  landlords  interfering  with 
elections,  and  then  to  prevent  similar 
interference  on  the  part  of  the  agents  of 
landlords,  and  so  on.  All  these  sub- 
jects are  of  importance,  and  it  is  per- 
fectly monstrous  to  initiate  this  kind  of 
legislation  without  a  word  of  expla- 
nation. I  shall  feel  bound,  therefore, 
to  oppose  the  introduction  of  the  Bill, 
unless  some  explanation  is  given  of  the 
measure. 

Captain  M*CALM0NT  (Antrim,  E.) : 
My  object  in  wishing  to  introduce  this 
BUI  is  simply  to  add  to  the  purity  of 
elections.  I  believe  there  is  a  certain 
amount  of  intimidation  connected  with 
elections  in  Ireland.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  below  the  Gangway 
says  no  information  of  interference  with 
elections  on  the  part  of  clergymen  ex- 
ists ;  and,  if  that  is  so,  it  cannot  be  said 
that  I  am  interfering  with  the  rights  of 
candidates  at  elections.  I  am  merely 
adding  to  the  purity  of  elections  by  this 
measure;  it  would  apply  to  clergymen 
of  all  denominations.  I  venture  to  hope 
that  the  House  will  consent  to  allow  it  to 
be  proceeded  with. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  8.) :  I  am 
afiraid  the  explanation  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  is  hardly  satisfactory. 
I  think  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
oannot  be  aware  that  there  is  in  exist- 
ence a  severe  Act  dealing  with  corrupt 
and  improper  acts  at  elections,  which 
makes  it  penal  for  anyone  to  improperly 
"interfere"  with  an  election.  I  think 
the  introduction  of  a  Bill  of  this  character 
-w^ould  throw  serious  aspersions  on  the 
character  of  the  cler^  of  all  denomi- 
nations, not  only  in  Ireland,  but  over 
the  whole  of  England ;  and  I  think  the 
House  should  hesitate  before  allowing 
Buoh  an  intolerant  measure  as  this  to  be 
brought  in.  I  am  not  aware  that  it  has 
been  proved  in  any  Court  of  Law  that 
during  the  recent  General  Election  con- 
tests were  influenced  or  interfered  with 
by  the  clergy  of  any  denomination ;  and 
I  think  it  would  be  an  unfortunate  state 
of  things  if  we  could  not  pass  through 
the  ordeal  of  a  General  Election  without 
such  a  Bill  as  this.  We  know  that 
through  the  interference  of  the  political 
Party  to  which  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  belongs  we  had  contests  all 
through  Ireland  at  the  last  Election,  a 
great  many  of  them  being  vexatious  and 
unnecessary ;  therefore,  we  may  assume 
tliat  the  object  »ow  in  view  is  to  in- 


crease the  chances  of  these  Gentlemen  of 
being  able  to  find  flaws  in  elections,  so  as 
to  upset  the  return  of  Nationalist  candi- 
dates. This  Bill  extends  only  to  Ire- 
land. We  have,  as  I  say,  in  that  coun- 
try had  no  interference  by  the  clergy 
with  elections  on  the  National,  or  popular 
side.  I  believe,  however,  it  may  be 
said  with  truth  that  there  was  clerical 
interference  on  what  I  may  term  the 
unpopular  side  in  England.  It  is  a 
significant  fact,  therefore,  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  desires  to  impose 
such  stringent  measures  upon  Ireland, 
where  the  doctrines  which  his  political 
Party  hold  are  supported  by  so  few 
members  of  any  form  of  the  Christian 
faith,  whilst  he  would  leave  this  country 
free— a  coimtry  in  which  I  say,  without 
the  slightest  fear  of  contradiction,  there 
was  a  considerable  amount  of  clerical 
interference  at  the  last  Election.  He 
proposes  to  leave  English  Members  to 
the  mercy  of  the  Corrupt  Practices  Act 
alone.  I  think  hon.  Gentlemen  will  not 
be  surprised  if  on  this  occasion  we  desire 
to  secure  for  Ireland  immunity  from  a 
law  which  will  be  a  scandal  and  a  dis- 
grace to  the  Statute  Book.  For  these 
reasons  I  shaU  vote  against  the  Motion 
for  leave  to  introduce  the  Bill.  Another 
point  is  that  whilst  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  is  anxious  to  interfere  with 
Parliamentaiy  elections,  he  does  not 
make  the  slightest  effort  to  interfere 
with  municipsd  and  other  elections.  We 
know  there  are  other  elections  which 
are  not  under  the  Ballot,  and  that  when 
we  proposed  to  prevent  intimidation  or 
interference  with  these  elections  by  pre- 
scribing the  machinery  of  the  Ballot  it 
was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Party 
that  divided  against  the  Bill.  Against 
what  seemed  to  me  the  very  evident 
sense  of  the  House,  they  pressed  the 
matter  to  a  division.  I  do  not  think  this 
Bill  is  a  judicious  one.  It  cannot  be 
judicious  to  detract  from  a  body  of 
clergy  against  whom  nothing  has  been 
proved. 

Mb.  DE  COBAIN  (Belfast,  E.) :  As 
to  extending  the  measure  to  Municipal 
and  Poor  Law  elections,  I  think  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  would  have  no 
objection  to  do  that  in  Committee.  He 
would,  I  believe,  be  prepared  to  extend 
it  to  all  elections.  I  would  advise  him 
to  permit  the  provisions  to  be  extended 
to  all  elections,  because,  certainly,  clerical 
interference  hi^  QxteA^^  to  all  electionsii^ 
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Ireland,  and  has  been  by  no  means  con- 
fined to  Parliamentary  contests. 

Mr.  JOHNS  (Warwick,  Nuneaton) : 
I  beg  to  say  that  we  have  the  Corrupt 
Practices  Act,  which  deals  with  undue 
interference.  I,  therefore,  regard  the 
Bill  as  unnecessary;  and  unless  it  is 
applied  to  England  I  shall  vote  against 
it. 

Question  put,  and  negatived, 

POLICE    FORCES    (REMOVAL   OF 

DISABILITIES)  BILL. 

MOTION     FOB      LEAVE. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for 
the  removal  of  disabilities  of  the  Police  Forces 
to  Vote  at  Parliamentary  Elections  in  Great 
Britain."— (Jfr.  Tottenham.) 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Londonderry, 
8.):  Sir,  the  hon.  Member  for  Win- 
chester (Mr.  Tottenham)  asks  leave  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  remove  the  disabilities 
of  the  police  in  England  in  respect  of 
Parliamentary  Elections;  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  the  Isle  of  Thanet 
(Colonel  King-Harman)  has  given  No- 
tice of  a  similar  Bill  with  regard  to  Ire- 
land, although  a  Bill  of  the  same  nature 
relating  to  the  two  countries  has  already 
been  brought  in  by  another  Member  and 
rejected  by  the  House.  I  ask,  Sir,  whe- 
ther it  is  in  Order  for  these  two  hon. 
Members,  by  bringing  forward  their 
Bills  in  this  way,  to  act  against  the  Eule 
of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  There  is  no  objec- 
tion to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
on  the  ground  of  Order.  The  Bill  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  refers  was  not 
defeated  on  the  Motion  that  it  be  re- 
ferred to  any  Committee;  it  was  upon 
the  Motion  that  it  be  postponed  to  a  very 
distant  day.  Of  course,  it  is  a  matter 
for  the  discretion  of  the  House  whether 
there  should  be  more  than  one  Bill  before 
the  House  dealing  with  the  same  sub- 
ject. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  Sir,  there 
is  a  Bill  before  the  House  on  which  the 
sense  of  the  House  has  been  taken; 
these  Bills  are  supposed  to  do  the  same 
thing.  As  you  say.  Sir,  that  it  lies 
within  the  discretion  of  the  House  to 
grant  or  refuse  the  introduction  of  a  Bill, 
I  think  we  are  entitled  to  ask  the  House 
to  refuse  leave  to  bring  in  this  measure. 
I  point  out  that  it  is  a  great  inconve- 
nience and  annoyance  to  hon.  Members, 

Mr.  D$  Cobain 


after  spending  already  much  time  in 
dealing  with  the  subject  in  one  Bill,  to 
have  two  other  Bills  brought  forward 
precisely  the  same  in  principle,  and  re- 
quiring the  same  amount  of  discussion. 

Mb.  BRUNNBR  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich) :  Sir,  it  was  with  regret  that  I  felt 
myself  compelled  to  vote  for  the  post- 
ponement to  a  far-off  date  of  the  Bill  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
the  Epping  Division  of  Essex  (Sir  Henry 
Selwin-Ibbetson).  I  voted  against  him 
simply  because  he  proposed,  against  the 
wish  of  the  vast  majority  of  Irish  Mem- 
bers, to  enfranchise  the  Boyal  Irish 
Constabulary;  and  I  trust  that  Irish 
Members  will  not  now  oppose  the  giving- 
of  the  vote  to  a  very  deserving  class  of 
men  in  Great  Britain. 

Mb.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny,  S) :  Sir,  I 
am  sure  that  we  on  these  Benches  desire 
to  observe  the  wishes  of  English  Mem- 
bers, especially  of  those  who  support 
us ;  but  I  wish  to  point  out  that  there 
is  a  difficulty  in  allowing  this  Bill 
to  be  introduced  as  a  Bill  for  Great 
Britain,  and  then  finding  that  it  is  to 
be  extended  to  Ireland.  Such  a  trans- 
action would  be  distinctly  opposed  to  the 
law,  and  certainly  to  the  spirit  of  Par- 
liamentary Eules.  As  another  argument 
against  the  introduction  of  the  Bill,  I 
would  point  out  that  there  is  nothing 
in  the  wording  of  the  Bill  to  prevent 
this  being  done  here  or  in  ''another 
place,"  and  so,  practically,  take  the 
consideration  of  this  question  out  of 
our  hands.  We  have  had  such  tactics 
pursued  already  on  this  very  subject; 
and  I  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
just  spoken  to  remember  that  the  last 
Bill  was  introduced  and  permitted  to 
pass  the  second  reading  on  the  clear 
understanding  that  it  would  not  be  ex- 
tended to  Ireland — or  that  the  words 
**and  Ireland"  should  be  struck  out, 
and  the  operation  of  the  Bill  confined  to 
Great  Britain.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
knows  very  well  what  is  the  influence  of 
the  Front  Opposition  Bench  in  ''  another 
place,"  and  what  is  possible  within  the 
Kules  of  Parliamentary  warfare ;  and  I 
regard  the  present  proceeding  as,  per- 
haps, one  of  those  Parliamentary  ma- 
noeuvres which  are  resorted  to  more 
often  than  they  ought  to  be. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  Sir,  I  frankly  confess  that  I 
am  against  the  enfranchisement  of  the 
police  in  England,  Ireland,  and  Wale$% 
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If  there  be  anything  in  the  world  pre- 
judicial to  the  country  I  think  it  would 
be  the  transformation  of  the  Police 
Forces  into  political  bodies.  I  am  a  most 
earnest  admirer  of  the  Institutions  of 
America;  but  I  think  the  manner  in 
which  offices  are  ^iven  in  the  police  for 
political  reasons  is  a  scandal  to  that 
country,  and  I  should  be  very  sorry  to 
see  the  same  principle  in  operation  here. 
We  should  find  hon.  Members  constantly 
getting  up  in  this  House  and  asking  the 
Heads  of  Departments  whether  or  not  it 
is  intended  to  increase  the  salary  of  offi- 
cials in  those  Departments.  I  say  that 
this  is  a  question  which  should  be  left 
entirely  to  the  Heads  of  Departments 
themselves,  who  are  the  only  persons 
who  can  fairly  judge  of  the  amount  of 
remuneration  that  should  be  given  to 
public  officials  ;  but  if  you  introduce  the 
other  principle  you  bring  suspicion  on 
the  working  of  the  Departments  and 
their  internal  management,  and  there- 
fore I  say  that  to  convert  the  Police 
Force  of  Great  Britain  into  a  political 
body  would  be  the  degradation  of  it. 
But  my  opposition  to  the  enfranchise- 
ment of  the  Police  Force  does  not  rest 
on  this  ground  alone.  We  should,  if 
this  Bill  were  passed,  undoubtedly  find 
that  the  Police  Force  would  be  used  for 
Tory  purposes.  [*'No,  no!"]  Why, 
every  Civil  servant  knows  that  extrava- 
gance is  the  cry  of  the  Tory  Party. 
Seeing  that  they  live  on  the  public  funds 
they  have  naturally  a  very  considerable 
interest  in  increasing  the  establishments 
of  the  country.  I  repeat,  that  to  enfran- 
chise the  police  of  any  country,  whether 
of  England,  Ireland,  or  Scotland,  is,  in- 
stead of  making  it  an  impartial  body 
contented  with  the  remuneration  given 
by  the  Authorities,  to  transform  it  into  a 
political  body  which  will  be  using  its 
interest  at  elections  to  get  more  salary. 
If  this  Motion  is  put  I  shall  certainly 
vote  against  it.  I  warn  my  hon.  Friend 
to  be  a  little  on  his  guard  against  so 
astute  a  political  hand  as  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  charge  of  the  Bill.  We  had, 
with  regard  to  the  other  Bill,  pledges 
that  it  would  not  be  extended  to  Ire- 
land; but  it  was  only  by  the  exercise 
of  Parliamentary  adroitness  that  we 
escaped  from  having  the  police  of  Ire- 
land changed  into  a  voting  body.  Exactly 
the  same  course  would  probably  be  pur- 
sued by  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  charge 
of  this  Bill.    I  feel  sure  that  when  the 

VOL,  OOOV.      [thibd  sebies.] 


hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  the  Isle  of 
Thanet  (Colonel  King-Harman)  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Winchester  (Mr.  Tot' 
tenham)  put  down  their  several  Motions 
with  regard  to  the  enfranchisement  of 
the  police  they  were  acting  in  concert, 
and  that  their  object  is  to  get  rid  by 
a  side- wind  of  the  decision  which  this 
House  came  to  14  days  ago — namely, 
that  the  20th  of  August  would  be  quite 
early  enough  to  consider  this  matter 
with  regard  to  both  England  and  Ire- 
land. I  hope  that  this  House  will  show 
its  determination  to  keep  the  Police 
Forces  of  the  country  entirely  as  non- 
political  bodies,  and  confine  their  action 
to  the  preservation  of  law  and  order. 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN  (Kent, 
Isle  of  Thanet) :  Sir,  as  far  as  my  Bill 
is  concerned,  I  may  say  that  it  is  put 
down  without  concert  with  any  hon. 
Member,  and  without  reference  to  any 
other  measure  on  the  Paper.  My  ad- 
vice to  the  hon.  Member  for  Winchester 
(Mr.  Tottenham)  was,  that  he  should 
allow  my  Bill  alone  to  remain  on  the 
Paper ;  and  I  can  assure  the  House,  so 
far  as  my  intention  and  my  action  are 
concerned,  that  I  shall  be  no  party  to 
the  introduction  of  anything  relating  to 
Ireland  into  the  Bill  as  suggested  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway. 
With  regard  to  this  proposal,  I  cannot 
see  why  a  class  as  capable  as  any  in  the 
country  should  not  be  allowed  to  exercise 
the  franchise  in  the  same  way  as  the  rest 
of  Her  Majesty's  subjects. 

Mb.  SEXTON  (Sligo,  S.) :  Sir,  our 
position  with  regard  to  the  Bill  is  this 
— we   desire   that   our   opinion  should 

Prevail  with  reference  to  the  police  of 
reland.  On  the  other  hand,  we  think 
that  the  opinion  of  English  Members 
— especially  those  for  whom  we  have 
high  respect — shoidd  be  allowed  to  pre- 
vail with  respect  to  the  preliminary 
stage  of  the  Bill.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  the  Isle  of  Thanet  (Colonel 
King-Harman)  has,  I  think,  stated  his 
position  with  great  fairness,  and  he  has 
said  that  he  will  be  no  party  to  the 
extension  of  this  Bill  to  Ireland ;  and, 
therefore,  considering  that  the  introduc- 
tion of  a  Bill  does  not  involve  any  assent 
to  its  principle,  but  merely  implies  that 
the  subject  may  be  considered,  I  am  of 
opinion  that  we  may  waive  our  opposi- 
tion in  the  present  instance. 

Motion  agreed  to. 
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Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Tottenham,  Mr.  William  Hart  Dyke, 
Sir  Julian  Goldsmid,  Viscount  Grimston, 
Mr.  Biddulph,  Colonel  King-Harman, 
and  Mr.  By  lands. 

Bill  presented^  and  read  the  first  time. 
[Bill  221.1 

PUBLIC  PARKS  AND  WORKS  (METROPOLIS) 
BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler,  Bill 
for  the  transfer,  to  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  and  the  maintenance  of  certain  Pnblic 
Parks  and  Works  in  the  Metropolis,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler,  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  Mr.  Leveson 
Gower. 

House  adjourned  at  Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF     LORDS, 
Friday,  2Ut  May,  1886. 


MINUTES.]— Public  'Bill%— First  Reading-^ 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  *  (122). 
Committee  —  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on 

Sunday  (Durham)  (69-123). 
Committee— Report — West  Indian    Incumbered 

Estates  •     (116);     British    North    America 

(116). 
J^tfpor^— Companies  Acts  Amendment*  (82). 
Third  Reading — Customs  and  Inland  Hevenue 

(112),  9Jidi  paeaed, 
Phoyisional  Ord£R  Bill^ Committee— Report 

—Local  Government  (Ireland)  (Public  Health 

Act)*  (83). 

IONIAN  BANK  BILL. 
SECOND  READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Head- 
ing read. 

Ifoved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
— {The  Duke  of  Buckingham), 

Lord  SUDELEY  said,  that  the  Trea- 
suryhad  very  strong  objections  to  Clauses 
3  and  4  ;  but  as  the  solicitors  had  given 
an  undertaking  to  withdraw  these  clauses 
they  would  not  oppose  the  second  read- 
ing. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly. 

NATIONAL  PORTRAIT  GALLERY. 
QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

VisooTTNT  HARDINGE,  in  rising  to 
ask  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works, 
Whether  any  decision  had  been  arrived 
at  with  respect  to  a  site  for  the  National 


Portrait  Gallery,  said,   that  in    conse* 
quence  of  the  fire  at  South  Kensington 
in  July  last,  and  repeated  protests  on 
the  part  of  the  Trustees  as  to  the  inse- 
Ijurity  of  the  building,  the  Government 
determined  to  send  the  National  Por- 
traits   to    Bethnal    Green.     This    was 
carried  out  in  August  on  the  under- 
standing that  the  portraits  were  to  re- 
main there  for  two  years.  In  the  autumn 
Mr-   Plunket,  the  then  First  Commis- 
sioner, fixed  upon  a  site  and  prepared 
plans.     Had  he  remained  in  Office,  in 
all    probability    progress    would  have 
been  made  by  this  time.     He  was  suc- 
ceeded by  the  noble  Earl  who  had  lately 
resigned  (the  Earl  of  Morley) ;  and  now 
the  noble  Earl  opposite    (the  Earl  of 
Elgin)  had  taken  his  place.     He  could 
not     see     why,    because     every   three 
months  we  had  a  new  First  Commis- 
sioner, the  question  should  be  hung  up. 
At  the  last  meeting  of  the  Board,  a  re- 
solution was  proposed  by  Mr.  Stanhope, 
and  seconded  by  the  Earl  of  Derby,  that 
no  delay  should  take  place,  and  that  a 
Vote  on  Account  should  be  taken.    This 
was  forwarded  to  the  Treasury,  and  he 
hoped  to  ha^e  a  satisfactory  reply  from 
the  noble  Earl  on  the  subject.     The  site 
was  a  very  good  one ;  it  was  next  to  the 
India  House,  on  the  vacant  space,  which 
was  Crown    property,    so    that    there 
would  be  no  expenditure  on  the  score  of 
site.     The  plans  would  provide  galleries 
lighted  from  the  top,  and  would  extend 
from    King  Street  to  Delahay  Street, 
with  ample  room  for  offices  below,  and 
with  a  handsome  facade  towards  Parlia- 
ment Street.    One  advantage  of  this  site 
would  be  that  when  once  the  Gallery  was 
built  there  was  little  chance  of  the  block 
of  buildings  between  King  Street  and 
Parliament  Street  being  allowed  to  re- 
main.    Under  these  circumstances,  he 
thought  any  further  delay  was    inex' 
cu sable 

The  FIEST  COMMISSIONER  or 
WORKS  (The  Earl  of  Elgin),  in  reply, 
said,  he  regretted  that  he  was  not  in  a 
position  to  give  an  answer  which  the 
noble  Viscount  (Viscount  Hardinge), 
who  had  correctly  stated  the  present 
position  of  the  matter,  would  consider 
satisfactory.  The  First  Commissioner 
was  not  absolutely  a  free  agent.  He 
stood  between  two  parties — the  Trustees, 
who  were  responsible  for  the  custody  of 
the  Collection,  on  the  one  hand ;  and,  on 
the  other,  the  Treasury,  who  had  to  pro- 
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Tide  the  funds  for  any  building.  As 
their  Lordships  were  aware,  the  Na- 
tional Portrait  Gallery  Collection  had 
been  removed  to  the  Bethnal  G-reen 
Museum  for  safety.  As  to  the  future 
permanent  home  for  the  National  Por- 
trait Gallery,  the  Trustees  were  of  opi- 
nion that  a  more  central  site  than  the 
one  which  the  Gallery  had  occupied 
should  be  found;  but,  as  their  Lord- 
ships were  aware,  central  sites  avail- 
able in  London  were  not  very  many 
in  number,  and  were  very  costly ;  and 
that  was  especially  the  case  with  a 
Picture  Gallery,  where  the  necessary 
provision  for  light  made  it  impossible 
to  make  up  for  the  expense  ol  the  sur- 
face by  the  height  of  the  buildings 
erected  thereon.  In  fact,  there  were 
great  difficulties  in  the  way  of  the  erec- 
tion of  a  National  Portrait  Gallery  on  a 
really  central  site,  and  in  a  building 
worthy  of  the  occasion,  unless  it  could 
be  done  as  part  of  a  larger  scheme.  It 
was  true  that  there  were  some  plans 
and  sketches  before  Mr.  Plunket ;  but 
they  were  never  drawn  out  very  much  in 
detail,  and  they  did  not  altogether  stand 
on  Gt)vernment  property,  as  stated  by 
the  noble  Viscount,  but  involved  the 
taking  of  a  considerable  amount  of 
private    property,  for  which  large  ex- 

Eense  would  have  to  be  incurred.  Their 
lOrdships  did  not  discuss  the  details  of 
public  expenditure ;  but  they  must  be 
perfectly  aware  of  the  unprecedented 
demands  now  made  on  the  public  purse, 
and  also  of  the  state  of  trade  and  the 
general  condition  of  the  country.  No  Go- 
vernment ^at  this  moment  would  embark 
on  any  scheme  which  would  involve  the 
expenditure  of  a  large  sum  of  money 
which  could  not  be  provided  out  of  the 
funds  at  their  disposal,  or  at  all  without 
further  taxation.  The  Government  re- 
cognized fully  the  necessities  of  the  case, 
and  were  determined  to  deal  with  it  at 
the  first  opportunity ;  but  they  were 
obliged  to  allow  this  and  other  matters 
to  remain  in  abeyance  until  the  general 
financial  condition  of  the  country  ex- 
hibited some  improvement  or  the  extra- 
ordinary demands  of  the  Services  showed 
some  abatement.  There  was  a  special 
reason  why  he  was  unable,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  plan  to  which  the  noble 
Viscount  had  alluded,  to  give  a  de- 
finite answer,  and  that  was  because 
the  House  of  Commons  had  appointed  a 
Committee  to  investigate  a  plan  already 


approved  for  the  new  Admiralty  and 
War  Office,  though  the  names  of  the 
Members  to  'serve  on  the  Committee 
had  not  yet  been  approved.  He  did 
not  know  whether  they  would  go  into 
the  whole  subject  ;  but,  if  they  did, 
the  question  might  arise  as  to  the  sites 
available  to  the  Government  at  White- 
hall. Therefore,  it  was  impossible  for 
him  to  contemplate  proceeding  with  a 
plan  which  involved  the  disposal  of  any 
of  those  sites  now  available.  He  was 
extremely  sorry  that  he  was  obliged  to 
give  a  reply  which  the  noble  Viscount 
would  not  consider  satisfactory ;  but  the 
Government  recognized  fully  the  neces- 
sity of  providing,  as  soon  as  possible, 
for  the  safe  and  convenient  housing  of 
this  valuable  Collection,  and  it  would  be 
the  duty  of  whoever  was  First  Commis- 
sioner to  bring  the  subject  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Treasury  at  the 
first  opportunity. 

THE  NEW  WAR  OFFICE  AND  ADMI- 
RALTY.-QUESTION. 
In  answer  to  Viscount  Sidmottth, 
The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (The  Earl  of  Elgin)  said,  that 
he  understood  that  a  Vote  had  been 
taken  on  account  in  the  other  House  to 
defray  the  expenses  of  the  demolition  of 
the  buildings  occupying  the  site  on 
which  it  had  been  proposed  to  erect  the 
new  War  Office  and  Admiralty,  but  that 
nothing  would  be  done  beyond  what  was 
absolutely  necessary  until  the  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Commons  appointed  to 
consider  the  subject  should  have  issued 
its  Report. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  ON 

SUNDAY  (DURHAM)  BILL. 

{The  Lord  Biahop  of  Durham,) 

(no.  59.)      COMMITTEE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order). 

Clause  1  (Premises  in  which  intoxi- 
cating liquors  are  sold  to  be  closed  on 
Sunday). 

Viscount  CEANBROOK  drew  atten- 
tion to  the  position  in  which  the  clause 
would  place  members  of  the  North- 
Eastem  Circuit.  His  attention  had  been 
called  to  the  fact  that  that  Circuit  held 
their  mess  dinner  at  one  of  the  hotels  in 
the  city  of  Durham  on  a  Sunday ;  but, 
under  the  operation  of  this  Bill,  if  it 
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were  passed  in  its  present  form,  this 
would  be  prevented— the  Bar  would  be 
prevented  from  having:  their  dinners  on 
Sundays.  He  hoped  that  something 
would  be  done  to  prevent  the  operation 
of  the  Bill  having  this  effect.  The  mess 
usually  provided  their  own  wine;  but 
even  food  could  not  be  supplied  under 
the  Bill.  The  Government,  he  thought, 
should  look  into  this  matter.  No  doubt, 
many  members  of  the  Bar  stayed  at  the 
hotel,  and  they  would  be  all  right ;  but 
three-fourths  of  the  members  of  this  old 
Circuit  were  compelled  to  find  lodgings 
in  the  city,  and  as  they  would  not  be 
hondfide  travellers,  they  certainly  would 
not  be  able  to  get  their  dinners  at  the 
hotel.  He  hoped  that  the  members  of 
this  old  Circuit  would  still  be  given  the 
opportunity  of  meeting  together  and 
would  not  be  inconvenienced  in  this 
matter,  and  that  the  case  would  have 
the  favourable  consideration  of  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  in  charge  of  the  Bill. 

Thb  Earl  of  WEMYSS,  who  had 
given  Notice  to  move  that  the  city  of 
Durham  be  exempted  from  the  operation 
of  the  Bill,  said,  he  desired  for  a  few 
minutes  to  refer  to  a  point  raised  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  (the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor) the  other  evening.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  in  reference  to  the  Peti- 
tion against  the  Bill,  told  them  that 
he  happened  to  take  a  stray  shot  at  it, 
with  the  result  that  his  stray  shot  had 
brought  down  game,  inasmuch  as  he 
held  then  in  his  hand  a  Petition  from  a 
well-known  teetotaller,  asking  that  his 
name  might  be  struck  off  the  Petition, 
as  he  had  been  induced  to  sign  the  Peti- 
tion against  the  Bill  when  he  thought 
that  he  was  signing  for  it.  The  name 
of  the  person  was  stated  to  be  Mr. 
Edward  Close,  of  3,  Paradise  Street, 
Durham.  He  (theEarl  of  Wemyss)  held 
in  his  hand  a  letter  from  this  well- 
known  teetotaller,  a  gentleman  of  the 
mature  age  of  17,  who,  in  the  presence 
of  four  witnesses  whose  names  were  at- 
tached to  the  letter,  said — *^  The  mistake 
was  entirely  my  own,  and  no  attempt 
whatever  was  made  to  deceive  me." 
In  these  circumstances,  he  trusted  that 
tiie  promoters  of  the  Petition  would  be 
held  quite  guiltless  of  any  mala  fides. 
With  regard  to  the  Amendment  of  which 
he  had  given  Notice,  he  intended  not 
only  to  ask  their  Lordships  to  support 
it,  but  he  intended  to  claim  the  votes  of 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of 
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Durham)  and  the  other  occupants  of  tiie 
Episcopal  Bench.  This  he  should  do 
solely  upon  the  grounds  which  had  been 
put  forward  by  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
who  had  charge  of  the  Bill.  The  right 
rev.  Prelate  said — 

"  He  knew  there  was  little  chance  of  their 
carrying  a  general  Bill  dealing  with  the  whole 
country ;  and,  therefore,  he  would  ask  them  to 
deal  exceptionally  with  the  question,  and  he 
urged  that  they  might  well  do  this  where  they 
found  a  county  anxious  and  even  praying 
their  Lordships'  House  to  have  all  puhlic-houses 
closed  on  Sunday." 

Upon  this  principle  he  asked  them 
now  to  exempt  the  city  of  Durham. 
Let  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  have 
the  same  principle  by  which  they  sup- 
ported the  measure  applied  on  the 
other  side.  Let  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late and  his  Friends  apply  their  own 
principle  to  the  city  and  town  of  Dur- 
ham. On  the  second  reading  they  were 
told  that  out  of  16  Members  repre- 
senting the  county  of  Durham  15  were  in 
favour  of  this  measure  and  one  was  not. 
But  who  was  the  one  Member  opposed 
to  it?  The  Member  for  the  City  of 
Durham  (Mr.  Milvain),  and  as  he  pro- 
tested against  the  measure  they  might 
be  sure  that  his  constituency  also  ob- 
jected to  it.  They  were  told  that  Mem- 
bers were  guided  by  the  feelings  of 
their  constituents ;  and  he  had  a  right  to 
assume,  therefore,  upon  the  argument 
of  the  supporters,  that  the  majority  of 
the  inhabitants  of  the  city  of  Durham 
were  opposed  to  the  Bill.  He  did  not 
think  the  right  rev.  Prelate  would 
deny  that  the  inhabitants  of  Durham 
City  had  wholly  repudiated  the  Bill, 
and  would  have  nothing  to  do  with 
it.  But  this  he  could  assure  the  right 
rev.  Prelate — that  a  Petition  was  beings 
promoted  against  the  Bill,  and  he  had 
expected  that  it  would  have  been  in 
time  for  him  to  present  it  that  evening. 
It  had,  however,  been  very  numerously 
signed.  But  if  there  was  any  doubt  on 
this  question,  there  was  more  positive 
evidence  of  the  state  of  feeling.  On 
Monday  last  a  great  mass  meeting  was 
held  in  the  Market  Place  at  Durham  to 
protest  against  it.  There  were  between 
5,000  and  6,000  people  present.  The 
utmost  enthusiasm  prevailed,  and  the 
object  of  the  gathering  was  to  protest 
against  legislation  which  would  sliut  up 
public-houses  on  Sunday.  They  passed 
resolutions  opposed  to  the  Bill  as  a  most 
unwarrantable    interference    with    the 
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rights  of  iodiyidualB,  and  as  promoting 
piecemeal  legislation.  A  rev.  gentle- 
man, whO;  perhaps,  was  chaplain  of 
the  right  rev.  Prelate,  and  some  of  his 
friends,  were  present  at  the  meeting, 
but  were  so  hustled  that  they  were 
compelled  to  take  refuge  in  the  Town 
Hall.  That  was  the  state  of  feeling  on 
the  Monday.  On  the  Tuesday,  not  dis- 
couraged by  what  had  taken  place  on 
the  Monday,  the  supporters  of  the  Bill 
summoned  a  meeting  by  handbill  for 
that  day,  and  from  the  tone  of  those 
handbills  he  was  not  surprised  at  the 
result.  They  certainly  were  not  likely 
to  tend  to  the  peace  of  the  meeting. 
He  would  read  to  the  House  from  the 
published  reports  an  account  of  the  pro- 
ceedings, from  which  their  Lordships 
would  see  that  the  speakers  were  quite 
inaudible,  owing  to  the  noise  and  sing- 
ing that  went  on,  and  that,  finally,  the 
speakers  themselves  were  compelled  to 
beat  a  hasty  retreat  amid  a  shower  of 
rotten  eggs  and  other  unsavoury  articles. 
They  were  told  that  the  chairman  de- 
clared the  resolution  carried;  but  no  one 
beard  it  put  to  the  meeting,  and  if  it 
bad  been  no  one  would  have  known 
what  they  were  asked  to  vote  about. 
The  promoters,  again,  were  compelled 
to  seek  refuge  from  the  hustling  of  the 
crowd.  These  were  the  groimds  upon 
which  he  requested  the  votes  of  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  and  the  other  occu- 
pants of  the  Episcopal  Bench  in  exempt- 
ing the  city  of  Durham  from  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Bill.  The  resolution  which 
the  chairman  of  the  second  meeting  de- 
clared to  be  carried  stated  that  this 
meeting  protested  against  the  exemption 
of  the  city  of  Durham  from  the  provi- 
visions  of  the  Durham  Sunday  Closing 
Bill,  on  the  ground  that  it  was  excep- 
tional legislation  and  an  undue  inter- 
ference with  individual  liberty.  This 
was  the  ground  taken  up  by  all  those  who 
objected  to  the  measure,  and  he  asked  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  to  support  his  Amend- 
ment, which  was  thoroughly  in  accord 
with  the  strong  public  feeling  in  the 
city  of  Durham.  He  asked  them  to 
avoid  the  possibility  of  such  scandals  as 
those  meetings  which  had  taken  place 
in  the  town.  He  was  of  opinion  that 
the  feeling  now  aroused  would  continue 
if  the  Bill  were  passed  and  Durham  not 
exempted  from  its  operation,  because, 
do  whatever  they  would,  they  could  not 
prevent  the  minority — and  there  would 


be  a  large  minority — ^feeling  that  these 
laws  were  unjust  infringements  of  an 
Englishman's  privilege,  and  they  would 
do  their  best  to  avoid  and  prevent  these 
measures  which  were  opposed  to  their 
liberties  and  instincts  being  passed. 
Amendment  moved, 

In  page  1,  Une  11,  after  ("  In,")  insert  ("  all 
parts  of,")  and  after  ("Durham,")  insert 
(•*  except  the  city  of  Durham.") — (The  Earl  of 
JFemyss.) 

The  Earl  of  EAVEN8 WORTH  said, 
he  was  probably  more  closely  interested 
in  the  city  of  Durham  than  any  other 
Peer  present.  He  was  sorry  he  could 
not  support  the  Amendment  of  his  noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Wemyes),  but  that 
he  must  give  his  strongest  opposition  to 
it  on  the  same  ^rounds  as  he  opposed 
the  measure  itself.  He  did  not  believe 
there  was  anything  like  a  unanimous 
feeling  in  the  county  in  favour  of  Sun- 
day closing.  The  principle  of  the  Bill 
had  been  referred  to,  and  he  would  say 
that  his  objections  to  it  were  that  it  was 
exceptional  and  one-sided,  and  that  it 
must  necessarily  create  grievous  ano- 
malies and  much  injustice,  as  it  was  sur- 
rounded by  counties  which  were  not  sub- 
ject to  the  same  legislation.  His  noble 
Friend  desired  to  create  an  anomaly 
within  an  anomaly.  Let  them  look  at 
the  question  of  population.  In  Durham 
there  was  a  population  of  15,000;  the 
population  of  Gateshead  was  nearly 
five  times  that;  and  if  they  exempted 
Durham  how  could  they  help  exempting 
Gbteshead  and  South  Shields,  and  ti^e 
other  large  towns  in  the  county  such  as 
Stockton  and  Darlington  ?  The  Amend- 
ment would  create  an  anomaly  within  an 
anomaly  even  more  grievous  than  the 
anomaly  of  the  exceptional  Bill  itself. 
The  city  of  Durham  had  had  a  very  long 
life,  and  in  its  historical  and  ecclesiastical 
traditions  it  stood  second  to  none  in  the 
Kingdom  ;  and  as  a  magistrate  and  re- 
sident in  the  county,  he  objected  to  the 
city  being  made  a  drinking  centre  of  the 
whole  county.  He  believed  that  opinion 
was  very  much  divided  on  the  subject, 
and  he  showed  that  by  giving  his  vote 
against  the  second  reading.  He  hoped 
that  the  noble  Earl  would  not  receive 
any  large  amount  of  support  on  his 
Amendment.  He  regretted  to  disagree 
with  the  noble  Earl,  because  he  went 
entirely  with  many  of  his  arguments, 
and  detested  the  unnecessary  inter- 
ference with  liberty  of  which  he  had 
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spoken.  He  was  perfectly  convinced 
that  by  that  kind  of  piecemeal  legisla- 
tion they  would  encourage  rather  than 
check  the  very  evil  they  wished  to 
eradicate.  The  people  beyond  its  fron- 
tiers would  go  from  Durham  to  other 
counties,  and  those  counties  would  suffer 
from  increased  Sunday  drinking. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Hersohell)  said,  as  the  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Wemyss)  bad  referred  to 
his  connection  with  Durham,  he  would 
like  to  make  a  few  remarks.  He  ad- 
mitted that  the  opponents  of  the  Bill 
had  brought  forward  strong  arguments ; 
but  strong  arguments  could  also  be  ad- 
duced on  the  other  side.  He  had  never 
sought  to  depreciate  the  strength  of  the 
opposition,  but  was  strongly  of  opinion 
that,  if  the  Bill  passed  at  all,  it  ought 
to  pass  without  any  such  exception  as 
that  proposed  ;  he  would  rather  see  the 
measure  rejected  altogether.  His  noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Wemyss)  said  that 
they  were  dealing  exceptionally  with 
the  county,  and  they  might  as  well  deal 
exceptionally  with  that  portion  of  the 
county.  He  was  not  sure  that  the 
county  would  be  in  an  exceptional  posi- 
tion for  long;  other  counties  would  adopt 
the  measure  if  it  proved,  on  the  whole, 
to  be  advantageous,  as  he  believed  it 
would.  They  might  as  well  propose  to 
exempt  a  single  street.  Exceptions  of 
that  sort  would  be  absolutely  impossible, 
and  would  make  the  measure  ridicu- 
lous. His  noble  Friend  wanted  to  make 
it  ridiculous — he  was  perfectly  aware  of 
that.  An  absolute  and  complete  opposi- 
tion to  the  Bill,  its  entire  destruction, 
would  be  far  better,  and  would  serve  its 
opponents'  ends  better  than  the  Amend- 
ment. He  was  not  prepared  to  admit 
that  the  city  of  Durham  viewed  the  mat- 
ter in  a  different  light  to  other  parts  of 
the  coimty.  His  noble  Friend  said  the 
city  of  Durham  was  opposed  to  the  Bill ; 
if  that  were  so,  it  must  have  changed  its 
views,  for  when  he  declared  that  he  was 
going  to  vote  for  the  Bill  it  elected  him 
by  a  great  majority  to  represent  it.  But 
what  was  the  evidence  of  the  change  ? 
The  public  meetings  had  been  referred 
to.  It  was  a  remarkable  fact  that  there 
were  no  such  meetings  before  the  ques- 
tion cem:ie  before  their  Lordships'  House, 
and  his  noble  Friend  had  denounced  it 
as  an  infringement  of  the  rights  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects.  The  Bill  had  been 
before  the  country  for  years;   it  had 
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passed  through  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  there  were  no  meetings  against  it. 
It  was  not  before  it  had  been  opposed 
in  this  House  and  narrowly  escaped 
defeat  that  such  meetings  were  held. 
What  was  the  origin  of  those  meetings  ? 
Spontaneous  exhibition  of  public  feel- 
ing ?  He  was  not  perfectly  satisfied  of 
that.  Reference  had  been  made  to  a 
Petition  got  up  by  the  Brewers'  Asso- 
ciation, which  said  that  the  effect  of  the 
Bill  would  be  to  diminish  the  drinking 
on  Sunday;  but  it  was  a  little  incon- 
sistent with  the  argument  also  used 
against  the  Bill  that  it  would  not  dimi- 
nish the  consumption  of  drink  at  all, 
but  would  lead  to  drinking  in  another 
form.  Had  not  the  meeting  a  somewhat 
similar  origin?  Knowing  the  inhabi- 
tants of  Durham  as  he  did,  he  declined 
to  accept  the  people  who  received  the 
speakers  with  rotten  eggs,  and  would 
not  hear  them,  as  the  true  representa- 
tives of  the  city.  It  was  not  sudi  people 
whom  he  had  the  honour  of  represent- 
ing, and  when  he  was  the  Representa- 
tive of  the  city  people  did  not  exhibit 
their  sentiments  in  such  a  way  as  that. 
He  declined  to  accept  the  decision  of  that 
meeting  as  the  public  opinion  of  the  city. 
It  was  perfectly  easy  to  get  hundreds 
together.  [The  Earl  of  Wemyss: 
Thousands.]  Thousands  was  easily  said, 
but  he  knew  the  size  of  the  market  place, 
and  he  doubted  very  much  if  there  were 
5,000  or  6,000  people  there.  The  whole 
population  of  the  city  was  only  15,000, 
and,  that  being  so,  the  meeting  might 
be  taken  to  represent  the  minority 
throughout  the  county,  and  not  in  the 
city  alone.  One  could  easily  understand 
how  such  meetings  could  be  got  up,  and 
it  was  not  difiB.oult  to  see  what  the  origin 
of  this  meeting  had  been  from  their  be- 
haviour. A  resolution  was  passed  at 
the  meeting,  and  the  source  from  which 
that  resolution  came  must  be  patent  to 
everybody.  It  was  almost  word  for 
word  taken  from  a  pamphlet  presented  to 
each  Member  of  the  House,  and  issued  by 
the  Liberty  and  PropertyDefence  League, 
of  which  the  noble  Earl  was  so  pro- 
minent a  member.  For  his  own  part, 
he  certainly  would  not  admit  that  this 
meeting  represented  the  views  of  the 
city  of  Durham.  When  one  considered 
that  the  city  had  only  15,000  inhabi- 
tants, and  that  the  population  of  the 
county  was  900,000,  it  was  a  very  strong 
indication  of  the  feeling  with  regard  to 
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the  Billy  and  of  the  favour  with  which 
it  was  received,  that  out  of  a  population 
of  900,000  his  noble  Friend  only  sug- 
gested that  there  were  some  15,000  who 
desired  to  be  exempted  from  its  opera- 
tion. He  trusted  that,  whatever  might 
be  done  on  the  third  reading,  the  Amend- 
ment would  not  be  agreed  to,  and  that 
the  city  of  Durham  would  not  be  ex- 
cepted from  the  action  of  the  Bill. 

LoED  BEAMWELL  said,  the  House 
had  read  the  Bill  a  second  time,  and  con- 
firmed whatever  was  the  principle  of  it ; 
but  he  could  not  understand  the  principle 
under  which  that  part  of  the  country  be- 
tween the  Tees,  the  sea,  and  the  ^ne, 
was  to  have  no  more  drink  sold  on  Sun- 
day within  it.  If  it  was  the  principle 
of  fulfillicg  the  wishes  of  the  majority, 
there  was  no  doubt  that  the  majority  of 
the  inhabitants  of  the  city  were  opposed 
to  the  Bill.  He  had  no  doubt  of  that, 
not  because  of  the  foolish  mob  which 
misbehaved  itself,  although  that  was 
rather  a  reason  why  their  desire  should 
be  granted,  for  who  could  doubt  that 
after  the  debate  yesterday  that  a  little 
lawlessness  was  an  aid  to  legislation. 
That  majority  had  shown  by  its  vote  in 
behalf  of  the  Gentleman  who  repre- 
sented them  in  the  House  of  Commons 
that  they  disapproved  of  the  Bill  for  the 
city.  He  was  in  a  difficulty  in  the 
matter.  He  had  a  letter  from  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  (Mr.  Milvain),  in  which 
he  said — 

*'  I  understand  an  Amendment  is  proposed  to 
exclude  the  city  of  Durham  from  the  operation 
of  this  Bill.  If  so,  I  would  humbly  beg  that  it 
be  not  persisted  in,  for,  while  regretting  the  ad- 
ditional drunkenness  which  must  necessarily 
accrue  on  the  borders  of  Northumberland  and 
Yorkshire,  I  would  not  like  to  see  the  cathedral 
city  the  scene  of  such  drunkenness  if  such 
Amendment  were  carried  into  law." 

That  was  a  very  natural  desire  on  his 
part ;  he  would  like  Durham  drunken- 
ness to  be  spread  fairly  over  the  county. 
His  noble  and  learned  Friend  (the  Lord 
Chancellor)  said  that  the  Petition  had 
been  got  up  by  the  country  brewers,  and 
that  it  did  not  show  that  they  thought 
the  Bill  would  not  put  a  stop  to  drink- 
ing. He  inferred  that  they  did  think  it 
would  put  a  stop  to  the  drinking  of  beer, 
because  gin  and  other  spirits  would  be 
drunk  instead.  Under  all  these  circum- 
Btances,  he  felt  considerable  difficulty  in 
voting  for  the  Amendment  of  his  noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Wemyss).  The 
hon.  Gentleman  who  wrote  to  him  also 


put  in  a  word  for  the  North- Eastern  Cir- 
cuit, that  they  might  not  go  dinnerless 
on  Sunday.  He  was  not  sure  that  they 
were  not  bond  fide  travellers,  but  did  not 
know  what  would  happen  to  them  or  the 
publicans  if  they  opened  the  doors  of 
their  houses.  Perhaps  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  in  his  zeal  for  the  city  of 
Durham  would  also  have  some  conside- 
ration for  the  Circuit  which  he  so  ad- 
mirably and  ably  led  for  some  time. 

The  Bishop  of  DUEHAM  (Dt, 
Liohtfoot)  said,  perhaps  he  could  throw 
a  little  light  on  the  meeting  at  Durham. 
The  population  of  the  city  of  Durham 
was  15,000,  and  there  were  114  places 
for  the  sale  of  intoxicating  drink,  or  one 
to  every  131  of  the  population.  The 
fact,  however,  to  which  he  particularly 
wished  to  call  their  attention,  was  that  64 
of  these  were  within  a  radius  of  a  quarter 
of  a  mile  from  the  market  place,  where 
the  meeting  in  question  was  held.  They 
knew  what  the  effect  was  upon  people  of 
those  beverages  which,  in  deference  to 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  he  would 
not  call  intoxicating  but  fortifying ;  and 
if  the  meeting  had  been  somewhat  un- 
ruly it  was  no  more  than  was  to  be  ex- 
pected. He  protested,  however,  against 
such  behaviour  being  considered  a  type 
of  the  conduct  of  the  good  orderly  peo- 
ple of  Durham ;  and  if  their  behaviour 
was  not  a  type,  why  should  their  opi- 
nions be  taken  to  represent  the  opinions 
of  Durham  ?  The  statistics  all  went  the 
other  way.  Three  years  ago  there  was 
a  house-to-house  canvass,  and  the  result 
was  that  1,449  householders  voted  in 
favour  of  a  Sunday  Closing  Bill,  201  were 
neutral,  and  857  were  blank,  or  not  re- 
turned at  all.  This  day  he  had  presented 
to  their  Lordships  two  Petitions  in  favour 
of  the  measure,  one  of  which  was  signed 
by  the  clergy  of  the  Church  of  England, 
by  Roman  Catholic  clergy,  and  Noncon- 
formists of  divers  denominations.  The 
signatures  represented  every  single 
parish  but  one — in  which  there  was  not 
a  single  public-house — and  every  re- 
ligious denomination.  The  other  Petition 
was  signed  by  1,800  inhabitants  of  Dur- 
ham, and  had  been  got  out  within  the 
last  four  days,  for  it  was  only  late  on 
Saturday  night  that  Durham  awoke 
to  the  fact  that  exceptional  treatment 
was  contemplated  in  its  case.  The 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Wemyss)  had 
claimed  his  vote ;  but  he  had  a  greater 
claim  to  the  vote  of  the  noble  Earl. 
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The  noble  Earl  objected  to  the  Bill  that 
it  was  piecemeal;  he  objected  to  the 
noble  EarFB  Amendment  that  it  was 
atomic.  There  were  seven  or  eight  towns 
in  Durham  the  population  of  which  was 
considerably  larger  than  that  of  the  city 
of  Durham — the  population  of  Sunder- 
land, for  instance,  was  eight  or  nine 
times  as  great — and  he  could  not  see 
on  what  ground  Durham  should  be 
excepted.  He  had  endeavoured,  during 
the  few  days  that  had  elapsed  since  the 
second  reading,  to  find  out  if  he  were 
really  mistaken  when  he  said  that  the 
general  mass  of  working  men  in  the 
county  weie  in  favour  of  the  Bill. 
Through  his  clergy,  who  had  ample 
opportunities  of  learning  the  truth,  evi- 
dence had  been  volunteered  to  him  from 
various  quarters,  and  his  deliberate  con- 
viction was  that  the  great  mass  of  the 
artizans  and  working  men  of  Durham 
were  strongly  in  favour  of  the  Bill. 

The  Earl  of  ONSLOW  said,  he 
voted  with  considerable  diffidence  for 
the  Bill  on  the  second  reading,  and  the 
discussion  which  had  taken  place  to- 
night showed  how  very  difficult  it  was 
for  their  Lordships  sitting  in  London, 
and  unacquainted  with  the  locality,  to 
enter  upon  that  class  of  piecemeal  legis- 
lation. It  was  because  he  thought  a  dis- 
tinct opinion  had  been  expressed  by  the 
inhabitants  of  thecity  of  Durham,  or  a  cer- 
tain proportion  of  them,  that  they  should 
not  have  that  legislation  thrust  upon 
them,  that,  notwithstanding  the  vote  he 
gave  on  the  second  reading,  he  should 
support  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Wemyss). 

The  Bishop  of  LONDON  (Dr. 
Temple)  said,  the  Bill  as  introduced  was 
to  prevent  Sunday  drinking  without  any 
limit  whatever;  but  the  Amendment 
which  the  right  rev.  Prelate  in  charge 
of  the  Bill  (the  Bishop  of  Durham)  had 
put  down  on  the  Paper  would  limit  its 
operation  to  four  years.  That  reduced 
the  Bill  to  an  experiment,  and  hd  ven- 
tured to  suggest  that  if  they  were  to 
try  an  experiment  they  should  do  it 
thoroughly  ;  it  was  no  use  to  try  a  par- 
tial experiment.  If  the  Bill  were  to 
operate  for  four  years  only,  it  was 
absurd  to  spoil  what  they  were  going  to 
do  beforehand.  If  the  city  were  ex- 
empted, and  the  Bill  failed,  the  pro- 
moters would  say  that  that  was  due  to 
the  exemption  of  the  city ;  if  it  succeeded, 
the  opponents  of  the  Bill  would  say  it 
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was  due  to  the  exemption  of  the  city ;  and 
so  there  would  be  no  satisfactory  result 
either  way.  The  proposal  to  throw  the 
Bill  out  on  the  third  reading  was  on  a 
very  different  footing,  and  be  could 
understand  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Wemyss)  asking  their  Lordships  to 
rescind  the  vote  of  the  other  night ;  but 
he  thought  it  would  be  a  great  mistake 
if  they  were  to  legislate  in  the  form  now 
proposed  and  adopt  the  Amendment. 

The  Earl  of  WEMYSS  said,  it  was 
clear,  upon  the  face  even  of  the  sta- 
tistics which  the  right  rev.  Prelate  (the 
Bishop  of  Durham)  had  quoted,  that 
there  was  a  large  minority  whose  rights 
required  protection,  and  he  hoped  they 
would  receive  attention. 

On  Question,  disagreed  to. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Commencement  of  Act). 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  1,  line  18, 
leave  out  from  (*'on")  to  the  end  of 
the  clause,  and  insert — 

"  (The  eleventh  day  of  October  next,  and 
shall,  unless  otherwise  determined  by  Parlia- 
ment, expire  on  the  first  day  of  July  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninety.'')--(rA0 
Lord  Biihop  of  Durham,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Eemaining  Clauses  agreed  to. 

The  Report  of  the  Amendments  to  be 
received  on  Monday  next;  and  Bill  to 
hQ  printed  as  amended.     (No.  123.) 

CUSTOMS  AND  INLAND  REVENUE 
BILL. 

{The  Lord  Sudeley,) 
(no.    112.)      THIED   BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Read- 
ing read. 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3\" 
—{The  Lord  SudeUy,) 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
asked  whether  it  would  be  lawful 
under  this  Bill  for  a  man  who  brewed 
without  having  a  licence  to  give  away 
any  of  the  beer  he  so  brewed  for  domestic 
purposes  ?  Because,  if  so,  it  would  be 
to  establish  a  drinking  shop  in  every 
hamlet,  for  a  return  could  be  made  for 
beer  without  its  being  possible  to  prove 
that  something  in  the  nature  of  payment 
had  been  given.  If  this  clause  meant 
anything,  and  should  have  any  effect, 
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and  come  into  general  operation,  it 
would  reduce  the  Eevenue,  and  cause 
an  outcry  from  the  Licensed  Victuallers, 
and  would  have  to  be  repealed,  and  then 
poor  people  would  8u£Per  by  having  to 
sacrifice  their  brewing  apparatus,  after 
having  been  at  the  expense  of  obtain- 
ing it. 

Lord  BRAMWELL  (in  the  absence 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor)  said,  that  no 
doubt  if  a  man  gave  away  beer  colour- 
ably  he  would  be  committing  a  breach 
of  the  Act.  A  clause  of  the  Bill  pro- 
vided that  in  the  case  of  a  brewer — 

"  Who  shall  be  an  occupier  of  a  house  of  an 
annual  value  not  exceeding  £8,  and  shall  brew 
beer  solely  for  his  own  domestic  use,  no  licence 
shall  be  required/* 

If  a  person  coming  within  the  limits  of 
that  clause  should  give  away  gratui- 
tously the  beer  which  he  brewed  he 
would  not  be  committing  a  breach  of 
the  section;  but  if  he  really  in  truth 
bargained  for  a  return,  then  it  would 
be  open  to  the  authorities  to  say  that 
he  did  not  brew  solely  for  domestic  use, 
but  for  other  purposes,  and  consequently 
he  would  require  a  licence. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  3*  accord- 
ingly, and  paeeed. 

BRITISH  NORTH  AMERICA  BILL. 

(The  Earl  Oranville.) 

(no.    116.)      OOMMITTEB. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order). 

In  reply  to  the  Earl  of  Cabkarvon, 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  COLONIES  (Earl  Granvilt^)  said, 
that  the  Bill  gave  representation  to  cer- 
tian  territories  which  were  not  included 
in  any  Provinces  of  the  Dominion  of 
Canada. 

Bill  reported^  without  Amendment;  and 
to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next. 

GONTAQIOUS    DISEASES   (ANIMALS) 
BILL.      [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Contagious  Diseases 
(Animals)  Act,  1878  —  Was  presented  by  The 
Lord  Premdent;  read  1*.     (No.  122.) 

House  adjourned  at  Six  o'clock, 

to  Monday  next,  a  quarter 

before  Eleren  o  clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday^  2Ut  May^  1886. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  Firet 
Beading  —  Friendly  Societies  Act  (1876) 
Amendment  ♦  [228]. 

First  Reading ^Vuh'^Q  Parks  and  Works  (Me- 
tropolis)* [227]. 

Second  Reading — Government  of  Ireland  [ISl] 
\_Fifth  yight]t  debate  farther  a^'ourned ;  Cot- 
tagers* Allotment  Gardens  [186],  debate  ad- 
joumed, 

Withdrawn^V oMcQ  Forces  Enfranchisement* 
[3]. 

Pkovisional  Order  Bills  —  Ordered  —  First 
Reading ^Local  Government  (Gas)*  [222]; 
Local  Government  (No.  3)*  [223];  Local 
Government  (No.  4)  ♦  [224] ;  Local  Govern- 
ment (County  Divisions)  *  [22d]. 

First  Reading  —  Local  Government  (Ireland) 
(Fermoy)  •  [226]. 

QUESTIONS, 

NAVY  — H.M.S.  "COLLINGWOOD"  — 
BURSTING  OF  THE  43-TON  GUN. 

Captain  PRICE  (Devonport)  asked 
the  Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance, 
Whether  he  has  been  made  aware  of  a 
warning,  stated  by  Colonel  Hope,  V.C. 
to  have  been  given  by  him  to  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  as  to  the  pro- 
bable result  of  firing  the  43-ton  guns 
on  board  the  ColUngwood;  and,  whether, 
considering  the  accurate  knowledge 
which  Colonel  Hope  appears  to  have 
with  regard  to  the  nature  of  these  guns, 
he  will  consider  the  advisability  of 
placing  him  on  the  promised  Committee 
of  Inquiry  as  to  the  causes  of  the  recent 
failure  ? 

Mk.  CARBUTT  (Monmouth,  &c.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  Committee 
of  Inquiry  into  the  cause  of  the  burst- 
ing of  the  43-ton  gun,  which  is  one  of 
our  newest  designs,  is  entirely  and  only 
composed  of  the  Ordnance  Committee 
and  the  Ordnance  Select  Committee; 
whether  the  Ordnance  Committee  is  re- 
sponsible for  the  design  of  this  gun, 
which  was  intended  to  fire  400  lbs.  of 
powder,  but  has  burst  with  a  charge  of 
only  221^  lbs;  and,  whether  he  will 
consider  the  propriety  of  appointing  an 
independent  instead  of  a  Departmental 
Committee,  or  at  least  add  one  member 
who  is  connected  neither  with  the  De- 
partment nor  a  gun  manufacturer  ? 
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The  surveyor  GENERAL  of 
ORDNANCE  (Mr.  Woodall)  (Han- 
ley)  :  Yes,  Sir.  The  letters  addressed 
by  Colonel  Hope  to  the  Admiralty  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber have  been  forwarded  to  the  War 
Office.  The  House  has  been  already 
informed  by  the  Secretar}"-  of  State  for 
War  that  the  inquiry  into  the  causes  of 
the  accident  on  board  the  Collingwood 
has  been  intrusted  to  the  Ordnance 
Committee  with  associated  members  as 
specially  constituted  last  year.  Colonel 
Hope  has  expressed  his  willingness  to 
serve  upon  the  Committee  of  Inquiry ; 
but  it  has  not  been  thought  expedient 
to  reconstruct  the  Committee  for  tiie  pur- 
pose of  including  Colonel  Hope,  though 
he  will  be  invited  to  place  his  views  in 
evidence  before  it,  and  they  will  have 
careful  consideration.  In  reply  to  the 
Question  of  my  hon.  Eriend  the  Member 
for  the  Monmouth  District,  I  have  to 
say  that  the  names  of  the  members  and 
associated  members  of  the  Committee 
were  stated  on  the  17th  instant,  in 
answer  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Great 
Yarmouth  (Sir  Henry  Tyler).  It  is  not, 
as  I  have  explained,  considered  desirable 
to  add  to  the  Committee  ;  but  the  evi- 
dence of  any  competent  witness  who  can 
throw  light  on  the  gun's  failure  will  be 
readily  accepted.  As  to  the  responsi- 
bility of  the  Ordnance  Committee  for 
the  design  of  the  gun,  the  gun  was  de- 
signed before  the  present  Ordnance 
Committee  was  appointed. 

Mr.  CARBUTT  wanted  to  know,  not 
the  names  of  the  Committee,  but  whe- 
ther the  Committee  was  the  Ordnance 
Committee  and  the  Ordnance  Select 
Committee  ;  in  other  words,  whether  the 
same  gentlemen  who  designed  this  gun 
were  to  sit  in  judgment  ? 

Mb.  WOODALL:  No.  The  members 
of  the  Ordnance  Committee  are  not  re- 
sponsible for  the  designing  of  the  gun  ; 
but  it  is  practically  the  same  Committee 
as  reported  on  these  particular  guns 
last  year.  It  is  felt  to  be  respectful  to 
that  Committee  and  expedient  to  ask 
them  to  reconsider  the  whole  subject  in 
the  light  of  the  accident.  The  Secretary 
of  State  will  then  consider  what  course 
it  is  expedient  to  take  on  that  Report. 

Mr.  CARBUTT  :  Who  is  responsible 
for  the  designing  of  these  guns  ? 

Mr.  WOODALL  replied,  that  the  re- 
sponsibility for  the  designs,  no  doubt, 
rested    with    a    former  Committee  on 


Ordnance ;  but  they  were  subsequently 
approved  by  the  Ordnance  Committee 
last  year,  assisted  by  specially  associated 
members  for  the  purpose  of  giving  ad- 
ditional force  and  weight  to  their  re- 
commendations. 

WAK  DEPARTMENT— MANUFACTURE 
OF  GUNS. 

Sir  JOHN  KENNAWAY  (Devon, 
Honiton)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  If  he  has  yet  nominated  the 
promised  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
manufacture  of  Guns ;  and,  if  not,  when 
he  will  do  so  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Campbell- Bannerman)  (Stirling,  &c.): 
No  promise  has  been  made  to  appoint  a 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  manufac- 
ture of  guns;  but,  some  time  ago,  I 
stated  in  the  House  that  it  seemed  to  me 
desirable  to  have  an  inquiry  by  an  inde- 
pendent Committee  into  the  mode  in 
which  the  Manufacturing  Departments 
of  the  Army  are  administered — and  I 
am  now  engaged  in  arranging  for  its 
appointment. 

MINES  REGULATION  ACT— WEIGHTS 
AND  MEASURES. 

Mr.  for  wood  (Lancashire,  Orms- 
kirk)  asked  the  Secretory  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  the  police 
in  the  Ormskirk  Division  of  Lanca!shire, 
to  whom  the  county  authorities  depute 
the  duty  of  inspecting  weights  and  mea- 
sures, have  not  examined  the  weights 
and  scales  used  at  collieries,  by  which 
the  quantity  of  coal  raised  by  miners 
and  their  wages  are  ascertained,  on  the 
ground  that  such  machines  not  being 
for  use  in  sales  to  the  general  public, 
they  do  not  come  within  the  scope  of 
their  duties ;  whether  such  omission  to 
inspect  prevails  in  other  mining  dis- 
tricts ;  and,  will  he  cause  steps  to  be 
taken  to  inform  the  local  authorities 
that  the  weights  and  scales  used  for  the 
purpose  of  ascertaining  colliers'  wages 
are,  by  the  Mines  Regulation  Act, 
placed  under  the  inspection  provided  by 
the  Weights  and  Measures  Act,  in  the 
same  manner  as  weights  and  scales  used 
for  general  purposes  of  sale  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
CiiiLDEBs)  (Edinburgh,  S.):  I  would 
remind  the  hon.  Member,  with  regard 
to  the  first  part  of  his  Question,  that  the 
Weights  and  Measures  Act  is  adminis- 
tered by  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  so  any 
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information  as  to  the  manner  in  which  it 
is  carried  out  would  be  in  the  possession 
of  that  Department,  and  not  of  the 
Home  Office.  I  can  only  say  that  by 
Section  19  of  the  Mines  Act,  1872,  and 
by  the  amending  Bill,  of  which  I  have 
given  Notice,  the  Weights  and  Mea- 
sures Act  is  applied  to  weights  used  at 
collieries  in  the  same  way  as  to  weights 
used  for  the  sale  of  any  article.  If 
there  has  been  any  irregularity  in  the 
administration  of  the  Act  the  proper 
way  would  be  for  the  manager  of  the 
colliery  or  the  check-weigher  to  make 
a  representation  to  the  Inspector  of 
Weights  and  Measures,  who,  as  a  public 
officer,  is  bound  to  give  attention  to  the 
matter. 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY- 
PROMOTION. 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Londonderry,  S.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  it  is  the  fact 
that  Inspector  Cowman,  of  the  Dublin 
Mounted  Metropolitan  Police  is  to  be 
compulsorily  retired  after  thirty  years' 
service ;  can  he  state  how  many  Protes- 
tants and  how  many  Catholics  have  been 
promoted  into  bis  troop  of  twenty  men 
since  Mr.  Harrel  was  made  Commis- 
sioner ;  is  it  the  case  that  a  junior  Ser- 
geant, who  is  a  Protestant,  has^now  been 
f  laced  in  charge  of  the  troop  during 
nspector  Cowman's  absence  over  two 
Catholic  Officers  of  much  longer  stand- 
ing; and,  has  this  junior  Sergeant  been 
drilled  at  the  Boyal  Military  Barracks ; 
and,  was  this  done  with  a  view  to 
making  him  eligible  for  promotion  over 
men  of  twelve  and  eight  years'  longer 
service? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Mobley)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne),  in  reply, 
said,  Inspector  Cowman  had  had  over 
30  years'  service,  and  was  entitled  to  a 
pension  equal  to  full  pay.  He  had  ex- 
pressed his  intention  to  retire  next  Au- 
gust ;  but  Mr.  Harrel,  the  Commissioner 
of  the  Metropolitan  Police,  for  a  very 
obvious  reason,  thought  a  man  being 
under  notice  did  not  conduce  to  his 
authority  in  the  Porce;  and,  having 
regard  to  the  further  fact  that  the  In- 
spector would  not  lose  any  pay  by  im- 
mediate retirement,  intimated  to  him 
that  it  was  expedient  his  resignation 
should  take  place  at  once.  Thereupon 
Cowman  sent  in  his  resignation.  What 
happened  then  was  that  the  Commis- 


sioner appointed  a  Board  of  officers  to 
consider  who  should  be  placed  in  charge 
of 'the  troop.  That  Board  consisted  of 
five  members,  all  of  them  Catholics. 
After  discussing  the  merits  of  every 
man's  service  who  claimed  to  be  con- 
sidered, the  Board  unanimously  recom- 
mended Sergeant  Chase,  the  junior 
sergeant,  who  was  a  Protestant.  In 
this  recommendation  the  Commissioners 
concurred.  Mr.  Harrell  had  informed 
him  (Mr.  Morley)  that  since  he  took 
charge  of  the  Porce  seven  men  had  been 
appointed  to  fill  vacancies  in  the  mounted 
troop  ;  of  them  four  were  Catholics  and 
three  Protestants.  But  Mr.  Harrel 
assured  him  that  he  was  unaware  of  the 
religion  of  any  of  them  until  he  was 
obliged  to  ask  for  the  information  to 
enable  him  to  furnish  an  answer  to  this 
Question. 

Mk.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  give  the  names 
of  the  officers  on  the  Board  ? 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  said,  they 
were  officers  of  the  Force ;  but  the  fact 
remained  that,  being  Catholics,  they 
appointed  this  Protestant. 

BRITISH  COMMERCIAL  INTERESTS 
ABROAD— DIPLOMATIC  AND  CON- 
SULAR REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mb.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  How  many 
British  and  Irish  Chambers  of  Com- 
merce have  responded  to  the  invitations 
he  stated  on  the  8th  of  March  had  been 
issued  by  the  Foreign  Office  to  submit 
suggestions  as  to  the  manner  in  which 
the  services  of  Her  Majesty's  Diplomatic 
and  Consular  Officers  could  be  turned  to 
the  best  advantage  for  the  promotion  of 
British  trade  abroad,  and  the  opening 
up  of  new  markets ;  what  is  the  general 
tenor  of  the  views  expressed ;  if  fresh 
instructions  in  accordance  therewith  have 
been,  or  are  about  to  be,  issued;  and, 
if  the  wishes  of  the  Chambers  of  Com- 
merce in  the  Colonial  and  Indian  domi- 
nions of  the  Empire  will  also  be  sought 
upon  this  subject  of  Imperial  import- 
ance? 

The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  (Mr.  Beyce)  (Aberdeen,  S.) : 
Answers  have  been  already  received  to 
the  Circular  issued  by  the  Foreign  Office 
from  the  Association  of  Chambers  of 
Commerce  of  the  United  Kingdom,  which 
represents  64  Chambers,  and  also  from 
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the  Chambers  of  Manchester  and  Glas- 
gow, and  the  Paris  British  Chamber  of 
Commerce,  as  well  as  from  the  Chamber 
of  Shipping  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
the  Iron  Trade  Association,  and  the  As- 
sociation of  Agncultural  Engineers.  I 
have  more  than  once  stated  in  this 
House  and  elsewhere  that  the  Foreign 
Office  would  be  glad  to  receive  sug- 
gestions from  any  Bodies  or  persons 
who  are  interested  in  the  question.  It 
would  be  impossible  within  the  limits  of 
an  answer  to  sum  up  the  general  tenour 
of  the  views  expressed ;  but  I  may  say 
that  the  whole  subject,  which  is  large 
and  complex,  has  been,  and  is  still,  en- 
gaging the  earnest  attention  of  the  Fo- 
reign Office,  and  it  is  our  hope  shortly 
to  arrive  at  conclusions  on  the  subject 
which  will  meet  the  wishes  of  the  com- 
mercial classes.  The  Foreign  Office  is 
not  in  communication  with  the  Cham- 
bers of  Commerce  of  India  and  the  Colo- 
nies, and  my  hon.  Friend  will,  perhaps, 
address  his  Question  to  those  of  my  Col- 
leagues who  represent  the  Departments 
concerned  with  those  parts  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Dominions. 

Me.  HUTTON  :  Will  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman present  to  the  House  Copies  of 
the  replies  received  ? 

Mr.  BETCE  :  That  is  a  Question  we 
are  still  considering,  and  before  long  I 
hope  to  be  able  to  make  a  statement  on 
the  subject. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— TECHNI- 
CAL INSTRUCTION. 

Sir  BERNHARD  SAMUELSON 
(Oxfordshire,  Banbury)  asked  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  efficient  rudi- 
mentary instruction  in  the  use  of  tools 
for  working  in  wood  and  iron  is  now 
given  in  several  elementary  schools;  and, 
whether  he  will  direct  that  such  instruc- 
tion shall  be  included  in  the  list  of  spe- 
cific subjects  for  which  a  grant  may  be 
earned,  as  recommended  by  the  Royal 
Cbmmission  on  Technical  Instruction  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  Lyon  Playfair)  (Leeds, 
S.) :  In  most  foreign  countries,  and  in 
some  of  the  larger  towns  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  instruqtion  in  the  use  of  tools 
is  given  in  the  higher  elementary  schools. 
But  the  cost  of  the  instruction  in  the  use 
of  tools  has  hitherto  in  this  country  been 
defrayed  out  of  private  sources.  It 
might,  perhaps,  be  possible  to  draw  up 

Mr.  Bryce 


a  curriculum  or  scheme  for  such  instruc- 
tion, so  as  to  bring  it  within  Article  16 
of  the  Code.  StiU,  such  instruction, 
apart  from  practical  work  and  practical 
results,  would  be  comparatively  useless ; 
and  the  existinglnspectors  of  Elementary 
Schools  are  not  fitted  to  examine  in  such 
subjects.  I  am,  therefore,  disposed  to 
think  that  instruction  in  the  use  of  tools, 
which  is,  in  fact,  a  part  of  technical  in- 
struction, would  belong  to  the  Science 
and  Art  Department.  A  Motion  is  be^ 
fore  the  House  as  to  the  extent  to  which 
the  State  will  aid  technical  instruction. 
When  the  House  has  expressed  its  opi- 
nion on  this  subject,  I  will  submit  for 
the  decision  of  Her  Majesty's  (Govern- 
ment the  expediency  of  aiding  elemen- 
tary schools  through  the  Department  of 
Science  and  Art,  because  increased  Votes 
would  be  necessary,  owing  to  the  in- 
creasing favour  which  is  now  shown  to 
this  kind  of  instruction. 

Mr.  p.  MCDONALD  (Sligo,  N.)  asked 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council*  AVhether  he  intends  including 
Ireland  in  his  recommendation  to  the 
Lords  of  the  Treasury  that  grants  be 
made  in  aid  of  buildings  for  local 
Science  and  Art  Schools,  in  accordance 
with  the  Peport  of  Poyal  Commission 
on  Technical  Instruction  ;  and,  whether 
he  is  aware  that  an  effort  is  now  being 
made  in  Dublin  to  establish  there  a 
Central  Technical  School,  but  with  the 
difficulty  that  adequate  funds  are  not 
available  for  the  purpose  ? 

SiE  LYON  PLAYFAIR:  The  re- 
commendation  of  the  Royal  Commission 
on  Technical  Education  in  regard  to 
aid  of  buildings  for  local  Science  and 
Art  Schools  includes  Ireland  as  well  as 
Great  Britain,  and  the  attention  of  the 
Lords  of  the  Treasury  will  be  directed 
to  both.  I  am  aware  that  an  effort  is 
being  made  in  Dublin  to  establish  a 
central  technical  school. 

INLAND  NAVIGATION  AND  DRAINAGE 
(IRELAND)— THE  RIVER 
BANN. 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Londonderry,  8.) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
When  may  the  farmers  of  Derry  and 
Antrim  hope  that  the  navigation  works 
on  the  Bann  will,  in  accordance  with 
the  recommendation  of  the  Eoyal  Com- 
mission, be  so  altered  or  removed  as  to 
put  a  stop  to  the  destructive  flooding 
now  taking  place? 
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The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Hbnky  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  Under  the  existing 
law,  Goyemment  has  no  power  to  take 
any  initiative  in  the  way  of  altering  or 
removing  the  Bann  navigation  works. 
Under  section  29  of  the  Act  19  &  20 
Vict.  c.  62,  it  is  possible  for  five  or  more 
ratepayers  to  move  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
to  enforce  proper  maintenance  on  the 
part  of  the  Navigation  Trustees,  and  in 
Buch  case  the  Treasury  might,  on  the 
aame  being  signified  to  them  by  the 
liOrd  Lieutenant,  direct  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Public  Works  to  execute  the 
necessary  works,  the  expenses  being 
afterwards  recovered  from  the  baronies 
or  townlands  liable  for  the  expenses  of 
the  navigation.  No  such  local  action, 
however,  has  been  taken,  and  therefore 
the  Treasury  cannot  take  any  initiative 
in  the  matter.  I  may  add  that,  as  the 
difficulty  arises  from  the  existence  of 
separate  Drainage  and  Navigation 
Boards  with  conflicting  interests,  the 
Treasury  would  look  with  favour  upon 
a  proposal  to  consolidate  by  legislation 
the  two  Boards,  with  a  view  to  arriving 
at  an  understanding  as  to  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  interests  of  drain- 
age, the  navigation  works  can  be  main- 
tained. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  aware  that  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  had  several  times  been  ap- 
plied to  by  the  farmers  without  obtain- 
ing any  redress? 

Mb.  henry  H.  fowler  said,  he 
had  no  information  as  to  what  Me- 
morials had  been  presented  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  upon  the  subject.  The  Com- 
missioners could  only  act  upon  the  di- 
rection, of  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  He 
would  consider  the  other  matter. 

MERCHANT    SHIPPING  —  WRECK    OF 
THE    BARQUE    "  CART  WELL." 

Db.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  If  it  is 
true  that  the  barque  Cartwell,  of  Glas- 
gow, became  a  total  wreck  on  the  Cork 
Harbour  Rock  on  the  night  of  the  18th 
March  1886 ;  whether  the  rock  is  about 
a  quarter  of  a  mile  from  Roches  Point ; 
whether  a  portion  of  the  crew  of  the 
CartweU  were  rescued  by  the  coastguards 
from  Roches  Point,  and  whether  the 
delay  entailed  by  their  having  to  drag 
their  boat  over  a  rough  rocky  beach, 
there  being  no  boatslip  or  pier,  made 


them  nearly  too  late  to  save  the  lives  of 
the  shipwrecked  sailors;  whether  Roches 
Point  is  largely  made  use  of  by  pilots, 
watermen,  and  fishermen,  who  complain 
constantly  of  the  want  of  a  pier  or  suit- 
able landing  place,  and  whether  the 
Admiralty  will  confer  with  the  Board  of 
Works,  and  assist  in  promoting  the  con- 
struction of  a  pier,  a  boat  harbour,  or  a 
boatslip ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  fifty- 
seven  inhabitants  of  the  coastguard  sta- 
tion are  without  any  fresh  water  in  sum- 
mer except  such  as  can  be  gathered  in 
wet  weather  from  the  roofs  of  the 
houses;  whether  the  Admiralty  will 
endeavour  to  provide  a  remedy  for  this 
want ;  and,  whether  a  Report  from 
the  official  sanitary  officer  dealing  with 
the  subject  can  be  supplied  to  this 
House  ? 

The  civil  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY  (Mr.  R.  W.  Duff)  (BanflFshire) 
(who  rephed):  The  circumstances  of  the 
case  are  very  much  as  stated  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork.  A  portion  of  the  crew 
of  the  barque  CattweU  were  rescued  by 
theCoastguard  from  Roche'sPoint,  which 
is  rather  more  than  a  quarter  of  a  mile 
from  Cork  Harbour  Rock.  They  were 
only  just  in  time,  as  the  boat  with  the 
shipwrecked  men  was  drifting  out  to  sea 
in  a  thick  fog.  Roche's  Point  is  largely 
made  use  of  by  pilot  and  sailing  boats. 
No  complaint  has  been  made  of  the 
want  of  a  pier  or  suitable  landing  place, 
though  no  doubt  such  a  structure  would 
be  of  general  service.  With  regard  to 
the  water  supply,  I  have  nothing  to  add 
to  the  reply  I  gave  to  the  hon.  Member 
on  March  25  last. 

NAVY    (ARMAMENT,    &c.)-THE 
43-TON  GUN. 

Mb.  CARBUTT  (Monmouth,  &c.) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty^ 
What  new  orders  have  been  issued  to 
Captains  of  Ships  since  the  bursting  of 
the  43-ton  gun  ;  and,  whether  it  is  true, 
as  is  reported,  that  the  Captains  of  some 
of  our  Ships  have  received  orders  not  to 
fire  their  guns  unless  in  the  presence  of 
an  enemy  t 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY  (Mr.  Hibbekt)  (Oldham) :  No 
new  orders  have  been  issued  since  the 
Collingwood'  accident  except  to  the 
captain  of  Her  Majesty's  ship  Colossus, 
who  has  been  directed  to  suspend  target 
practice  from  the  4d-ton  guns  of  that 
ship  for  the  present. 
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POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— UNION  AMAL- 
GAMATION. 

Mb.  MABUM  (KUkenny,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  protest  of  the 
Board  of  Guardians  of  the  Union  of 
Urlingford  to  the  proposed  anomalous 
areas  of  the  new  Uaions  sought  to  be 
constituted  in  lieu  of  the  present  ones 
comprising  the  Unions  of  Abbey leix, 
Donaghmore,  Eoscrea,  and  Urlingford, 
upon  the  amalgamation  scheme  sanc- 
tioned by  the  Local  Government  Board  ; 
whether  it  is  not  the  fact  that  the  divi- 
sions of  Kyle  and  Errill,  proposed  to  be 
added  to  Abbeyleix  and  Eoscrea  Unions 
are  a  mean  distance  of  only  some  five 
miles  from  the  Urlingford  Workhouse, 
although  the  distance  of  same  divisions 
ranges  from  twelve  to  sixteen  miles  from 
the  Abbeyleix  and  Eoscrea  Workhouses; 
and,  whether  he  will  cause  a  recon- 
sideration of  the  amalgamation  scheme 
in  these  respects  ? 

The  chief  SECEETAEY  (Mr.  John 
Mobley)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne),  in  reply, 
said,  that  this  matter  required  further 
consideration,  and  they  were  not  yet 
able  to  give  a  final  decision. 

Mb.  sexton  (Sligo,  S.)  asked  whe- 
ther, in  the  present  position  of  the  ques- 
tion of  liocal  Government  in  Ireland,  it 
would  not  be  expedient  to  postpone  this 
measure,  which  was  not  urgent,  which 
was  opposed  by  the  local  ratepayers, 
and  which  was  proposed  by  a  State 
Department  ? 

Mb.  JOHN  MOELEY  said,  that 
whether  the  time  was  long  or  short,  as 
long  as  the  present  arrangement  existed 
it  should  be  carried  out. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  — SCHOOLS 

ON  THE  CONTINENT—MR.  MATTHEW 

ARNOLD'S    REPORT. 

SiB  HENEY  HOLLAND  (Hamp- 
stead)  asked  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council,  Whether  Mr. 
Matthew  Arnold,  who  was  sent  by  the 
Education  Department  to  report  upon 
the  Schools  in  Germany,  and  elsewhere 
on  the  continent,  has  presented  his 
Eeport;  and,  whether  it  can  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  and  distri- 
buted to  Members  before  the  Education 
Vote  is  taken  ? 

Thb  vice  PEESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  Lyon  Playpair)  (Leeds, 


S.) :  Mr.  Arnold's  Eeport  was  received 
yesterday,  and  I  will  lay  it  on  the  Table 
to-night.  There  may  be  a  little  delay  in 
issuing  it.  as  certain  tables  have  not  yet 
been  given  in,  and  the  proofs  have  to  be 
sent  to  the  United  States,  as  Mr.  Arnold 
has  left  England.  I  will  do  my  best  to 
hasten  the  issue  of  the  Eeport,  which  is 
already  in  the  hands  of  the  printers. 

Sir  HENEY  HOLLAND  asked  whe- 
ther the  Eeport  could  not  be  laid  be- 
fore the  House  without  waiting  for  the 
tables  ? 

Sir  LYON  PLAYFAIE  said,  he 
would  consider  that  suggestion. 

SALMON  AND  FRESHWATER  FISH- 
ERIES—TRANSFER TO  THE  BOARD  OF 
TRADE. 

Mr.  POETMAN  (Dorsetshire,  N.) 
asked  the  Parliamentary  Secretary  to 
the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  the  pro- 
posed transfer  of  authority  in  the  matter 
of  salmon  and  freshwater  fisheries  from 
the  Home  Office  to  the  Board  of  Trade 
will  in  any  way  affect  the  status  and 
authority  of  Boards  of  Conservators  in 
England  ? 

The  PEESIDENT  (Mr.  Mxtndeujl) 
(Sheffield,  Brightside)  (who  replied) 
said  :  No,  Sir  ;  the  proposed  transfer  of 
authority  in  the  matter  of  salmon  and 
freshwater  fisheries  from  the  Home 
Office  to  the  Board  of  Trade  will  not  in 
any  way  affect  the  status  and  authority 
of  Boards  of  Conservators  in  England. 

Mr.  POETMAN  asked  whether  the 
Committee  stage  could  be  postponed 
until  after  Whitsuntide  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  replied  in  the 
negative.  It  was  important  that  the 
transfer  should  take  place  as  quickly  as 
possible. 

POLITICAL  DEMONSTRATIONS- 
MILITARY  BANDS. 
Mr.  LABOUOHEEE  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  presence  of  the  band  of  one  of 
Her  Majesty's  Eegiments  of  Ouards  at 
a  meeting  held  on  Wednesday  last  in 
the  Haymarket  Opera  House,  by  the 
**  Grand  Habitation  of  the  Primrose 
League,"  an  Association  which  it  is 
understood  exists  for  party  objects,  and 
at  which  meeting  party  speeches  were 
made  by  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  and 
others;  and,  whether,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  regimental  bands  consist  of 
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enrolled  soldiers,  receiying  pay  and  clad 
in  the  uniform  of  the  regiment  to  which 
they  belong,  he  will  take  steps  to  pre- 
vent henceforward  their  presence  at 
party  demonstrations? 

Mb.  COOTE  (Huntingdon,  8.):  Be- 
fore the  right  hon.  Gentleman  answers 
the  Question,  I  wish  to  ask  him  whether 
his  answer  will  equally  apply  to  bands 
connected  with  Her  Majesty's  Militia 
with  regard  to  attending  political  de- 
monstrations in  the  country  districts  ? 

Sib  HERBERT  MAXWELL  (Wig- 
ton)  :  Before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
answers  the  Question,  perhaps  I  may  be 
allowed  to  ask  him  whether  there  is  a 
notable  precedent  for  the  practice  of 
Militia  bands  attending  political  demon- 
strations ;  and  whether  it  is  not  in  his 
recollection  that  in  1882,  at  a  large 
meeting  of  the  Liberal  Party,  held  in 
the  Westminster  Aquarium,  the  band  of 
Her  Majesty's  Household  Troops  did 
attend? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
GjlMFvklL'Bahkebmjln)  (Stirling,  &c.): 
I  am  not  aware  of  that.  My  memory 
does  not  retain  the  fact.  I  can  only 
answer  the  Question  put  to  me  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton.  In 
answer  to  my  hon.  Friend,  I  have  to 
say  that  the  Queen's  Regulations,  Sec- 
tion VI.,  paragraph  9,  lay  down  that — 

"  Officers,  non-commissioned  officers,  and 
private  soldiers  are  forbidden  to  institute  or 
take  part  in  any  meetings  demonstrations,  or 
processions  for  Party  or  political  purposes,  in 
twrracks,  quarters,  or  camps  or  in  their  vicinity, 
and  never  when  in  uniform.** 

The  Question  of  my  hon.  Friend  only 
appeared  on  the  Paper  this  morning, 
and  I  have  not  been  able  to  ascertain, 
by  communication  with  the  officers  com- 
manding the  Guards  regiments,  whether 
one  of  their  bands  was  present  on  the 
occasion  referred  to.  Assuming,  how- 
eyer,  that  the  fact  is  as  stated,  I  baye 
then  to  inquire  into  the  nature  of  this 
80-oalled  Primrose  League ;  and  I  regret 
to  say  that  I  am  without  any  definite 
information  on  the  subject.  There  is, 
however,  an  organization  in  Ireland 
oaUed  the  Orange  Society,  in  whose  de- 
monstrations it  would  be  most  improper 
and  contrary  to  rule  for  bands  to  take 
part;  and,  if  I  were  to  judge  from  the 
relation  of  the  two  colours,  I  should 
conjecture  that  this  Primrose  League 
was  somewhat  similar  to  the  Orange 
Sodety,  only  more  sickly  and  effeminate 


in  tone.  At  all  events,  if  there  was  any- 
thing political  in  the  meeting  referred 
to,  I  agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  that 
no  band  of  a  regiment  in  the  Queen's 
Service  ought  to  have  attended  it. 

NAVY  —  CONTRACTS  FOR  CRUISERS 
WITH  PRIVATE  BUILDERS. 

Mb.  jacks  (Leith,  &c.)  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  two  war  ships  ordered  in 
Belfast,  If  he  would  inform  the  House 
if  at  the  time  these  orders  were  given 
there  were  many  builders,  experienced 
in  the  building  of  war  snips,  ready  to 
tender  for  the  ships  in  question  and 
build  them  under  contract ;  if  the 
builders  to  whom  the  contract  was  given 
have  had  experience  in  the  building  of 
modem  war  ships ;  if  the  Government, 
before  giving  the  order  or  since,  had  or 
have  compared  the  cost  of  merchant 
ships  built  without  contract  by  this  firm 
with  the  cost  of  similar  merchant  ships 
built  by  other  builders  under  contract ; 
if  the  Government  have  any  undertaking 
that  these  two  vessels  will  not  exceed 
a  certain  maximum  sum ;  and,  how  this 
sum  compares  with  the  tenders  of  other 
builders ;  or,  in  the  absence  of  such  an 
undertaking,  if  the  Government  has 
made  any  definite  calculation  or  has  any 
certain  expectation  as  to  what  the  cost 
will  be? 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  Hibbert)  (Oldham):  I 
went  very  fully  into  this  matter  in  the 
answer  I  gave  to  my  hon.  Friend  on  the 
11th  instant.  I  have  only  now  to  add 
that  there  was  considerable  competition 
for  the  construction  of  the  ships  re- 
ferred to.  Messrs.  Harland  and  WolflP 
have  had  experience  in  the  construction 
of  war  vessels,  having  previously  built 
two  such  vessels  for  the  Admiralty.  It 
is  quite  impossible  to  say  whether  the 
arrangements  made  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment with  the  firm  in  question  will  be  a 
success  from  a  financial  point  of  view 
until  the  ships  have  been  actually  com- 
pleted. No  undertaking  has  been  given 
that  their  cost  will  not  exceed  a  certain 
maximum  sum;  but  the  Government 
does  not  anticipate  that  the  result  will 
compare  unfavourably  with  the  cost  of 
similar  vessels  built  by  tender. 

Mr.  jacks  asked  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  any  objection  to 
say  what  consideration  weighed  with  the 
Government  in  inducing  them  to  give 
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the  contracts  to  comparatively  inexpe- 
rienced builders  in  this  class  of  vessel, 
when  experienced  builders  were  quite 
prepared  to  take  the  contract  ? 

Mr.  HIBBEKT  said,  that  this  matter 
was  arranged  by  the  late  Government ; 
but,  so  far  as  he  could  understand  the 
question,  looking  at  the  Papers,  he 
thought  they  were  perfectly  justified  in 
trying  the  experiment  of  building  the 
vessels  upon  the  terms  agreed  upon. 

THE  GOVERNMENT  OF  IRELAND  BILL 
DEBATE. 
Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS- BEACH 
(Bristol,  W.) :  Sir,  I  wish  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Government,  Whether  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  ask  for  a  Vote  on 
Account  on  Monday ;  and,  whether  the 
report  which  has  reached  me  is  accurate, 
that  it  is  proposed  for  that  purpose  to  place 
Supply  as  the  first  Order  on  Monday, 
instead  of  following  the  general  practice 
of  taking  such  a  Vote  at  a  late  hour  in 
the  evening,  and  thus  avoiding  the  in- 
convenience that  would  attend  the  inter- 
ruption of  the  debate  on  the  Government 
of  Ireland  Bill  ?  I  would  also  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  whether  he  has 
made  any  further  inquiry  as  to  the  pro- 
bable duration  of  the  debate  on  the 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill ;  and,  if  so, 
with  what  result  ?  I  would  venture  to 
repeat  what  I  said  the  other  day,  that 
there  is  every  desire  on  the  part  of  those 
who  sit  in  this  quarter  of  the  House, 
even  at  the  risk  of  sacrificing  their  op- 
portunity of  taking  part  in  that  debate, 
to  assist  the  Government  in  arriving  at 
a  conclusion.  [Laughter  from  the  Home 
Rulers  and  Minieterialiste  and  Opposition 
cheers.]  I  do  not  understand  that  inter- 
ruption, because  I  think  I  am  entitled 
to  put  it  to  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway,  who  are  the  authors  or  sup- 
portersof  this  measure — [Interruption! — 
whether  they  really  think  they  are  thus 
helping  its  future  prospects  ? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Londonderry,  S.) : 
I  would  ask  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  whether 
it  is  in  Order  for  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  in 
asking  a  Question  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, to  address  a  lecture  to  Members  in 
this  part  of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  LABOUCHEEE  (Northampton) : 
I  would  also  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
whether   he  is  aware   that  there  are 
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at  least  70  Members  on  this  side 
of  the  House  who  are  desirous  of  ad- 
dressing the  House  on  this  important 
subject  ? 

The  Marqttess  of  HARTINGTON 
(Lancashire,  Bossendale) :  Before  my 
right  hon.  Friend  answers  the  Questions 
that  have  been  put  to  him,  perhaps  be 
will  allow  me  to  say  that  I  observe  that 
my  right  hon.  Friend  referred  the  other 
day,  in  giving  an  answer  on  this  ques- 
tion, to  the  wish  of  a  very  large  number 
of  Members  who  are  going  to  oppose  the 
Government  measure  to  take  part  in  the 
debate,  and  give  individual  explanations 
as  to  the  course  they  will  pursue.  It  is 
quite  true  that  there  are  several  hon. 
Members  who  intend  to  oppose  this  BiU 
who  have  not  yet  spoken,  and  who  are 
anxious  to  speak,  and  among  them  there 
are  some  whose  speeches  would  be,  by 
general  acknowledgment,  not  the  least 
important  contributions  to  the  debate. 
But,  as  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  ascer- 
tain, there  is  no  such  general  desire  on 
the  part  of  the  hon.  Members  who  in- 
tend to  oppose  the  Bill  to  give  anything 
approaching  individual  explanations  as 
to  the  course  they  are  going  to  take. 
And  I  am  able  to  say  x>ositively  that 
many  hon.  Members  who  would  desire, 
if  they  could  obtain  the  opportunity,  to 
speak,  would,  nevertheless,  be  willing 
to  waive  that  desire  in  case  it  should  be 
found  to  entail  such  a  prolongation  of 
the  debate  as  would  in  their  and  our 
opinion  rather  lead  to  confusing  the 
issue  before  the  House  than  to  eluci- 
dating it.  I  need  not  say  that  I  hare 
not  the  smallest  complaint  to  make  of 
the  course  the  debate  has  hitherto  taken. 
We  propose—TCVw*  of  "  Order !  "] 

Mr.  speaker  :  There  is  no  Ques- 
tion immediately  before  the  House. 
The  noble  Marquess  is  entitled  to  ask  a 
Question  as  to  the  course  of  important 
Business,  but  not  to  go  into  any  argu- 
ment. 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
I  must  ask  the  pardon  of  the  House  for 
having  said  as  much  as  I  have ;  but  I 
thought  that  before  my  right  hon. 
Friend  answered  the  Questions,  it  would 
be  desirable  that  he  should  be  in  pos- 
session of  all  the  information  on  the 
subject. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  CHAMBERLAIN 
( Birmingham ,  W. ) :  Before  my  right  hon . 
Friend  replies,  I  also  should  like  to  say 
one  word  with  reference  to  the  question 


Digitized  by 


Googl( 


1665 


Govef^meni 


{May  21,  1886} 


of  India, 


1666 


raised.  I  have  taken  the  trouble  to  make 

inquiries Q'  Order ! "] 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian) :  I  understand  that 
Questions  are  Questions,  and  that  state- 
ments are  statements.  If  the  statement 
of  my  noble  Friend,  which  was  appa- 
rently to  be  followed  by  a  series  of  other 
statements,  had  been  conveyed  to  me 
before  I  came  to  my  place  to  answer  the 
perfectly  regular  Question  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  I  should  have 
been  very  glad  to  nave  given  it  every 
possible  weight,  and  to  inquire  into  the 
circumstances  of  a  statement  which  is 
quite  at  variance  with  that  which  had 
reached  me  through  the  channels  which 
are  usually  employed  for  making  com- 
munications as  to  the  desire  of  hon. 
Members  to  take  part  in  the  debate.  I 
could  then  have  inquired  into  these  cir- 
cumstances, and  I  could  have  ascer- 
tained and  satisfied  myself  how  the  facts 
stood,  and,  consequently,  have  given 
some  satisfaction  to  my  noble  Friend. 
In  the  same  way,  in  regard  to  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham, nobody  would  be  more  will- 
ing than  I  to  receive  information  upon 
the  subject ;  but  to  receive  statements  of 
that  kind,  and  to  weigh  them  upon  the 
instant  without  any  power  of  communi- 
cation with  those  to  whom  I  look  for  in- 
formation on  the  subject,  and  who  are 
not  in  the  habit  of  giving  me  that  in- 
formation without  some  consideration  of 
what  they  say,  is  a  course  I  do  not  think 
is  either  regular  in  a  Parliamentary 
sense,  or  likely  to  contribute  to  the  satis- 
factory conduct  of  Business.  That  is  a 
frank  explanation  in  reply  to  the  very 
iriuik  statement  the  noble  Marquess  has 
made.  I  can  only  say  that  I  have  no 
reason — I  have  had  no  reason  until  I 
came  down  to  the  House  to-day — to 
modify  in  any  way  the  statement  which 
I  made  on  a  former  night.  After  what 
has  been  said  by  my  noble  Friend — and 
further  information  may,  perhaps,  reach 
me  to  the  same  effect — I  will  certainly 
consider  it  before  the  debate  is  again 
resumed.  That  is,  I  think,  the  utmost 
I  can  do.  I  certainly  cannot  undertake 
to  throw  over  the  information  conveyed 
to  me  without  having  an  opportunity  of 
carefully  comparing  it  with  the  contrary 
information  I  have  received.  So  much 
for  the  debate.    I  will  do  my  best  to  put 

VOL.  OOOY,    [thibd  sbbies.] 


myself  in  a  condition  to  speak  on  the  sub- 
ject on  the  next  day  of  the  debate.  With 
regard  to  the  course  of  Business  on  Mon- 
day, it  will  be  our  duty  to  ask  for  a  Vote 
on  Account,  and  we  shall  take  it  for  the 
shortest  period  that  will  be  at  all  suffi- 
cient to  give  us  the  necessary  amount — 
namely,  for  a  month.  It  will  be  like- 
wise necessary,  with  the  view  of  putting 
the  Military  Departments  in  cash,  to 
take  an  Army  Vote  and  a  Navy  Vote. 
I  am  sorry  to  say  that  it  will  be  our  duty 
to  put  the  Arms  Bill  down  as  the  second 
Order  on  Monday.  Neither  the  Votes 
on  Account  nor  the  Committee  on  the 
Bill,  so  far  as  I  know,  are  likely  to  lead 
to  any  lengthened  debate.  Still,  the 
Committee  stage  is  one  which  we  should 
hardly  like  the  House  to  take  after  half- 
past  12  or  1  in  the  morning.  Our  object 
then  will  be  to  go  forward — without  any 
further  interruption  of  the  course  of  the 
adjourned  debate — with  the  stages  of 
the  Arms  Bill  from  day  to  day,  because 
there  is  no  time  to  lose  if  we  are  to  bring 
the  Bill  into  operation  at  the  time  the  old 
Act  expires.' 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  intend 
that  the  future  stages  of  the  Arms  Bill 
will  have  precedence  over  the  Qt)vem- 
ment  of  Ireland  Bill  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  No;  I 
said  without  further  interruption  of  the 
course  of  the  debate. 

SITTINGS     AND     ADJOURNMENT    OF 
THE    HOUSE-THE    DERBY    DAY. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEEE  (Northampton) : 
I  beg  to  give  Notice  that  on  Tuesday 
next,  at  half-past  4  o'clock,  I  shall  move 
'*That  the  House,  at  its  rising,  do  ad- 
journ until  Thursday." 

GOVERNMENT  OF   INDIA— THE  JOINT 
COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  MAGNI AC  (Bedford,  N.,  Biggies- 
wade)  asked,  Whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  decided  the  course  he 
would  take  in  regard  to  the  appointment 
of  the  Indian  Committee  ? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian),  in  reply,  said, 
that  they  could  not  give  precedence  to 
that  subject  over  the  Arms  Bill ;  but  the 
first  opportunity  would  be  takcQ  afteir- 
wards  to  proceed  with  i^. 
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THE    ESTIMATES— VOTE    ON 
ACCOUNT. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BAETTELOT 
(Sussex,  North- West)  asked,  Which  of 
the  Army  Votes  was  to  be  taken  on 
Monday  P 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell  -  Bantterman) 
(Stirling,  &o.)  said,  the  Vote  for  Food 
would  give  sufficient  money  with  the 
least  controversy,  and  therefore  he. pro- 
posed to  take  that  Vote. 

ORDERS    OF    THE   BAT. 


GOVERNMENT    OP    IRELAND 

BILL.— [Bill  181.] 

{Mr.  Gladstone f  Mr.  Secretary  Childen,  Mr.  John 

Morley,  Mr.  Attorney  General.) 

SECOND  READIKO.     [aDJOURNBD   DEBATE.] 

[fifth  night.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to  Ques* 
tion  [lOth  May],  **That  the  Bill  be  now 
read  a  second  time." 

And  which  Amendment  was,  to  leave 
out  the  word  **  now,"  and  at  tJie  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  ''upon 
this  day  six  months."  —  {The  Marquees 
of  Martington.) 

Question  again  proposed,  ''That  the 
word  *  now '  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion." 

Debate  resumed. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  M'CARTHY  (Long- 
ford,  N.):  Sir,  I  can  well  understand 
that  hon.  Members  opposite  who  are 
anxious  to  "  assist "  the  measure  in  the 
sense  in  which  that  word  was  used  by 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  should  be 
anxious  to  assist  it  by  a  silent  vote.  De- 
spite the  assurance  just  given  by  the 
noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Har- 
tington),  the  Friends  of  the  Bill  can 
congratulate  themselves  upon  the  im- 
proving and  ripening  prospectsof  the  Bill 
within  the  past  few  days.  Those  better- 
ing prospects  have  been  brought  about 
by  some  things  occurring  within  the 
House,  and  by  some  things  occurring 
outside  the  House.  I  think  that  the 
lengthened  debate  which  we  have  al^ 
ready  had  in  this  House  has  done  some 
good.  I  have  no  intention  of  referring 
to  any  of  the  points  of  last  night's 
debate^  though  thej  are  not  unimpor- 


tant ;  but  it  is  well  that  the  Home  of 
Commons  should  have  a  practical  illus- 
tration of  the  extent  to  which  sectarian 
hatred  and  the  long-existing  spirit  of 
ascendancy,  bitterness,  and  anger  and 
passion  in  the  North  of  Ireland  depend 
upon  the  patronage  and  support  of  men 
in  England.  On  that  ground  I  am  dis- 
posed to  be  glad  that  we  heard  some 
extraordinary  Constitutional  doctrines 
preached  lately  in  this  House  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Fadding^n 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill).  I  am  even 
disposed  to  be  glad  of  the  warlike  state- 
ment made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ecclescdl  (Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett),  who 
told  us  that  he  has  not  only  the  honour 
to  be  a  Member  of  this  House,  but  is 
also  a  full  private  in  a  regiment  of 
Militia.  But  some  events  that  have 
taken  place  and  some  words  used  out- 
side the  walls  of  this  House  have  also 
done  much  good  in  bringing  about  im- 
proved prospects  for  this  great  measure. 
I  should  like  to  refer  especially  to  one  or 
two  remarkable  speeches  made  within 
the  last  week.  At  one  time  it  appeared 
to  me  as  if  a  single  speech  made  by  the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury  was  likely  to 
prove  the  most  powerful  agent  yet  de- 
vised for  bringing  about  the  success  of 
this  great  measure.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess made  a  speech  so  full  of  passion 
and  rancour — he  endeavoured  to  revive 
the  worst  of  the  old  No-Popery  spirit — 
he  spoke  with  a  violence,  energy,  and 
bitterness  that  certainly  did  not  become 
one  in  his  position.  He  appealed  in 
words  of  admonition  to  the  opponents  of 
the  measure  to  "  sharpen  their  swords." 
Of  course,  he  ouly  spoke  in  the  language 
of  metaphor ;  still,  at  a  time  like  the 
present — at  a  time  when  even  a  great 
General  and  soldier,  called  upon  to  say 
whether  he  had  or  had  not  used  certain 
significant  expressions,  could  only  an- 
swer that  he  did  not  use  them  in  a  public 
speech — when  we  have  the  bold  declara- 
tion of  our  own  MUee  Glorioeus  of  the 
Militia  regiment,  I  do  not  think  it  is 
well  for  any  great  English  statesman  to 
dabble  too  much  in  perilous  metaphor. 
I  could  not  help  thinking  that  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone) had  a  chance  of  meeting  the  noble 
Lord  on  some  platform  he  might  well 
address  to  him  the  words  of  Shakespeare 
in  King  John  addressed  by  Faulcon- 
bridge  to  another  Salisbury-. 
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**  SaHsbnry  ....  put  up  your  sword  betime  ; 
Or  I'll  80  maul  yoa  and  your  toasting-iron 
That  you  shall  think  the  devil  is  come  from 
heU." 

I  trust  Lord  Salisbury  will  put  up  his 
toasting-iron,  and  not  flourish  it  any 
longer  during  the  remainder  of  this  con- 
troversy. But  I  am  bound  to  say  the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury  made  a  second 
speech  in  which,  having,  as  it  were, 
sheathed  the  ''toasting-iron,"  he  went 
on  to  contribute  something  more  sub- 
stantial to  the  discussion.  Yes ;  he  did  at 
last  propose  a  programme  for  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland ;  and  we  would  do  him 
wrong  if  we  did  not  admit  that  the  noble 
Marquess  did  see  his  way  to  a  pro- 
gramme, and  confess  that  if  he  should 
succeed  in  turning  out  Her  Majesty's 
Ministry,  he,  at  least,  knows  what  to  do 
when  he  comes  into  their  place.  I  invite 
the  House  to  listen  to  the  clear  and  pre- 
cise statement  of  the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury's plan  for  the  government  of  Ire- 
land. There  is,  of  course,  to  be  coercion. 
That  he  now  admits.  At  first  he  did 
not  pro{)08e  coercion — now,  however,  he 
admits  it  must  be;  but  not  that  only. 
Here  is  what  he  proposes  to  do  for  Ire- 
land— what  he  considers  the  duty  of  the 
Conservatives  when  they  come  into 
Office— 

'*  It  is  the  duty/*  he  says,  **  of  the  Government 
in  Ireland  to  devote  its  energies  to  the  ameliora- 
tion of  the  condition  of  the  people,  to  do  all 
they  can  for  the  amelioration,  mond  as  well  as 
material,  to  do  all  that  is  possible  to  stimulate 
their  education  and  increase  their  culture,  to  do 
everything  that  can  be  done  to  make  their  in- 
dustry easy,  to  open  the  paths  of  prosperity  at 
home,  to  facilitate  the  development  of  Uieir 
commerce,  so  that  by  the  action  at  once  of  peace 
and  order  and  moral  advancement,  and  that 
amount  of  prosperity  which  is  secured  by  keep- 
ing off  pinching  want,  they  may  reach  to  the 
level  of  that  happiness  which  in  this  land  it  has 
been  our  privilege  to  enjoy.'' 

Whoever  does  not  at  once  admire  the 
exceeding  definiteness  of  that  plan  must, 
indeed,  be  very  hard  to  please.  One 
criticism  must,  unfortunately,  be  applied 
to  it — that  the  noble  Marquess,  when 
telling  us  he  was  going  to  do  all  these 
things  in  accordance  with  the  highest 
statesmanship,  did  not  give  us  one  hint  or 
suggestion  of  how  he  was  going  to  bring 
them  about,  or  how  he  proposed  even 
to  set  about  establishing  them.  I  was 
reminded  of  something  that  happened 
during  the  lieat  of  the  American  War. 
President  Lincoln  was  waited  upon  by 
a  deputation  —  a  most  consequential 
deputation — who  said  that  they  had  a 
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most  important  programme  to  lay  before 
his  attention.  The  leader  of  the  depu- 
tation said — 

*'  Mr.  President,  our  programme  is  the  settle- 
ment of  this  controversy  on  a  speedy  and  peace- 
ful basis." 

The  President  said — 

*'  Exactly ;  that  is  my  programme,  too,  only 
I  do  not  yet  know  how  to  bring  it  to  accom« 
plishment,  and  you  have  not  told  me  how  it  is 
to  he  done." 

This  is  the  defect  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess's programme;  he  does  not  give 
the  slightest  idea  of  how  to  bring  about 
all  these  magnificent  results  he  tells 
us  it  would  be  his  duty  to  accomplish. 
Therefore,  we  may  say  that,  so  far  as 
any  practical  settlement  of  the  case  is 
concerned,  we  are  still  left  with  the 
old  remedy  of  coercion,  and  the  old 
suggestion  as  to  the  **  sharpening  of 
swords."  Then  another  prominent  figure 
in  this  present  controversy  is  that 
of  the  noble  Marquess  the  Member  for 
Bossendale  (the  Marquess  of  Hart* 
ington).  Now,  I  have  entire  respect 
for  the  position  occupied  by  the  noble 
Marquess.  He  has  never  professed  to 
have  any  sympathy  with  the  National 
claims  of  the  Irish  people ;  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  I  am  bound  to  say  he  has 
always  been  consistent,  and  never  said, 
so  far  as  I  know,  anything  unfair  or  un- 
kindly of  the  Irish  people.  If  there  is 
a  man  in  the  world  who  might  be  ex- 
cused for  cherishing  some  painful  asso- 
ciations with  the  very  name  of  Ireland 
it  is  the  noble  Marquess  ;  and  I  never 
remember  his  saying  anything  unfair  of 
Ireland,  or  even,  I  would  say,  of  the 
National  Party.  Only  he  has  never 
been  in  favour  of  Home  Bule,  but  was 
always  opposed  to  it,  and  is  so  still.  But 
he,  too,  contributes  nothing  towards  the 
settlement  of  the  question.  His  attitude 
has  been  simply  one  of  negation,  saying 
— **I  will  not  do  this;  I  will  not  do 
that;  I  will  not  do  the  other  thing." 
But  he  has  no  suggestion  to  make  on 
his  own  behalf,  or  on  the  part  of  his 
Friends.  We  may,  therefore,  safely 
leave  him  out  of  consideration  when 
seeking  where  to  turn  for  a  settlement 
of  the  question.  So  that  there  is  nothing 
open  but  the  measure  which  the  head 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  proposes. 
There  is,  indeed,  another,  and,  in  some 
respects,  perhaps,  a  more  interesting 
figure  prominent  in  this  controversy. 
Novel  writers  are  said  to  be  fond  of 
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what  is  called  a  "  complex  character." 
I  think  that  in  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
I  am  referring  to  we  have  a  decidedly  com- 
plex character — the  right  hon.  Member 
tor  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamber- 
lain). At  one  time  it  was  well  under- 
stood that  he  had  a  plan  of  his  own. 
I  remember  reading  a  speech  of  the 
late  Lord  Beaconsfield,  then  Mr.  Disraeli, 
delivered  many  years  ago,  and  a  passage 
in  it  struck  me  as  being  not  inappro- 
priate to  the  present  state  of  things.  He 
was  discussing  some  of  Sir  Robert  Peel's 
political  projects ;  at  that  time  he  was 
more  friendly  to  Sir  Robert  Peel  than  he 
afterwards  became.  He  was  speaking 
to  a  Member  who  had  been  a  follower 
of  Sir  Robert  Peel,  but  who  was  falling 
away  somewhat.  This  Member  talked 
to  Mr.  Disraeli  about  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter's policy,  and  suddenly  said — "Oh, 
we  do  not  want  his  plan — what  we  want 
is  Popkin's  plan ; "  and  Mr.  Disraeli 
replied — **Sir,  I  object  to  this  coun- 
try being  convulsed  for  the  sake  of  Pop- 
kin's  plan."  But,  Mr.  Speaker,  we  are 
now  in  the  inconvenient  position  that 
we  have  not  even  Popkin's  plan.  Pop- 
kin's  plan  has  been  withdrawn.  Is  no 
one  prepared  to  come  forward  in  the  place 
of  Popkins?  Surely  we  may  hope 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham will  yet  bring  something  for- 
ward, and  let  us  know  what  he  proposes. 
So  far,  then,  to  use  an  expression  with 
which  we  are  familiar,  the  plan  of  the 
Prime  Minister  ''holds  the  field"  at 
present.  We  are  only  discussing  the 
principle  of  the  measure.  I  am  not 
going  to  say  that  every  one  of  the  details 
has  my  complete  approval,  or  the  ap- 
proval of  those  who  are  found  on  these 
benches;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  we 
must  remember  that  there  never  was 
a  really  great  measure  of  legislation 
brought  into  the  House  that  had  not 
to  undergo  modifications  before  being 
passed  into  law.  I  remember  no  such 
measure  that  did  not  need,  and  that  did 
not  undergo,  amendment  in  point  of 
detail.  Wliy  do  we  accept  this  measure 
— why  do  we  admire  it  ?  It  is  because 
it  is  a  measure  for  the  self-government 
of  Ireland — because,  for  the  first  time 
since  the  Union,  a  great  Minister  and  a 
great  Party  have  raised  the  national  flag 
of  Irish  self-government.  In  that  spirit, 
and  with  that  view,  we  cordially  accept 
the  Bill  which  proposes  to  give  us  a  Par- 
liament on  College  Qreen.     Of  course, 

Ib'.JuttinJIf'Carthi/ 


we  know  just  now  that  there  is  a  very 
strong  and  passionate  desire  growing  up 
amongst  Members  of  this  House  and 
out-of-doors  that  the  Irish  Members 
should  continue  to  retain  their  places 
in  Westminster.  Well,  I  can  only  say 
that  we  feel  proud — not  to  say  vain — 
of  the  extraordinary  position  we  have 
come  to.  It  is  surely  most  delight- 
ful and  flattering  to  us  to  be  told  that 
we  are  the  keystone  of  the  Imperial 
arch.  Yes;  it  now  appears  that  once 
we  are  withdrawn  this  splendid  structure 
falls  to  pieces.  Our  opinion  of  ourselves 
grows  every  day.  We  never  knew  we 
were  such  nice  people  before.  We  never 
knew  in  what  tender  affection  we  were 
held.  We  never  knew  what  pleasant 
company  we  are,  and  what  tears  would 
be  shed  at  our  departure.  So  attached 
are  some  hon.  Members  to  us  that 
they  say  they  will  absolutely  wreck 
the  Bill  if  some  delegation  of  us  is 
not  left  here  to  gladden  them.  Now, 
it  is  curious  that  some  years  ago,  when 
I  first  began  to  write  on  questions 
of  Home  Rule — when  I  wrote  several 
articles  in  a  leading  review  on  the  sub- 
ject— I  always  advocated  the  retention 
of  the  full  number  of  Irish  Members  in 
this  House.  I  was  always  met  by  Eng- 
lish writers  and  Members  of  this  House 
with  the  one  self  -  same  stereotyped 
answer — "We  never  can  allow  you 
Irishmen  to  go  home  and  govern  your- 
self apart  from  us,  and  then  to  come 
over  here  and  take  part  in  governing 
our  Empire."  Over  and  over  again  I 
was  met  with  that  reply,  until  I  began 
to  think  it  was  hopeless  to  endeavour  to 
frame  any  scheme  of  Home  Rule  which 
did  not  involve  the  exclusion  of  the 
Irish  Members,  and  their  relegation  to 
an  Irish  Parliament  in  Dublin.  No 
sooner  did  I  come  round  to  that  state 
of  mind — no  sooner  did  I,  if  I  may 
use  the  now  familiar  expression,  '*  find 
salvation,"  than  I  was  met  by  an  in- 
stant change  in  the  whole  form  and 
style  of  the  criticism  applied  to  that 
same  proposition,  and  I  was  told — 
"We  will  have  no  Home  Rule  un- 
less we  have  every  one  of  you  Irish 
Members,  or  a  large  number  of  you,  to 
take  part  in  the  Business  of  this  House." 
Well,  I  quite  admit  the  force  of  the 
argument  that  in  preparing  a  scheme  of 
federation  it  would  be  better  that  such 
a  course  should  be  adopted;  but  how 
long  are  we  to  wait  ?    Is  Ireland  bottnd 
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to  wait  for  the  making  of  symmetrical 
and  comprehensive  schemes  of  fede- 
ration ?  No  such  scheme  has  come 
within  measurable  distance  of  practical 
politics.  This  House  of  Commons  has 
so  much  weighty  work  to  do  that  it  must 
be  very  long  indeed,  I  fear,  before  it 
could  frame  and  work  out  to  practical 
success  a  broad,  vast  scheme  of  universal 
federation.  But,  Mr.  Speaker,  we  in 
Ireland  cannot  afford  to  wait  for  that 
time.  Our  cause  and  our  grievances  will 
not  bear  the  delay,  and  the  question  has 
reached  a  point  when  its  settlement  is 
imperatively  called  for ;  and  we  say  to 
this  House  that  the  best  thing  to  do  is 
to  form  an  Irish  Parliament  to  begin 
with;  and  if  at  any  time  there  should 
arise  a  demand  for  this  scheme  of  federa- 
tion, and  if  practical  statesmen  work  it 
out,  you  have  the  Irish  Parliament  ready 
to  be  made  a  portion  of  that  scheme.  As 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  South  Londonderry  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy)  said  very  well  in  this  House,  a 
federation  is  a  federation  of  Parliaments ; 
and  if  you  have  an  Irish  Parliament  you 
have,  at  least,  that  one  step  towards  an 
Imperial  federation.  But,  in  the  mean- 
time, we  want  to  do  something.  We  want 
to  bring  back  prosperity,  material  and 
moral,  to  our  country.  "We  think  we 
see  our  way  a  little  more  clearly  to  such 
an  end  than  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury)  appears  to  do  in 
the  programme  he  set  forth.  I  was  very 
much  impressed  by  an  argument  used  at 
an  early  stage  of  this  debate  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whit  bread). 
In  the  course  of  a  singularly  powerful 
and  eloquent  speech  he  impressed  on 
the  House  the  necessity  and  import- 
ance of  leaving  the  Irish  Members  free 
to  do  the  work  of  their  own  country, 
and  that  alone,  for  he  showed  what  im- 
mense— what  terrible — need  we  have  to 
devote  ourselves  with  all  the  energy  in 
our  power  to  bringing  our  country  into 
the  way  of  prosperity.  We  have,  in- 
deed, a  great  and  responsible  work  to 
do.  Think  of  the  number  of  demands 
we  have  made,  unsuccessfully,  to  this 
Parliament  from  year  to  year,  from 
generation  to  generation.  Think  of  the 
number  of  wants  to  be  supplied,  and 
still  left  unsupplied.  Think  of  the  mere 
question  of  national  education— primary, 
XJniversity,  and  technical  education.  We 
want  to  give  our  country  a  measure  of 
education  which  the  Irish  people,  hun- 


gering and  thirsting  as  they  are  for  oul* 
ture,  will  be  able  to  accept  as  an  ample 
and  satisfactory  settlement  of  their  just 
claims.  On  that  point  hon.  Members  of 
this  House  know  there  is  a  considerable 
concurrence  between  Protestants  and 
Catholics  in  Ireland.  There  is  a  large 
number  of  Irish  Protestants  who  object 
to  secular  education  as  much  as  Irish 
Catholics.  As  to  University  education, 
that  is,  of  course,  in  a  most  unsatisfac- 
tory condition  in  Ireland;  and  the  House 
will  well  remember  how  scheme  after 
scheme  on  that  subject  has  been  brought 
forward  in  Parliament ;  how  some  schemes 
were  rejected,  some  accepted,  amended, 
supplemented,  and  none  of  them  going 
near  to  a  satisfactory  reform — ^to  the 
universal  demand  of  the  Irish  people. 
A  scheme  such  as  we  desire  would  be 
settled  in  an  Irisb  Parliament  in  the 
course  of  a  single  Session.  Here  it  will 
come  on  Session  after  Session,  and  re- 
main still imsettled.  The  reason  is  simply 
that  there  is  in  the  English  Parlia- 
ment want  of  time  and  want  of  under- 
standing too.  First  of  all,  you  have 
not  a  proper  understanding  of  the  ques- 
tion ;  and,  next,  you  have  not,  and  can- 
not have,  time  to  deal  with  it  properly. 
You  have  other  things  to  deal  with 
which  appear  to  you,  and  not  unnaturally 
perhaps,  more  pressing ;  and  this  great 
question,  as  it  seems  to  us,  and  as  it  is, 
is  thrust  aside  meanwhile  and  forced 
into  the  background.  There  is  nothing 
we  want  in  Ireland  more  than  a  proper 
and  substantial  system  of  teohnicid  edu- 
cation. Many  of  the  trades  and  manu- 
factures of  Ireland  would  become  pros- 
perous and  vigorous  if  there  was  only 
sufficient  technical  education  in  the 
country.  I  do  not  believe  that  one  of 
the  wants  of  Ireland  is,  as  has  been 
stated,  the  want  of  capital  from  abroad 
of  which  we  hear  so  much.  A  Commit- 
tee sat  upstairs  to  consider  the  subject  of 
Irish  industries,  and  some  of  the  best 
authorities  told  us  that  there  was  in  Ire- 
land itself  capital  enough,  but  the  capital 
wanted  fluidity.  It  was  there;  but  it 
was  lifeless.  That  would  not  long  con- 
tinue if  we  had  an  Irish  Parliament. 
Our  capital  under  a  Home  Bule  Govern- 
ment would  be  induced  to  flow,  for  we 
should  have  industry  and  trade.  We 
would  bring  all  the  resources  of  the 
country  into  play,  as  to  Irish  fisheries, 
piers,  harbours,  canals,  navigation,  roads 
— in  fact,  with  regard  to  almost  every- 
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thing  concerning  the  internal  traffic  and 
Kfe  of  the  country.  *  The  other  day  I 
came  across  a  Beport  by  Dr.  Sullivan, 
President  of  the  Queen's  College,  Cork, 
and  in  that  he  gives  details  as  to 
what  ought  to  be  done,  and  would  be 
done,  as  to  improving  the  manufactur- 
ing industries  of  Ireland.  He  pointed 
out  the  great  want  of  harbours  and 
piers  all  round  the  Coast  for  the  accom- 
modation of  the  fisheries ;  and  he  added 
that  these,  or  anything  like  these,  can- 
not be  provided  satisfactorily  by  the 
petty  jobbing  system  hitherto  adopted. 
He  pointed  out  that  if  a  country  can 
afford  to  construct  a  network  of  water 
way  through  it  without  the  expectation 
of  immediate  profit,  it  will  be  doing  a 
work  that  is  certain  to  be  beneficial  at 
large  to  the  whole  country,  in  the  same 
way  as  a  network  of  roads  is  con- 
structed in  all  civilized  countries,  not 
for  the  benefit  of  the  State,  not  for  the 
benefit  of  individuals,  but  to  facilitate 
the  intercourse  of  the  inhabitants.  The 
same  authority  makes  a  remark  which 
I  commend  to  the  attention  of  certain 
Members  from  TJlster  above  the  Gang- 
way. He  speaks  of  the  neglected  con- 
dition of  Lough  Neagh.     He  says — 

« Lough  Neagh  stands  in  need  of  being 
deepened,  and  of  having  a  few  piers  and  land- 
ing places  erected.  I  do  not  believe  there  is  a 
sheet  of  water  of  the  same  extent  in  all  Europe 
in  so  complete  a  state  of  nature  as  Lough 
Neagh  is." 

That  does  not  speak  so  very  well  for  the 
enormous  energy  of  some  of  the  people 
of  Ulster.  Under  an  Irish  Parliament 
that  reproach,  I  venture  to  say,  would 
not  exist.  I  have  often  been  asked  what 
sort  of  Parliament  I  think  it  is  likely 
we  should  have  in  College  Ghreen — would 
it  be,  one  English  Member  asked,  a 
mere  Parliament  of  politicians  ?  Well, 
I  may  express  my  opinion,  the  opi- 
nion of  one  looking  at  the  subject  for 
many  years  at  something  of  a  distance, 
and  say  emphatically  that  it  will  not  be 
a  Parliament  of  politicians,  but  one  of 
earnest,  energetic,  practical  men,  anxious 
to  restore  the  prosperity  of  their  coun- 
try, and  well  knowing  how  to  set  about 
it.  Sectarianism  or  class  ascendancy 
would  never,  I  believe,  find  a  place  in 
the  debates  of  that  Parliament.  There 
would  be  eloquence,  talent,  and  states- 
manship ;  but  there  would  be  the  hard 
work  of  practical  administration.  Fur- 
ther, I  believe,  and  hope,  and  trust  we 
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would  have  men  of  the  landlord  class 
with  us.  I  trust  we  should  have  some 
even  of  our  Orange  Mends  or  enemies 
working  with  us  cordially.  I  never  care 
to  join  in  any  sweeping  attack  on  the 
Orangemen.  They  have  their  weak- 
nesses— others  of  us  have.  They  speak 
strongly — sometimes  far  too  strongly — 
and  so,  perhaps,  do  others;  but  my 
earliest  political  memories  are  drawn 
from  the  days  of  1848 ;  and  in  those 
days  our  dream  was  to  regenerate  the 
country  by  the  union  of  **  Orange  and 
Qreen."  That  sentiment  was  conveyed 
by  the  refrain  **  Oranee  and  Green  will 
carry  the  day."  I  womd  rather  have  the 
Orangemen  for  friends  than  enemies.  I 
say  that,  however,  without  the  slightest 
fear  of  any  danger  that  can  come 
to  our  Party  or  our  cause  from  the 
serried  ranks  in  ''  the  last  ditch " 
or  the  battle  array.  I  do  not  think 
the  Leaders  mean  much  fight,  and  I 
sincerely  hope  they  do  not  mean  any 
fight.  When  they  cool  down  a  little, 
and  the  battle  does  not  come  ofi*,  and  the 
swords  or  "  toasting  irons"  are  sheathed, 
and  the  revolvers  which  have  been  or- 
dered, we  are  told,  in  such  vast  nombers, 
are  sent  back  to  the  makers,  and  the 
rotten  eggs  which  have  been  ordered 
elsewhere  have  been  buried  in  the  earth, 
the  Orangemen  may  see  that  the  wisest 
thing  is  to  settle  down  with  us,  and  let 
all  '*  take  off  our  coats  "  and  go  to  work 
together  for  the  regeneration  of  our 
common  country.  One  good  thing, 
Mr.  Speaker,  this  debate  has  done — 
it  has  entirely  disposed  of  the  mythical 
Ulster  which  was  believed  in  by  so  , 
many  Englishmen.  We  have  shown 
that  Ulster  is,  by  the  majority  of  its 
population  and  of  its  Bepresentatives, 
a  Nationalist  Province  of  Lreland.  We 
have  heard  over  and  over  agiun  that  the 
Ulster  Members  would  do  ^his  and  that 
Who  are  the  Ulster  Members?  One 
of  them  (Mr.  William  O'Brien)  site  below 
me.  I  presume  he  would  not  vote  for 
the  exclusion  of  Ulster  from  the  Na- 
tional Parliament.  There  are  a  number 
of  Ulster  Members  sitting  around  mo 
who  are  amongst  the  most  advanced 
Members  of  the  Irish  National  Party. 
I  do  not  suppose  they  would  vote  for 
the  exclusion  of  Ubter.  In  fact,  there 
is  nothing  we  could  desire  better  than 
that  this  House  should  by  some  ma- 
chinery take  a  pUhUeite  amongst  the 
population  of  Ulst^,  and   we  should 
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then  soon  see  what  was  left  to  be  said  ! 
for  the  proposal  to  exclude  Ulster  from  i 
the  shelter  of  an  Irish  Parliament.  But  { 
I  believe  that  the  exclusion  of  Ulster 
is  not  a  very  serious  proposition.  If  I 
am  not  mistaken,  it  forms  part  of  the 
proceeding  which  I  ventured  to  liken  to 
I'opkin's  immortal  plan.  I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  anyone  who  proposes  that 
plan  will  get  a  great  many  Members  of 
this  House,  even  amongst  the  Seces- 
sionist Party,  to  "  march  through  Coven- 
try" with  him.  It  has  nothing  to 
commend  it  to  sane  men's  serious  con- 
sideration. I  do  not  think  that  very 
many  hon.  Members  of  this  House,  even 
those  who  now  avow  themselves  Seces- 
sionists, will  follow  any  Leader  of  Seces- 
sion below  the  Gangway  in  support  of 
such  a  proposal.  It  is  possible  that  some 
right  hon.  Gentleman  may  try  to  play  a 
game  of  brag.  There  is  a  legend  told 
about  the  American  War  of  Independ- 
ence. A  certain  heroic  American  came 
in  front  of  a  British  fort  and  called  upon 
the  fort  to  *'  surrender  in  the  name  of 
the  Great  Jehovah  and  of  the  American 
Confederation."  His  bluff  game  of  brag 
was  successful.  The  British  command-, 
ant  pulled  down  his  flag.  It  may  be 
that  some  such  demand  of  surrender  is 
being  made  at  present  to  the  Prime 
Minister  with  the  same  loud  sound  and 
the  same  amount  of  force  behind  it.  But 
the  Prime  Minister  is  a  very  different 
kind  of  man  from  that  English  com- 
mandant, and  I  am  perfectly  satisfied 
he  will  not  be  induced  by  any  bluff  or 
game  of  brag  to  haul  down  his  flag.  I 
strongly  trust  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  listen  to  no  suggestion  for 
any  serious  mutilation  of  his  measure. 
I  strongly  hope  he  will  listen  to  no 
suggestion  about  hanging  up  this  mea- 
sure for  another  year.  I  trust  that  he 
will  do  exactly  what  he  did  in  the  great 
Eeform  struggle  of  1 866,  of  which  he 
was  the  most  prominent  figure.  I  well 
remember  the  peroration  of  that  me- 
morable and  magnificent  speech  with 
which  he  wound  up  one  of  the  great  de- 
bates on  the  Reform  Bill  in  1866.  I  well 
remember  with  what  power  and  elo- 
quence, quoting  from  the  noble  words  of 
Virgil,  he  prophesied  that  an  avenger 
would  soon  arise  from  the  bones  of  those 
who  were  to  perish  on  that  field.  Very 
soon  the  avenger  did  arise,  and,  curiously 
enough,  from  the  quarter  to  which  you 
might  least  have  looked  for  it.   The  Ee- 


form Bill  in  the  following  year  was 
brought  in  by  the  Tory  Party.  If  I 
might  venture  to  be  prophetic  now,  I 
would  say  to  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  avenger  will  surely  rise  from 
the  bones  of  those  who  may  perish  in 
this  fight,  as  well  as  from  the  bones 
of  those  who  perished  in  that  fight. 
Let  him  persevere,  and  let  the  enemies 
of  this  Bill  and  of  Home  Bule  do  their 
worst.  On  them  and  on  their  heads  be 
the  responsibility — the  terrible  respon- 
sibility— for  any  consequences  that  may 
follow.  But  let  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man go  straight  on  to  a  decision.  One 
thing  I  will  say  to  him  with  perfect 
confidence.  I  have  not  been  much  given 
to  pouring  out  language  of  high  com- 
pliment to  him ;  but  I  would  say,  come 
what  wiU,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
secured  Nationsd  self-government  for 
Ireland.  The  Irish  people  feel  that,  and 
know  that,  and  they  will  never  forget  it. 
There  was  a  great  Englishman — another 
great  Englishman — who  stood  up  for 
the  Irish  people,  and  whose  merits  and 
whose  services  were  so  revered  by  them 
that  our  National  poet  Moore  described 
the  Irish  banshee  as  wailing  over  his 
grave.  That  statesman,  I  need  hardly 
say,  was  Mr.  Fox.  Moore  wrote  of  him 
as  of  one 

**  On  whose  burning  tongue 
Truth,  peace,  and  freedom  nung.** 

I  think  the  words  might  well  be  applied 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  would 
urge  on  this  House  the  necessity  for  the 
deepest  consideration  before  they  take 
any  course  which  may  threaten  to  destroy, 
or  even  to  delay,  this  Bill.  I  speak  now 
for  the  principle  of  the  measure.  I  ask 
this  House  to  be  most  careful  and  most 
cautious  how  it  seems  to  stand  between 
the  Irish  people  and  the  establishment 
of  this  great  principle.  Goethe,  in  some 
great  words  translated  by  Carlyle,  ad- 
monishes those  who  hear  him  to  *'  Choose 
well ;  your  choice  is  brief,  but  eternal." 
Now,  I  do  not,  of  course,  believe  that  the 
consequences  of  a  mistaken  choice  in 
this  case  would  be  anything  like  eternal, 
but  they  might  be  painful;  they  might 
be  long-lasting ;  they  might  do  much  to 
destroy  the  feeling  of  hope  and  con- 
fidence and  the  peaceful  desire  for  a 
settlement  which  is  spreading  in  the 
breasts  of  the  Irish  people.  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  trust,  will  per- 
severe. He  has  been  invited,  or  chal- 
lenged, to  go  to  the  country.     By  all 
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means,  if  it  be  necessary,  let  us  go  to 
the  country,  and  ask  the  English  people 
and  the  Scotch  people  what  they  think 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  of  the 
cause  he  now  has  at  heart.  Let  us  fight 
the  battle  here  first — let  our  enemies  do 
all  they  can  to  injure  and  destroy  the 
Bill.  If  they  do  destroy  it,  then  let 
Parliament  be  dissolved — ^let  us  go  to 
the  country,  and,  in  the  good  old  phrase 
which  used  to  precede  the  ordeal  by 
battle,  '*  Gk)d  show  the  right." 

Mr.  FINLAY  (Inverness,  &c.)  said, 
he  desired  to  crave  the  indulgence  of 
the  House  while  he  very  shortly  stated 
the  reasons  for  the  vote  he  proposed  to 
give  on  the  second  reading  of  that  mea- 
sure. He  was  sure  he  expressed  the  sense 
of  every  hon.  Gentleman  present  when 
he  said  that  they  had  been  all  struck 
by  the  fairness  and  moderation  of  the 
speech  made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down.  It  had  been  a  plea- 
sure to  him  to  hear  it,  and  it  had  been  a 
pleasure  to  read  almost  everything  he 
tad  written.  He  could  assure  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  hon.  Members  in  all 
parts  of  the  House  were  animated  by  a 
desire  to  do  justice  to  Ireland  not  less 
ardent  than  that  which  burned  in  his 
own  bosom,  and  that  the  only  difiference 
between  them  was  as  to  the  choice  of 
the  means  best  calculated  to  effect  that 
end.  It  must  be  matter  of  great  con- 
cern to  any  Liberal,  and,  above  all,  any 
Scotch  Liberal,  to  find  himself  imable  to 
agree  in  any  line  of  policy  propounded 
ly  the  present  Prime  Minister.  He  did 
not  believe  that  anything  could  happen 
that  would  destroy  in  Scotland  the  per- 
sonal attachment  felt  by  the  people  of 
that  country  for  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. But  political  allegiance  even  to 
the  greatest  of  Party  Leaders  had  its 
limits.  And  when  a  measure  of  such 
transcendant  importance  as  that  now  be- 
fore the  House  was  brought  forward,  he 
conceived  that  it  was  the  duty  of  every 
man  calling  himself  a  Liberal  to  examine 
it  for  himself,  and  to  decide  how  he 
diould  vote  upon  its  merits.  He  had 
listened,  and  listened  most  attentively, 
to  the  various  speeches  that  had  been 
made  in  defence  of  this  measure  and  in 
explanation  of  its  provisions,  and  he  was 
reluctantly  driven  to  confess  that  the  ob- 
jections which  occurred  to  his  mind  when 
it  was  first  introduced  had  been  rather 
strengthened  than  weakened.  He  was 
sure  that  the  House  was  immensely  in- 
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debted  to  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs(Mr.  Bryce)f or  the  very 
clear  and  intelligible  statement  that  he 
had  laid  before  the  House  a  few  days  ago. 
One  had  a  clear  and  definite  statement 
with  which  it  was  possible  to  grapple. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  undertook  to  show 
the  House  that  the  supremacy  of  Parlia- 
ment was  maintained,  and  that  there 
was  nothing  in  that  measure  which  need 
render  any  advocate  for  the  supremacy 
of  the  Imperial  Parliament  apprehensive 
that  that  supremacy  would  be  trenched 
upon.  The  hon.  Gentleman  stated  that 
if  that  measure  became  law  the  Imperial 
Parliament  would  retain  the  right  to 
repeal  it  if  it  pleased  next  year,  or  to 
alter  it  in  any  manner  that  seemed  fit ; 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman  also  stated  that 
of  the  necessity  and  propriety  of  so 
doing  the  Imperial  Parliament  would  be 
the  judge,  and  the  sole  judge.  He  him- 
self had  read  the  measure  with  much 
attention,  and  since  his  hon.  Friend 
stated  his  views  the  other  night  he  had 
reconsidered  the  subject  with  all  the 
care  that  he  could  bestow  upon  it,  and 
he  regretted  to  say  that  his  conclusion 
was  directly  the  reverse  of  that  which 
his  hon.  Friend  had  arrived  at.  He 
should  feel  some  hesitation  in  pitting 
his  opinions  against  those  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman ;  but  it  was  some  satisfaction 
to  have  the  best  reason  to  know  that  the 
views  he  himself  entertained  were  shared 
by  some  of  the  very  highest  authorities 
on  such  a  subject  in  the  country.  He 
desired  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  fact  that  if  the  measure 
was  intended  to  have  the  effect  that  his 
hon.  Friend  stated,  it  would  appear  that 
extraordinary  pains  were  taken  to  con- 
ceal that  intention.  The  measure  de- 
stroyed the  Imperial  Parliament  as  it 
now  existed.  It  created  out  of  the 
materials  which  the  Parliament  pro- 
vided two  Parliaments — one  the  British 
Parliament  on  this  side  of  the  water,  and 
the  Irish  Parliament  on  the  other  side  of 
the  water.  It  made  provision  for  the 
reconstitution  of  what  might  truly  be 
called  an  Imperial  Parliament,  by  sum- 
moning back  the  Irish  Members  in  cer- 
tain events  to  take  part  in  the  delibera- 
tions of  the  House.  Now,  he  would  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  37th 
section  of  the  Act,  and  ask  that  honour- 
able House  whether  that  section  was,  on 
any  reasonable  reading  of  it,  consistent 
with  the  view  propounded  by  the  Under 
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Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  ? 
Section  37  was  in  these  terms — 

*'  Save  as  herein  expressly  provided,  all  mat- 
ters in  relation  to  which  it  is  not  competent  for 
the  Irish  Le^lative  Body  to  make  or  repeal 
laws,  shall  remain  and  be  within  the  exclu- 
sive authority  of  the  Imperial  Parliament,  save 
as  aforesaid,  whose  power  and  authority  in  re-> 
lation  thereto  shall  m  nowise  be  diminished  or 
restrained  by  anything  herein  contained/' 

He  asked  the  House  and  his  hon.  Friend, 
if  his  view  be  the  correct  one,  what  was 
the  meaning  of  the  section?  There 
they  had  an  express  provision,  as  re- 
garded matters  not  competent  to  the 
Irish  Legislature,  that  the  powers  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament  should  remain  un- 
impaired. Was  not  the  obvious  infer- 
ence from  that  that  it  was  intended,  as 
regarded  matters  which  were  within  the 
oompetency  of  the  Irish  Parliament, 
that  the  power  and  jurisdiction  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament  should  be  curtailed? 
If  that  were  not  intended,  the  language 
was  most  unhappily  chosen  for  the  pur- 
pose which,  they  were  assured,  was 
within  the  contemplation  of  the  iramers 
of  the  Act.  But  the  matter  did  not  quite 
rest  there,  because  the  d7th  section  re- 
ferred them  on  to  the  39th  section,  and 
in  the  39th  section  they  found  these 
provisions — 

**  This  Act  shall  not,  except  such  provisions 
thereof  as  are  declared  to  be  alterable  by  the 
Legislature  of  Ireland,  be  altered,  except  by 
Act  of  the  Imperial  Parliament,  with  the  con- 
sent of  the  Irish  Parliament,  testified  by  Ad- 
dress or  by  the  Imperial  Parliament  to  which 
the  Irish  Members  have  been  summoned  in 
pursuance  of  the  powers  conferred  on  Her 
Majesty,"  &c. 

What  was  the  meaning  of  a  provision  of 
that  sort  ?  The  Act  should  not  be  al- 
tered except  by  Parliament  to  which  the 
Irish  Members  had  been  summoned. 
And  then  they  were  told  by  his  hon. 
Eriend  that  really  meant  nothing  at  all. 
The  Act  might  be  altered  next  day,  or 
next  year,  by  the  Imperial  Parliament, 
although  not  an  Irish  Member  had  been 
summoned  to  it.  What,  might  he  ask, 
if  that  were  the  correct  meaning  of  the 
Act,  was  the  object  and  intention  of 
Section  39?  But  his  hon.  Friend  put 
the  case  in  this  way.  He  said — *'  Oh, 
there  woi^ld  remain  in  point  of  strict 
law  the  right  in  the  British  Parliament, 
which  is  fdso  the  Imperial  Parliament, 
to  alter  the  Act  in  spite  of  Section  39." 
Whether  that  were  so  in  point  of  strict 
law  he  was  not  much  concerned  to  dis- 
cuss with  his  hon.  Friend.    [Mr.  W.  E. 


Gladstone  :  Hear,  hear !]  He  enter- 
tained the  very  gravest  doubt  as  to  the 
correctness  of  that  position,  even  look- 
ing at  this  matter  in  the  narrowest  and 
most  technical  manner,  even  looking  at 
it  in  a  manner,  perhaps,  more  suitable 
for  the  Court  of  Chancery  than  the 
House  of  Commons.  But  of  this  he 
was  thoroughly  assured — that  from  the 
Constitutional  point  of  view — from  the 
point  of  view  of  good  faith — the  British 
Parliament  could  not  deal  with  this  Act 
in  the  manner  suggested.  It  was  said 
that — **0h,  if  the  Irish  Parliament  did 
not  observe  the  spirit  of  the  Act,  you, 
the  British  Parliament,  may  alter  it." 
Did  not  observe  the  spirit  of  the  Act ! 
Was  there  ever  such  astounding  vague- 
ness in  any  expression  brought  before 
the  House  to  assist  in  carrying  a  mea- 
sure of  the  sort  ? 

The  UNDEE  SECEETARY  of 
STATE  FOE  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Mr. 
Beyce)  (Aberdeen,  8.)  ;  My  hon.  Friend 
has  misapprehended  me.  There  is  no 
vagueness.  What  I  called  the  spirit  of 
the  Act  is  exactly  what  my  hon.  Friend 
calls  the  Constitutional  meaning  or  bear- 
ing of  the  Act. 

Me.  FINLAY  did  not  think  his  hon. 
Friend's  explanation  added  very  much 
to  what  he  had  said  the  other  night.  If 
the  Irish  Parliament  did  not  observe 
the  Constitutional  meaning  of  the  Act 
the  British  Parliament  might  repeal  the 
Act  without  calling  back  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers. But  who  was  to  decide  whether 
the  Irish  Parliament  had  observed  the 
Constitutional  meaning  of  the  Act  ?  Ac- 
cording to  his  hon.  Friend,  the  British 
Parliament.  Then,  might  he  ask,  was 
not  that  a  clear  breach  of  the  Treaty 
arrived  at  between  this  Parliament  and 
the  Irish  nation  by  this  Bill  if  it  became 
an  Act?  What  reservation  was  there 
in  this  39th  section  that  the  British  Par- 
liament should  be  entitled  to  decide 
whether  the  Irish  Parliament  had  ob- 
served the  spirit  or  the  Constitutional 
meaning  of  the  Act  ?  He  affirmed  with- 
out the  slightest  hesitation  that  the 
supremacy  of  Parliament  arrived  at  in 
such  a  manner  would,  in  every  instance 
in  which  it  was  exercised,  be  based  upon 
a  breach  of  faith.  Here  was  a  Treaty 
with  the  Irish  nation  by  which  the  Im- 
perial Parliament  contracted  that  this 
Act  should  not  be  altered  except  in  a 
particular  manner.  There  was.  no  re- 
servation to  the  British  Parliament  of 
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the  right  to  decide  whether  the  Irish 
ParliameDt  had  or  had  not  observed  the 
spirit  of  the  Act ;  and  yet  it  was  con- 
tended that,  in  defiance  of  that  Treaty, 
the  British  Parliament  might  at  its  will 
and  pleasure  say  that  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment was  not  observing  the  spirit  of  the 
Act,  and  recall  what  they  had  given. 
But  they  now  knew  what  the  intention 
of  the  Government  in  this  matter  was, 
and  if  this  Bill  should  ever  reach  the 
stage  of  Committee  he  supposed  they 
might  take  it  as  now  certain  that  the 
Oovemment  would  remove   all  doubts 
by  introducing  words  which  would  make 
it  clear  to    hon.   Members  below   the 
Gangway  on  the  other  side  that  their 
Parliament  was  to  be  entirely  subject  to 
the  British  Parliament,  from  which  the 
Irish  Members  were  to  be  excluded.  He 
wondered  how  they  would  like  it.     He 
could  not   help   being    struck   by  the 
significant  silence  upon  the  Nationalist 
Benches,   from   which  tumultuous  ap- 
plause usually  proceeded  when  anything 
m  support  of  the  Bill  was  said,  particu- 
larly when  it  came  from  the  Treasury 
Bench — he  could  not  help  being  struck 
with  the  silence  when  his  hon.  Friend 
was  explaining  his  views  on  Constitu- 
tional law.     The  draftsmanship  of  this 
Act,  if  the  intention  was  what  his  hon. 
Eriend  described,  was  indeed  extraor- 
dinary.    The  draftsman  must  have  had 
before  him  two  well-known  Acts  of  Par- 
liament, the   Indian    Councils   Act    of 
1861,   and  the  Colonial  Laws  Act  of 
1865 ;  and  in  both  those  Acts,  dealing 
with  closely  analogous  subjects,  there 
were  contained    sections  expressly  re- 
serving the  supremacy  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament.     Might  he  ask  why  those 
provisions,  which  could  not  have  escaped 
the  attention  of  those  who  drew  this 
Act,  were  excluded  from  this  Bill  ?    The 
inference  from  their  omission,   if  this 
Bill  became  law,  and  the  question  ever 
were  argued  in  a  Court  of  Justice,  would 
be  almost  irresistible.     But  suppose  this 
provision  to  be  introduced,  and  the  sub- 
jection of  the  Irish  Statutory  Parliament 
to  be  made  so  clear  that  no  question  could 
arise  about  it,  were  they  to  learn  nothing 
from  the  teachings  of   history  in  this 
matter?     His  hon.  Friend  knew  well 
that    this    very  question,   whether  the 
British  Parliament  could  make  laws  to 
bind  Ireland,  formed  the  subject  of  a 
long   and  envenomed  controversy  be- 
tween the  two  countries.     Volumes  had 
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been  written  on  the  subject.  A  Statute 
was  passed  in  the  Beign  of  George  I.  for 
the  purpose  of  declaring  that  the  British 
Parliament  had  power  to  make  laws  to 
bind  Ireland ;  and  the  Irish  nation — if 
he  might  quote  the  words  of  the  historian 
Hallam — 

**  could  not  avoid  writhing  under  the  in- 
dignity of  its  subordination,  and  it  was  im- 
possible that  the  Irish  House  of  Commons, 
constmoted  so  much  on  the  model  of  the  Eng- 
lish, could  hear  patiently  of  liberties  and  priri- 
leges  it  did  not  enjoy.*' 

Were  they  in  those  matters  to  travel  for 
ever  in  a  vicious  circle?  Were  they 
with  their  eyes  open,  and  in  spite  of  the 
teachings  of  history,  to  reproduce  all 
the  conditions  that  led  to  the  agitation 
which  culminated  in  the  granting  of 
Grattan's  Parliament?  He  did  not 
think  so  meanly  of  hon.  Gentlemen  from 
Ireland.  They  would  not  be  the  de- 
scendants of  those  ancestors  who  won 
their  liberties  last  century  if  they  tamely 
acquiesced  in  a  state  of  things  so  de- 
grading. They  heard  a  great  deal  from 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  of  the  rights  of 
nationalities,  and  a  great  deal  about 
Irish  nationality.  He  (Mr.  Finlay) 
asked,  would  any  nationality  worthy  of 
the  name  be  content  with  a  measure  of 
this  sort,  giving  it  a  Parliament  subject 
to  an  alien  Parliament,  from  which  its 
Representatives  were  excluded  ?  Qrat- 
tan's  Parliament  had  many  faults,  but 
it  had,  at  least,  one  merit  which  this 
Statutory  Parliament  never  would  have 
— that  it  did  satisfy  the  aspirations  of 
the  Irish  nationality.  [An.  hon.  Mem- 
ber :  It  did  not.]  Then,  was  he  to  take 
it  that  the  Irish  nationality  would  not 
be  satisfied  even  with  Grattan's  Parlia- 
ment, and  that  they  would  take  this 
measure  as  a  stepping-stone  to  another, 
and  they  would  regard  another  Ghrattan's 
Parliament  as  only  a  stepping-stone  to 
complete  separation?  This  proposed 
Parliament  could  not  satisfy  those  aspi- 
rations. Not  only  would  it  be  subject — 
if  the  intention  as  expressed  by  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  AJQPairs 
were  carried  out— to  a  British  Parlia- 
ment; but  in  the  management. even  of 
Irish  affairs  it  would  be  ''cabined, 
cribbed,  confined  "  in  a  way  which  the 
Irish  nationality  would  not  long  endure. 
Even  if  the  Irish  were  content  with 
a  Parliament  which  would  not  have 
free  scope  with  regard  \o  religion  and 
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edacation,  Customs  and  Excise,  he  asked 
how  long  was  it  likely  the  Irish  would 
acquiesce  in  that  provision  which  re- 
strained their  Parliament  from  passing 
any  measures  with  regard  to  trade  and 
navigation  ?  What  had  heen  the  cry  of 
the  Irish  patriots  since  the  time  of  Dean 
Swift,  who  took  up  the  matter  ?  It  was 
protection  for  Irish  industries.  Dean 
Swift  advised  his  countrymen  to  bum 
everything  that  came  from  England  ex- 
cept English  coals ;  and  if  he  was  not 
much  mistaken  there  had  been  speeches 
made  at  a  very  recent  date,  amid  tumul- 
tuous applause,  at  meetings  in  Ire- 
land in  which  large  measures  of  pro- 
tection for  Irish  industries  were  ad- 
vocated. How  long  would  the  Irish 
people  acquiesce  in  restrictions  of  the 
sort  that  were  named  ?  They  had  heard 
a  great  deal  of  late  of  *^  autonomy.'' 
In  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  the 
word  •* autonomy"  occurred  in  nearly 
every  third  sentence.  He  rolled  it  as  a 
sweet  morsel  under  his  tongue.  He 
seemed  to  think  that  in  that  '*  blessed 
word  "  he  had  found  that  peace  which 
followed  those  anxious  searchings  of 
heart  which  preceded  his  complete  ac- 
quiescence in  this  measure.  Autonomy 
was  a  word  which  would  bind  no  one 
who  used  it  to  anything.  It  might  mean 
anything  up  to,  and  including,  complete 
independence ;  and  he  appreheuded  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell) 
would  find  little  difficulty  in  satisfying  a 
tribunal  much  more  critical  than  any  he 
was  likely  to  meet  with  in  Ireland  that 
that,  after  all,  was  the  true  meaning  of 
the  word.  Of  one  thing  he  was  per- 
fectly satisfied,  and  that  was  that  this 
measure  did  not  grant  autonomy  to  the 
Irish  people.  Autonomy  was  the  right 
of  a  people  to  make  its  own  laws.  Did 
they  call  it  autonomy  when  they  struck 
out  the  power  to  make  laws  relating  to 
religion  and  educatiou,  Customs  and  Ex- 
cise, trade  and  navigation,  and  other  sub- 
jects which  were  excepted  ?  Hon.  Mem- 
oers  would  be  the  very  slaves  of  words 
if  they  were  induced  to  pass  the  second 
reading  of  this  measure  by  the  intro- 
duction of  this  new  phrase  into  the 
debate.  He  had  listened  with  some 
surprise  to  some  of  the  arguments  that 
had  been  adduced  in  support  of  this 
measure.  They  had  heara  a  great  deal 
of  the  Treaty  of  Union.  They  might 
learn    something,    perhaps,    from    the 


history  of  Ireland  during  the  last  cen- 
tury ;  but  he  thought  the  House  might 
also  learn  something  from  the  history 
of  Scotland  in  connection  with  this 
matter.  They  were  told  that  the  Treaty 
of  Union  was  obtained  against  the  unani- 
mous sense  of  the  Irish  people ;  that  it  was 
obtained  by  the  foulest  corruption ;  and 
that  it  had  long  failed  to  bring  prosperity 
and  content  to  the  people  of  Ireland. 
Every  one  of  those  things  might  have 
been  said,  and  long  was  said,  with  even 
more  truth,  of  the  Treaty  of  Union  with 
Scotland.  Was  the  Treaty  of  Union 
with  Ireland  obtained  without  the  sense 
of  the  people  of  Ireland?  [Criee  of 
"  Yes ! "]  So  was  the  Treaty  with  Scot- 
land. If  he  might  quote  Sir  Walter 
Scott,  he  said — 

«<Men  otherwise  the  most  opposed  to  each 
other— Whig:  and  Tory,  Jacobite  and  WU- 
liamite,  Episcopalian  and  Presbyterian  —  all 
agreed  in  expressing  their  detestation  of  the 
Treaty." 

Was  the  Treaty  with  Ireland  obtained 
by  bribery?  So  was  the  Treaty  with 
Scotland.  The  only  difference  was  that 
the  Irish  Bepresentatives,  to  do  them 
justice,  seemed  to  have  driven  a  much 
better  bargain  with  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament than  the  Scottish  Bepresenta- 
tives did.  The  list  of  the  bribes  that 
were  given  to  obtain  the  Scottish  Treaty 
of  Union  had  been  published;  and  it 
had  been  well  said  that  it  would  be  diffi- 
cult to  say  whether  the  descendants  of 
those  noble  Lords  and  hon.  Gentlemen 
would  be  more  shocked  at  the  fact  that 
their  ancestors  were  corrupted,  or  scan- 
dalized at  the  smallness  of  the  bribes 
they  received.  It  was  said  the  Treaty 
of  Union  had  failed  to  bring  content  and 
prosperity  to  Ireland.  So  the  Treaty  of 
Union  with  Scotland  also  failed  to  bring 
content  and  prosperity  to  Scotland  for 
many  a  long  year.  It  was  not  until  after 
the  accession  of  George  HI.,  after  the 
year  1760,  that  Scotland  began  to  ex- 
perience any  benefit  from  the  Treaty.  For 
some  50  years  Scotland  was  a  sufferer 
by  the  Treaty.  Her  shipping  trade  suf- 
fered, all  classes  suffered.  The  favourite 
inscription  on  sword  blades  in  Scotland 
during  the  first  half  of  last  century  was 
**  Prosperity  to  Scotland  and  no  Union," 
and  no  sermon  was  complete  without 
having  a  slap  at  that  obnoxious  Treaty. 
No  doubt,  the  conditions  in  Ireland  were 
infinitely  more  trying,  and  it  would  be 
no  matter  for  surprise  if  a  muph  longer 
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period  of  time  and  greater  efforts  were 
necessary  to  heal  the  scars,  to  heal  the 
wounds,  that  centuries  of  wrong  had  in- 
flicted upon  Ireland.  He  did  not  think 
any  Englishman  could  read  the  history  of 
English  dealings  with  Ireland  without  a 
blush ;  and  accumulations  of  wrong  were 
not  done  away  with  in  a  day ;  but  he 
very  much  questioned  whether  the  Treaty 
of  Union  withlreland  had,  in  point  of  fact, 
been  a  failure.  They  heard  statements 
sometimesput  forward  as  if  it  were  the 
Treaty  of  Union  that  was  responsible  for 
the  Irish  Famine.  ['*  Hear,  hear !  "]  If 
hon.  Members  believed  that,  they  would 
believe  anything.  The  Treaty  of  Union 
has  brought  a  great  increase  of  pros- 
perity to  Ireland.  It  was  true  that  that 
prosperity  had  of  late  been  checked ; 
but  he  believed  that  the  check  had  been 
due  to  causes  unconnected  with  the 
Treaty  of  Union,  and  to  causes  which 
its  repeal,  total  or  partial,  would  rather 
aggravate  than  remove.  He  desired 
very  shortly  to  lay  before  the  House 
what  appeared  to  him  to  be  the  insu- 
perable objections  to  the  second  reading 
of  this  measure.  The  maintenance  of 
the  Treaty  of  Union  was  thoroughly 
compatible  with  a  large  measure  of  local 
self-government.  He  desired  to  see  a 
large  measure  of  local  self-government, 
not  for  Ireland  only,  but  for  the  whole 
of  the  United  Kingdom  ;  and  he  believed 
he  expressed  the  sense  of  the  great  ma- 
jority of  those  who  were  opposed  to  this 
measure  when  he  said  that  tlie  devolu- 
tion, to  a  very  great  extent,  of  the  powers 
which  now  rested  in  the  overworked 
Imperial  Parliament  might  be  effected 
upon  Local  Bodies  to  be  elected  in  suit- 
able districts.  Hq  believed  that  in- 
quiries, for  instance,  as  to  Eailways  and 
Canals,  Gas  and  Water  Bills,  ought  to 
be  conducted  in  Ireland  before  Irish 
tribunals ;  and  what  he  would  do  for 
Ireland  he  would  do  also  for  Scotland 
and  England.  He  would  go  a  great 
deal  further  in  giving  power  to  hold 
these  local  inquiries  as  to  local  measures 
on  the  spot.  A  large  measure  of  local 
self-government  for  Ireland  would  be 
perfectly  compatible  with  the  mainten- 
ance of  the  ifnion ;  but  he  believed  this 
measure  to  be  incompatible  with  the 
maintenance  of  the  Union.  They  were 
sometimes  told  they  ought  to  read  the 
measure  a  second  time,  by  way  of  afErm- 
ing  its  principle  ;  but  it  must  be  recol- 
lected that  before  the  House  could  affirm 
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a  principle,  whether  it  were  embodied 
in  a  Besolution  or  a  Bill,  it  must  have 
some  reason  to  believe  that  that  prin- 
ciple was  capable  of  being  satisfactorily 
reduced  into  a  good  working  measure. 
But  were  there  12  hon.  Members 
outside  the  Cabinet  who  thought  that 
this  measure,  if  passed  as  it  stood,  would 
or  could  be  made  into  a  good  working 
measure  ?  The  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere)  theother  night 
was  very  clear  in  his  desire  that  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  Bill — which,  by  the  way,  he 
did  not  define — should  be  affirmed  by 
the  second  reading,  and  then  he  made 
this  significant  statement — that  every 
hon.  Member  had  his  own  ideas  of 
what  alterations  should  be  made  in 
it.  The  hon.  Member  did  not  state 
his  own  idea ;  but  he  did  say  that  the 
better  a  Constitution  was  on  paper  the 
worse  it  was  in  practice,  from  which 
he  seemed  to  draw  the  comforting  con- 
clusion that  the  worse  it  was  on  paper 
the  better  it  was  likely  to  be  in  prac- 
tice. He  (Mr.  Finlay)  ventured  to  say 
that,  not  merely  on  matters  of  detail, 
but  on  matters  of  capital  importance, 
which  went  to  the  very  roots  of  this 
measure,  there  was  an  astounding  diver- 
sity of  opinion  among  hon.  Members  who 
were  yet  prepared  to  vote  for  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill.  He  apprehended 
that  if  every  hon.  Member  were  to  state 
how  he  thought  the  Bill  ought  to  be 
transformed,  they  would  find  that  the 
true  Babel  was  among  the  supporters  of 
this  measure,  and  not  amongst  its  op- 
ponents. One  could  not  help  being  re- 
minded, in  looking  at  this  measure,  of 
the  words  used  by  that  great  master 
of  argument  and  illustration  —  Lord 
Macauiay.  In  speaking  of  a  proposal 
for  separate  Legislatures  for  the  two 
countries,  he  said  that  such  a  measure 
would  unite  England  and  Ireland  some- 
what after  the  fashion  in  which  the 
Siamese  twins  were  united — 

'  '■  united  by  an  unnatural  ligament,  making 
each  the  constant  plague  of  the  other,  always  in 
each  other's  way;  more  helpless  than  others, 
because  they  had  twice  as  many  hands  ;  slower 
than  others,  because  they  had  twice  as  many 
legs ;  not  feeling  each  other's  pleasures,  but  tor- 
mented with  each  other's  infirmities,  and  certain 
to  perish  miserably  by  each  other's  dissolution." 

He  thought  they  were  justified  in  coming 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  fault  was  not 
in  the  workmanship,  but  in  the  essential 
principles  of  the  Bill.  The  Bill  was  the 
work  of  the  greatest  political  genius  in 
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the  world,  and  he  thought  they  were 
justified  in  concluding  that  if  the  mea- 
sure was  not  one  which  could  work  well 
the  fault  was  not  in  the  execution,  but 
in  the  principles  from  which  the  Bill  had 
started.  He  did  not  wonder  at  the  re- 
solute refusal  of  the  GoTernment  to 
acquiesce  in  the  demand  that  the  Irish 
Representatives  should  remain  at  West- 
minster. If  the  demand  were  conceded 
the  whole  Bill  would  be  revolutionized. 
It  would  require  to  be  re-drawn  from 
beginning  to  end,  and  would  not  be  the 
same  measure,  but  another  measure  al- 
together. They  had  heard  it  suggested 
that  there  was  diversity  of  view  among 
those  who,  on  the  Liberal  side,  had  led 
the  opposition  to  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill.  He  apprehended  that  the  wish 
had  been  father  to  the  thought,  for  it 
struck  him  that  if  the  demand  of  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain) 
for  the  retention  of  the  Irish  Members 
were  acceded  to,  it  would  be  found  that 
there  must,  by  logical  sequence,  emerge 
a  measure  to  which  neither  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Rossendale  (Lord 
Hartington)  nor  any  other  hon.  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  could  have  any  ob- 
jection. But  the  Bill  would  be  totally 
transformed,  and  would  not  be  the  mea- 
sure which  the  House  was  now  asked 
to  read  a  second  time,  but  another  mea- 
sure altogether.  But  what  followed 
from  the  adherence  of  the  Government 
to  that  attitude  as  to  not  retaining  the 
Irish  Bepresentatives  in  the  Imperial 
Legislature?  Why,  this.  Ireland  was 
reduced  to  a  mere  dependency,  paying 
tribute  to  a  stronger  and  wealthier 
neighbour,  but  which  had  no  voice  in 
the  shapiing  of  the  policy  for  which  the 
tribute  was  required.  They  were  told 
that  that  was  the  position  of  the  Colo- 
nies, and  this  measure  was  intended  to 
treat  Ireland  as  if  it  were  a  Colony. 
The  answer  to  that  observation  was 
short  and  decisive.  The  Colonies  had 
no  voice  in  the  control  of  Imperial 
affairs ;  but  they  did  not  contribute  taxa- 
tion for  Imperial  purposes.  It  was  im- 
possible, therefore,  to  suppose  that  Ire- 
land could  acquiesce  in  a  state  of  things 
similar  to  that  which  justly  gave  rise  to 
the  American  War  of  Independence. 
He  was  quite  sure,  if  he  might  speak 
for  his  own  country,  that  Scotland  would 
reject  with  indignation  the  proposal  of 
ench  a  measure.  Were  they  to  put  upon 


Ireland  what  Scotland  would  spurn  ? 
But  they  were  told  the  Irish  took  no  in- 
terest in  foreign  affairs ;  that  their  at- 
tention was  concentrated  upon  their  own 
home  matters.  He  very  much  doubted 
that  statement.  He  believed  that  the 
interest  in  Imperial  matters  in  Ireland 
was  limited  only,  as  it  was  in  Great 
Britain,  by  the  diffusion  of  education 
and  intelligence ;  and  Irishmen  took 
just  as  much  interest  in  Imperial  affairs 
as  Englishmen  or  Scotchmen  of  the  same 
class.  But  he  thought  they  had  the  best 
proof  that  there  was  one  department  of 
Foreign  Affairs  in  which  the  followers 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  had  taken 
a  very  keen  interest  indeed.  When 
anything  emerged  in  foreign  affairs  that 
was  likely  to  humiliate  and  embarrass 
Great  Britain,  the  most  lively  interest 
in  these  foreign  affairs  was  manifested 
at  Nationalist  meetings.  During  the 
difi&oulties  in  the  Soudan,  after  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork,  the  Mahdi  was  the 
most  popular  man  among  his  supporters. 
He  did  not  think  that  was  a  happy 
omen  for  the  concern  which  the  Irish, 
under  this  or  any  other  Bill,  would  be 
likely  to  take  in  foreign  affairs.  They 
were  told  that  the  Irish  Bepresentatives 
accepted  this  measure,  and  that  those 
who  objected  to  it  were  Bihernia  ipsis 
Hihemiores.  He  had  listened  very  at- 
tentively to  the  debate,  and  to  what  had 
been  said  by  the  Irish  Bepresentatives ; 
but  he  had  not  heard  one  word  which 
would  entitle  them  to  charge  them  with 
breach  of  faith,  if,  after  some  months  or 
years,  they  were  to  agitate  to  get  rid  of 
provisions  in  this  Bill  which  they  found 
to  be  impracticable  and  unworkable. 
They  were  tied  to  nothing,  and  if  this 
measure  were  to  pass,  so  far  as  the 
future  of  their  country  was  concerned, 
they  would  have  free  hands;  and  he 
honoured  them  for  that,  with  every  mo- 
tive for  the  passing  of  this  measure, 
with  victory  and  the  spoils  of  victory 
almost  within  their  grasp,  the  Irish 
Members  had  been  careful  not  to  say 
anything  which  would  tie  their  hands, 
or  prevent  their  asking  more  in  the 
future.  But  even  if  they  had  said  a 
great  deal  more  than  they  had  done, 
the  question  was  not  whether  they  were 
at  this  moment  prepared  to  accept  the 
Bill,  but  how  long  would  the  people  of 
Ireland  be  content,  under  such  a  state  of 
things,  to  accept  it  ?  What  powers  had 
hon.  Gentlemen  to  bind  the  people  pf 
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Ireland  as  regarded  the  future  ?  How 
many  years  would  elapse  before  every 
Irishman  worthy  of  the  name— [a  laugh'] 
— the  hon.  Member  who  laughed  would 
not  assume  the  same  tone  at  a  meeting 
of  Irishmen  in  his  own  country— how 
many  months  would  elapse  before  every 
Irishman  who  was  worthy  of  the  name 
would  be  up  in  arms  against  the  con- 
tinuance of  a  state  of  things  so  intoler- 
able and  so  degrading  ?  But  he  had  an- 
other objection  to  the  measure,  an  ob- 
jection that  related  to  it  so  far  even  as 
it  dealt  with  purely  Irish  affairs.  This 
measure  proposed  to  create  one  Parlia- 
ment for  two  nationalities.  Here  he 
would  again,  if  the  House  would  permit 
him,  quote  from  Lord  Macaulay,  whose 
speeches  upon  this  subject  really  con- 
tained almost  everything  that  could  be 
said  upon  it.    Lord  Macaulay  said — 

*'  Of  this  I  am  quite  sure,  that  every  argu- 
ment which  has  been  urged  for  the  purpose  of 
showing  that  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  ought 
to  have  two  distinct  Parliaments  may  be  ur^ed 
with  far  greater  force  for  the  purpose  of  showing 
that  the  North  of  Ireland  and  the  South  of  Ire- 
land ought  to  have  two  distinct  Parliaments.'* 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  What  is 
the  date  of  the  speech  from  which  this 
quotation  is  made  ? 

Mb.  FINLA.Y  said,  he  thought  the 
date  was  1833.  He  was  not  aware  that 
there  was  the  slightest  reason  to  sup- 
pose that  Lord  Macaulay,  up  to  the  end 
of  his  life,  in  any  degree  changed  or 
modified  his  opinions.  He  asked  hon. 
Members  who  had  listened  to  the  debate 
on  the  Arms  Act  last  night  whether 
they  thought  the  tone  of  that  debate 
was  re-assuring  as  to  the  prospects  of 
Ulster  if  this  measure  were  passed  ? 
Ulster  was  largely  inhabited  by  a  popu- 
lation nearly  akin  in  blood  and  religion 
to  that  of  Scotland.  That  population, 
if  this  Bill  passed,  would  be  in  a  per- 
manent minority.  They  protested  with 
one  voice  against  the  passing  of  this 
Bill.  [Cries  o/**No!"]  The  popula- 
tion of  which  he  was  speaking  protested 
with  one  voice  against  the  Bill.  Should 
they  hand  them  over  bound  hand  and 
foot  to  a  rule  which,  rightly  or  wrongly, 
they  would  abhor  ?  The  problem  was 
still  further  complicated,  for  there  were 
scattered  throughout  the  South  and 
other  parts  of  Lreland  groups  of  settlers 
of  the  same  race  and- religion.  Ulster 
would  not  abandon  them,  and  Ulster 
asked   that    she    herself    should    not 
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be  abandoned.  He  had  heard  with 
some  surprise  complacent  references 
made  last  night  to  the  probability  that 
John  Bull  might  employ  the  Forces  of 
the  Crown  for  the  purpose  of  putting 
down  the  Ulster  to  which  he  referred. 
As  to  that,  John  Bull  might  answer  for 
himself;  but,  if  he  knew  anything  at 
all  of  his  own  fellow-countrymen,  he 
was  perfectly  certain  that  Scotland  would 
never  abandon  Ulster.  But  they  were 
told  the  fate  of  Ulster  was  to  be  deter- 
mined in  Committee.  He  asked  the 
House  whether  such  a  proposal  was  ever 
made  before  ?  He  thought  it  shoidd  be 
made  clear,  before  they  passed  a  Besolu- 
tion  relating  to  Home  Bule  or  autonomy 
for  Ireland,  whether  or  not  Ulster  was 
to  be  included.  Were  they  to  read  the 
Bill  a  second  time  without  determining 
a  vital  principle  of  that  sort  ?  He  main- 
tained that  the  mere  fact  that  the  fate 
of  Ulster  was  as  yet  undetermined 
was  a  sufficient  reason  for  not  read- 
ing the  Bill  a  second  time.  But  then 
they  were  told  provisions  were  made 
for  the  protection  of  the  minority. by  the 
constitution  of  a  first  and  second  Order. 
There  were  to  be  two  Orders.  There 
was  to  be  an  Order  elected  by  owners  of 
property  of  a  certain  qualification.  They 
had  heard  a  good  deal,  in  the  course  of 
the  discussion,  about  this  measure ;  but 
they  had  not  heard  this  proposal  for  the 
two  Orders  seriously  treated.  It  was  a 
proposal  which  in  its  nature  was  incon- 
sistent with  the  democratic  tendencies  of 
the  age.  It  was  a  proposal  which  he 
did  not  believe  could  become  law,  and  it 
was  a  scheme  which,  if  it  did  become 
law,  he  did  not  believe  could  last  for 
six  months.  Then  they  were  referred 
to  another  provision  made  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  Loyal  minority  in  Ireland. 
They  were  told  that  there  was  a  power 
of  veto  to  be  exorcised  by  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  on  measures  that  might  be 
passed  by  the  Irish  Parliament,  and  this 
provision  was  contained  in  the  7th  sec- 
tion of  the  Act,  which  provided  that — 

"  Subject  to  an^  instructions  which  may  from 
time  to  time  be  given  by  Her  Majesty,  the  Lwd 
Lieutenant  shall  give  or  withhold  the  assent  of 
Her  Majesty  to  Bills  passed  by  the  Irish  Legis- 
lative Body.*' 

Now,  he  thought  the  House  was  entitled 
to  have  a  clear  and  explicit  statement 
whether  that  veto  was  to  be  a  real  one 
or  not.  Was  it  intended  to  be  exercised 
as  the  veto  of  the  Orown  in  this  country 
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was  exercised — on  the  advice  of  the  re- 
sponsible Ministers  who  represented  the 
majority  in  the  Irish  Parliament  ?  That 
proposition  was  one  which  would  render 
the  Teto  no  veto  at  all,  because  the 
Ministers  who  represented  the  majority 
of  the  House  which  had  passed  the 
measure  were  certain  to  advise  the  Crown 
to  give  its  assent  to  it.  If  this  was  a 
real  veto,  on  whose  advice  was  it  to  be 
exercised  ?  It  must  be  on  the  advice  of 
the  British  Cabinet.  Then  they  would 
have  this  extraordinary  state  of  things 
produced — ^that  every  time  the  veto  was 
exercised  they  brought  into  collision 
the  Executive  of  Ireland  and  the  Exe- 
eutive  of  Great  Britain.  Was  that  a 
state  of  things  to  which  that  House 
would  lend  its  sanction  ?  Would  it  allow 
of  the  veto  being  really  operative  and 
effective?  They  had  got  a  very  sub- 
stantial proof  that  it  was  not  contem- 
plated that  the  veto  should  be  effective, 
and  that  proof  was  found  in  the  fact  that 
the  sister  measure,  for  the  purchase  of 
land  in  Ireland,  was  regarded  as  being 
an  essential  part  of  the  scheme.  He 
was  not  going  to  discuss  the  details  of  a 
pleasure  that  was  not  then  before  the 
House  ;  but  it  was  manifest  that  such  a 
measure  as  the  Land  Purchase  Bill  was 
required,  because  there  was  an  idea  that 
injustice  might  be  done  to  landlords; 
but  if  the  veto  were  a  real  veto  the  in- 
justice might  be  prevented.  There  was 
^o  confidence  in  the  veto ;  therefore  it 
was  necessary  that  the  Land  Purchase 
Bill  should  be  passed.  He  would  parti- 
cularly call  the  attention  of  his  hon. 
Friends  below  the  Gangway  to  that 
point.  If  the  Bill  now  before  the  House 
passed  and  became  law,  the  passage  of 
the  Land  Purchase  Bill  into  law  became 
inevitable.  It  was  not  only  that  they 
had  been  told  that  honour  and  policy 
alike  required  some  such  measure,  but 
there  would  be  behind  the  Government 
such  support  as  would  render  the  passage 
of  the  measure  certain.  It  would  be  of 
no  use  for  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  to  vote  against  the  Land  Pur- 
chase Bill.  They  might  record  their  pro- 
test against  it,  and  discharge  their  con- 
'sdences,  but  the  Government  would  have 
behind  it  a  solid  phalanx  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  who  would  vote  for 
the  passage  of  the  measure  as,  in  their 
opinion,  a  necessary  measure  of  justice 
to  the  landlords.  He  appealed  to  his 
hon.  Friends  whether,  under  these  cir- 


cumstances, they  would  think  it  right 
that  the  Bill  now  before  them  should  be 
read  a  second  time,  which,  if  it  became 
law,  would  render  it  necessary  and  in- 
evitable that  the  Land  Purchase  Bill 
should  follow,  and  also  become  law  ?  He 
protested  against  the  second  reading  of 
this  measure,  because,  if  it  passed,  they 
would  have  to  pass  another  measure  by 
which  the  working  men  of  their  Scottish 
towns,  their  agricultural  labourers,  and 
their  Highland  crofters  would  have  their 
credit  pledged  as  taxpayers  for  the  pur- 
pose of  providing  compensation  to  Irish 
landlords.  He  had  submitted  what,  to 
bis  mind,  were  five  blots  in  this  measure. 
The  first  was,  that  he  thought  they  had 
the  best  reason  for  believing  that  the 
principles  of  the  Bill  were  not  capable 
of  being  embodied  in  a  measure  which 
would  work  satisfactorily.  Tiie  second 
was,  that  it  had  about  it  no  element  of 
finality,  but  would,  in  the  very  nature 
of  things,  only  open  the  way  to  agitation 
for  fresh  concessions.  The  third  was, 
that  it  would  reduce  Ireland  to  the  posi- 
tion of  a  tributary,  without  a  voice  in 
that  policy  the  taxes  for  which  it  had 
to  provide.  The  fourth  was,  that  it 
would  put  the  population  of  Ulster,  to 
which  he  had  referred,  in  a  permanent 
minority,  and  under  an  Executive  repre- 
senting a  majority  in  the  South  of  Ire- 
land. And  the  fifth,  and  perhaps  the 
most  serious  of  all,  was  that,  if  this 
measure  became  law,  as  surely  as  the 
sun  would  rise  to-morrow  it  must  be 
followed  by  the  passing  of  the  Land 
Purchase  Bill.  But  they  were  told  that, 
whatever  were  the  objections  to  the 
Bill,  they  ought  to  pay  deference  to 
foreign  opinion.  He  paid  all  proper 
deference  to  foreign  opinion.  He  be- 
lieved that  on  that  point  it  was  really 
in  suspense;  but  even  if  it  were  more 
clearly  pronounced  than  it  was,  after 
all,  we  ought  to  know  our  own  busi- 
ness best.  The  risk  was  ours — it  wits 
upon  us,  upon  Great  Britain,  and  upon 
Ireland  that  would  fall  the  penalties 
failure;  and  if  the  measure  did  not 
not  succeed,  these  very  nations,  in  de- 
ference to  whose  supposed  opinion  we 
were  asked  to  pass  this  measure,  would 
justly  deride  us  if,  on  such  grounds,  we 

gassed  a  Bill  that  in  its  results  proved 
isastrous.  They  were  told  that  the 
opponents  of  the  Bill  incurred  a  great 
responsibility.  What,  he  would  ask, 
was  the  responsibility  of  those  who  sup- 
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ported  it  ?  They  were  told  that  the  op- 
ponents of  the  Bill  on  that — ^the  Liberal 
— aide  of  the  House  were  seceders  from 
the  Liberal  Party.  He  denied  it ;  and, 
more  than  that,  he  retorted  the  charge. 
It  was  not  they  who  were  seceders,  but 
those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  were  prepared 
to  vote  for  a  measure  at  variance  with 
the  principles  of  every  great  Liberal 
statesman,  till  recently,  since  the  Union. 
They  were  told  that  their  action  might 
injure  the  Liberal  Party.  To  his  mind, 
the  real  enemies  of  the  Liberal  Party 
were  those  who  seemed  to  be  bent  on 
conveying  to  the  mind  of  the  country 
the  impression  that  the  rank  and  file  of 
the  Liberal  Party  was  made  up  of  men 
who  were  ready  to  vote  for  anything  at 
the  word  of  command.  He  believed  that 
to  reject  this  Bill  was  the  path  of  honour, 
and  he  hoped  and  believed  that  for  the 
Liberal  Party  it  would  prove  to  be  the 
path  of  safety  also. 

Mr.  Serjeant  SIMON  (Dewsbury) : 
Sir,  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  who 
has  just  sat  down  (Mr.  Finlay),  in 
the  very  able  speech  which  he  de- 
livered, said,  with  reference  to  the 
opinion  of  foreign  nations,  that  we  best 
know  our  business.  I  wonder  that  he 
did  not  see  the  application  of  that  prin- 
ciple to  the  Lrish  Members.  They,  I 
should  think,  know  what  is  best,  what  is 
good  for  their  country,  and  they  come 
here  to  say  so,  and  they  support  this 
measure.  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
quoted  the  speech  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  (Mr.  Bryce) ;  but  he  did  scant 
justice  to  his  argument.  It  is  true  that 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  laid  down  a  very  wide  proposi- 
tion as  to  the  power  inherent  in  the 
Imperial  Parliament.  Every  tyro  in 
Constitutional  and  political  history 
knows  that  the  Imperial  Parliament 
is  omnipotent;  and,  in  referring  to 
its  jurisdiction.  Lord  Coke  said — "  Si 
jurisdictionem  spectes,  est  capacissima.^^ 
The  Imperial  Parliament  has  the  power 
to  change  the  succession  to  the  Crown, 
as  it  did  in  the  time  of  Henry  VIII.  and 
William  HI.  It  has  power  to  change 
the  established  religion  of  the  country, 
as  it  did  in  the  time  of  Henry  VIII.  and 
his  three  immediate  Successors ;  and  it 
has  the  power  to  change  the  Constitution 
itself,  as  it  did  at  the  time  of  the  Pevolu- 
tion.  But,  Sir,  I  did  not  understand  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
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to  mean  that  Parliament,  although  it 
has  the  Constitutional  power,  would 
have  the  moral  right  to  repeal  a  Statute 
which  formed  the  substance  and  subject 
of  a  compact  between  ourselves  and  an« 
other  coimtry;  on  the  contrary,  if  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  continued 
the  quotation  from  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State,  he  would  have  found  that  he 
went  on  to  say  that,  if  this  measure  be- 
come an  Act,  it  would  be  a  compact  be- 
tween the  Imperial  Parliament  and  the 
people  of  Ireland,  and  that  if  the  com- 
pact was  not  violated  by  the  people  of 
Ireland,  we  should  have  no  right  to 
alter  or  rescind  it  without  the  consent  of 
the  Irish  people  declared  through  their 
Representatives.  In  that  way  he  quali- 
fied the  larger  proposition  he  had  laid 
down.  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  has 
quoted  from  the  passes  oiHaUam^  to  show 
that  there  was  a  long  contest  between 
the  Irish  Parliament  and  the  Imperial 
Parliament,  and  that  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment was  continually  claiming  inde- 
pendence ;  and  he  referred  to  the  Sta- 
tute of  1  Geo,  I.,  which  declared  that 
the  Irish  Parliament  was  subservient  to 
the  Imperial  Parliament.  But  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  forgot  another  Sta- 
tute, that  of  23  Geo.  III.,  which  re- 
pealed the  Statute  of  George  I.,  and 
which  distinctly  laid  down  and  declared 
in  the  most  positive  manner  that  the 
Parliament  of  Ireland  and  the  Judica- 
ture of  Ireland  were  entirely  independent 
of  the  Imperial  Legislature  and  the 
Imperial  Judicature.  That  Statute  of  23 
Geo,  III.  repealed  the  Statute  on  which 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  laid  so 
much  stress,  and  it  was  an  extra- 
ordinary omission  on  his  part  that  he 
did  not  allude  to  it.  But  in  quoting 
from  Ballam  1  will  remind  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  of  another  passage  in 
the  very  same  page,  I  think,  from  which 
he  quoted,  in  which  the  historian  tells 
us  that,  from  the  time  of  Henry  VT.  or 
Edward  IV..  it  was  established  that  the 
Statutes  of  the  Imperial  Parliament  had 
no  effect  in  Ireland,  unless  they  were 
re-enacted  by  the  Irish  Parliament.  It 
is  true  that  the  contention  between  the 
two  Parliaments  was  afterwards  re-" 
vived ;  hence  the  Statute  of  George  I. ; 
but  that  Statute,  as  I  have  shown, 
was  repealed  by  23  Geo,  III.,  and  the 
independence  of  the  Irish  Parliament 
declared  by  it.  Hon.  Gentlemen,  both 
inside  aud  outside  of  the  House,  speak 
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of  this  measure  as  if  the  idea  of  an  Irish 
Parliament  was  something  new.  The 
whole  discussion,  from  first  to  last,  seems 
to  go  upon  the  assumption  that  Ireland 
has  never  had  a  Parliament,  and  that  it 
is  proposed  for  the  first  time  to  establish 
one  in  Ireland.  Why,  in  the  time  of 
Henry  II.,  immediately  after  the  Con- 
quest, the  King  introduced  into  the 
country,  as  far  as  he  could,  all  the  poli- 
tical and  judicial  institutions  which  ex- 
isted in  this  country,  and  King  John,  I 
believe  it  was,  summoned  the  first  Par- 
liament, and  the  Parliament  then  insti- 
tuted existed,  in  a  more  or  less  developed 
form,  down  to  the  time  of  the  Act  of 
Union.  It  is  true  that,  until  Grattan's 
Parliament,  it  was  subservient  to  the 
British  Parliament;  that  before  '*Pojn- 
ing's  Law  ''  there  was  no  limitation  to 
its  power.  [Mr. Gladstone  :  Hear, hear!] 
Poyning's  law  introduced  the  first  limi- 
tation, and  that  limitation  was  taken 
away  by  the  institution  of  Grattan's 
Parliament.     But  it  is  said  that — 

"Tho  Irish  Parliament  was,  after  all,  a 
miserable  affair ;  that  it  was  only  a  Protestant 
Parliament,  a  Parliament  for  the  Protestants  of 
Ireland." 

That  is  true;  but  it  had,  nevertheless, 
jurisdiction  over  the  whole  of  Ireland, 
and  it  exercised  it.  But  suppose  it  was 
only  a  Protestant  Parliament,  what  else 
was  the  Parliament  of  England  at  that 
time,  and  down  to  a  very  recent  period  ? 
Why,  in  that  respect,  the  English  Par- 
liament was  even  inferior  to  the  Irish 
Parliament,  for  it  was  not  merely  a  Pro- 
testant Parliament,  but  a  Parliament 
composed  of  the  members  of  one  Pro- 
testant Church  only;  none  but  a  member 
of  the  Ohurch  of  England  could  sit  in  it 
down  to  1828,  when  the  Test  Act  was 
repealed.  I  do  not  care  to  traverse  the 
ground  which  has  been  so  often  traversed 
already ;  and  I  will  say  nothing  as  to 
the  manner  in  which  the  Parliament  of 
Ireland  was  induced  to  put  an  end  to  its 
existence.  I  would  rather  consider  the 
circumstances  and  the  necessities  which 
caused  the  introduction  of  this  measure. 
It  is  the  result  of  a  long  and  bitter  ex- 
perience ;  an  experience  that  has  taught 
us  to  know  and  to  feel  that  we  have 
failed  utterly  in  governing  Ireland 
through  the  Imperial  Parliament.  I 
hold  in  my  hand  a  list  of  measures  re> 
jectedby  this  or  the  other  House  to  prove 
my  statement.  We  have  here,  for  in- 
stance, 108  or  106  Irish  Members,  con* 
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siderably  outnumbered  by  the  Members 
representing  England  and  Scotland.  In 
the  House  of  Lords  Ireland  has  no  re- 
presentation at  all,  for  the  'J 8  Irish  Peers 
who  sit  there  are  the  Representatives  of 
a  class — they  do  not  represent  the  coun- 
try. What  is  the  consequence  ?  When- 
ever a  measure  is  introduced  with  the 
most  beneficent  purpose — take  the  case, 
for  instance,  of  the  Land  Act  of  1870 — 
it  is  mutilated  here  first,  in  order  to 
conciliate  its  opponents,  and  when  it 
gets  to  the  House  of  Lords  it  is  torn  to 
tatters,  if  not  rejected  entirely.  That  was 
the  case  also  with  the  Land  Act  of  1881 
—  [Mr.  Gladstone:  Hear,  hear!]  — 
when  the  Prime  Minister,  although  he 
had  been  cautioned  again  and  again  by 
the  Members  from  Ireland  as  to  its  in- 
sufficiency in  many  particulars,  was  un- 
able to  move  a  step  because  of  the 
difficulties  by  which  he  was  surrounded. 
Then,  what  became  of  the  question 
of  Irish  Education  in  1873?  The  right 
hon.  Qentleman  was  sent  to  power 
in  1868  by  an  overwhelming  majority; 
in  1873  that  majority  was  broken  up 
and  his  Government  wrecked  on  the 
Irish  Education  Question.  What  hope, 
therefore,  can  there  be  for  Irish  Mem- 
bers who  set  their  hearts  upon  im- 
proving the  educational  system  of  their 
country,  and  who  cannot  have  that  im- 
proved system  because  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament cannot  agree  to  give  it  in  the 
form  in  which  it  would  be  acceptable  to 
them  ?  I  have  here  a  list  of  measures  which 
were  rejected  when  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
sit  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  were 
in  power.  Measures  which  were  non- 
political,  such  as  Bills  for  the  reform  of 
Corporations,  for  the  Begistration  of 
Voters,  for  the  Improvement  of  Har- 
bours and  Fisheries — they  were  ruth* 
lessly  and  invariably  rejected.  I  re- 
member remarking  on  many  occasions 
to  hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  what  a  mistake  it  wa^,  how  the 
very  thing  was  being  done  to  encourage 
and  to  justify  the  demand  for  Home 
Rule.  When  we  see  a  state  of  things 
like  this,  when  we  see  a  Parliament 
constituted  as  we  are,  even  with  the  best 
intentions  and  endeavours,  failing  to 
satisfy  the  wants  and  wishes  of  the 
Irish  people,  is  it  surprising  that  they 
should  demand  to  govern  themselves, 
and  to  legislate  for  their  own  wants  ?  I 
do  not  fear  the  evils  which  are  predicted 
by  the  passing  of  a  measure  of  Home 
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Bule ;  and  if  I  may  be  allowed  to  say 
Bomething  personal,  I  am  not  ''one  of 
the  herd,  or  blind  followers''   of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  to  use  the  ex- 
pression of  some  newspaper  writers.     I 
have  judged  for  myself  in  this  matter, 
for  it  will  be  in  the  recollection  of  some 
hon.   Members  that   I   voted  for  Mr. 
Butt's  Motion  in  1876.     The  experience 
of  the  years  which  have  elapsed  since 
that  time  has  convinced  me  that  there 
is  no  other  solution  of  the  difficulties 
between  the  two  countries  but  that  of 
giving  to  Ireland  the  right  of  legislating 
for  her  own  internal  affairs.     My  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bury  (Sir  Henry  James),  whom  I  am 
sorry  not  to  see  in  his  place,  says  that 
you    will    destroy    the    union    of   the 
Empire  if  you  pass  this  meaaure ;  and 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  de- 
fined '*  union  "  as  being  union  of  law, 
or,  as  he  further  explained  it,  union  of 
the  law-making  power.     I  should  have 
liked  to  ask  him  — ''Is  there  no  union 
between  Great  Britain  and   her  Colo- 
nies?"     There    are    two    law-making 
powers    here   and  in  our  Colonies  to 
which  we  have  granted  Constitutions; 
and  allow  me  to  show  you  the  result  of 
the  division  of  the  law-making  power. 
I  believe  that  in  all  the  Australian  Colo- 
nies and  in  Canada  a  man  may  marry 
his  deceased  wife's  sister.     In  Australia 
and  Canada  she  is  his  wife ;  but  if  he 
brings  her  here  she  is  his  mistress.    His 
children    can    inherit  his  property   in 
Australia  and  Canada ;  they  cannot  do 
so  here.     In  those  Colonies,  if  he  marry 
another    woman    in    her    lifetime,    he 
commits  a  crime ;  if  he  does  the  same 
thing  here,  it  is  no  crime.    Now,  could 
there  be  a  more  striking  example  of 
divergence  in  the  law-making  power? 
Yet  would  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend    say    that,    because    there    is 
that    divergence,    there    is    no    union 
between  Great  Britain  and  Australia  or 
Canada  ?    There  was  a  great  deal  of  dis- 
cussion last  week  about  "right,"  and 
"  abstract  right."    I  have  never  read  of 
any  such  distinction  in   any  work  on 
"Morals"    or    Jurisprudence.     I  have 
read  of    "perfect"     and    "imperfect 
rights,"  and  of   "perfect"   and  "im- 
perfect obligations  ;  "  but  I  have  never 
yead  of  any  distinction  between  "  right " 
and  "  abstract  right."     But  away  with 
all  these  scholastic  subtleties!      They 
are,  no  doubt,  interesting  to  us  while  we 
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are  students,  and  they  are  appropriate 
to  the  lecture-room ;   but  they  are,  I 
think,  out  of  place  in  an  Assembly  like 
this.     I  would  rather  appeal  to  those 
considerations    and  employ  arguments 
that  go  straight  home  to  the  common 
sense  of  ordinary  mortals ;  and  I  believe 
that  the  appeal  which  has  gone  forth 
now   to  the  country,   to  the    ordinary 
sense  and  instincts  of  right  of  the  people, 
will  not  have  been  made  in  vain.     They 
feel  that  injustice  is  going  on,  and  that 
there  is  constant  collision,  and  bitterness, 
and  disaffection  in  Ireland,  reaching  to 
the  verge  of  insurrection.     They   feel 
that  something  must  be  wrong,  if  all  the 
attempts  we  have  made  to  conciliate  and 
to  benefit  that  country  have  been  failures, 
and  they  will  say  —  "Give  the  Irish 
people  a  chance ;  let  them  manage  their 
own  affairs!"  That  is  the  plain,  straight- 
forward, common-sense  view.    But  then 
we  are  told  by  a  noble  Marquess — the 
Marquess    of    Salisbury — that    instead 
of  this  measure  our   true   policy  is  a 
course  of  20    years'   firm  government 
of  Ireland — that  is,  of  coercion.     But 
the  late  Chancellor  of  the    Duchy  of 
Lancaster  (Mr.  Chaplin)  said  the  other 
night  that  coercion   was  a  misnomer, 
when  used  in   reference   to    Ireland — 
that   coercion   was    merely  to    compel 
obedience  to  the  law.    Well,  it  is  true 
that  all  laws  are   coercive.     Laws  to 
make  men  keep  their  contracts,  and  laws 
to  make  one  man  keep  his  hands  off  his 
neighbour's  property  or  his  person,  are 
coercive ;  but  coercion  as  applied  to  Ire- 
land is  a  very  different  thing.     It  does 
not    mean  merely  compelling  men  to 
respect  the  law  ;  it  means  the  suspension 
of  the  liberties  of  the  people.     It  means 
government  by  spies  and  policemen.     It 
means  the  imprisonment  of  the  innocent 
as  well  as  the  guilty,  indiscriminately, 
upon  mere  siispicion,  and  for  an  inter- 
minable period  without  trial.    I  remem- 
ber the  effect  of  that  state  of  things 
even  upon    hon.    Members    upon   the 
opposite  Benches.     It  was  repugnant  to 
their  instincts  and  feelings,  as  English- 
men and  Scotchmen,  that  men  should  be 
kept  in  prison  on  mere  suspicion  for  an 
indefinite  period  without  trial  and  with- 
out inquiry  ;  and  I  remember  a  gallant 
Admiral  (Sir  John  Hay),  no  longer  in 
this  House,  putting  a  Question  on  this 
subject  from  the  Benches  opposite,  and 
giving  Notice  of  a  Motion  with  a  view 
to  protesting  against  such  a  state  of 

uigiiized  byLjOOQlC 


ITOl 


Govsmmsnt  of 


{May  21,  1886} 


Ireland  Bill. 


1702 


things.  Well,  are  we  now  to  go  on  in 
this  old  groove  ?  Are  we  to  have  20  years 
of  this  sort  of  goTemment  in  Ireland? 
Are  we  to  allow  our  country  to  play  the 
rdls  of  Bussia  towards  Poland  ?  I  believe 
that  there  is  no  Englishman  or  Scotch- 
man who  would  face  that  alternative. 
I  am  astonished  when  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  Finlay)  stands  up 
here  and  says  that  the  Union  has  been 
a  success.  Why,  it  has  been  one  suc- 
cession of  Coercion  Acts,  one  succession 
of  repressive  measures,  suspensions  of 
the  Habeas  Oorpus  Acts.  In  the  whole 
course  of  the  86  years  of  the  Union  we 
have  had  85  Coercion  Bills  of  one  sort 
or  another,  each  of  them  of  increasing 
severity,  and  the  result  is  widespread 
disaffection  and  misery  in  Ireland,  and 
hatred  of  English  rule.  Is  this  success  ? 
Then  we  hear  it  said — "What  are  you 
going  to  do  with  the  loyal  inhabitants 
of  Ireland  ?  "  I  have  a  great  respect  for 
those  who  are  loyal,  and  I  should  be 
very  sorry  to  take  part  in  doing  them 
wrong.  But  my  advice  to  them  is  that 
they  should  show  their  loyalty  by  making 
peace  with  their  fellow  -  countrymen. 
Give  up  your  part  of    the   '^English 

Srrison,"  and  remember  that  you  are 
ishmen,  and  as  Irishmen  recognize 
your  countrymen  of  different  race  and 
faith  as  your  coimtrymen,  and  I  believe 
you  will  have  nothing  to  fear  from  them, 
and  that  you  will  reap  good  for  your- 
selves and  your  coimtry.  It  is  said  that 
you  possess,  and  that  you  represent,  the 
capital,  the  intelligence,  the  education, 
and  the  enterprize  of  Ireland.  If  that  is 
80,  apply  those  gifts  and  those  advantages 
to  the  good  of  your  country ;  brin^  your 
talents  to  its  councils,  and  they  wiU  have 
their  full  weight.  Then  it  is  said  that 
the  feeling  of  Party  is  so  strong  in  Ire- 
land, that  if  hon.  Members  from  Ireland 
sitting  below  the  Gangway  opposite  were 
to  become  hereafter  the  Eepresentatives 
of  their  country  in  an  Irish  Parliament, 
they  would  show  no  mercy  to  the  mino- 
rity— they  would  starve  them  out  of  the 
country.  Well,  Sir,  I  have  mixed  a 
great  deal  with  my  fellow- men,  and  I 
have  known  a  great  many  Irishmen; 
but  I  never  yet  met  an  Irishman  who 
was  a  fool.  I  have  always  found  that, 
genial,  and  kind-hearted,  and  agreeable 
as  he  is,  no  one  has  a  keener  eye  to 
his  interest ;  and  I  do  not  think  you 
would  find  the  Irish  Members,  if  re- 
turned   to    an    Irish    Parliament,    so 


I  foolish  and  so  stupid  as  to  wish  to  drive 
all  the  capital  and  the  best  intelligence 
out  of  their  country.  I  believe  the  whole 
thing  is  a  myth,  and  that  any  apprehen- 
sions as  to  the  action  of  an  Irish  Parlia- 
ment, when  it  was  established,   would 
prove  to  have  been  unfounded.  It  is  true 
that  the  Parliament  of  Ireland,  as  re- 
spects this  Parliament,  will  hold  an  in- 
ferior position  ;  but  it  will  have  all  that 
the  people  of  Ireland  are  asking  for — 
namely,  the  right  to  legislate  for  their 
own  internal  affairs.     And  then   **  tri- 
bute "  is  spoken  of.     I  say  the  word  is 
not  appropriate,  because  the  Irish  will 
simply  be  paying  a  fixed  sum  previously 
agreed  upon  for  the  benefits  conferred 
upon  them,  and  for  the  protection  which 
will  be  afforded  by  Great  Britain.     As 
to  separation,   the  idea  always  seems 
to  me  utterly  absurd.     Ireland  separate 
from  us  when  we  are  in  actual  posses- 
sion of  the  country,  when  we  shall  have 
an  Army  there,  and  a  Navy  to  guard 
and  protect  her  Coast !     How  is  it  pos- 
sible that  there  can  be  any  separation 
under  such  circumstances?  No,  Sir ;  there 
is  far  more  separation  now.     There  is    . 
separation  in  feeling ;  there  is  disaffec- 
tion towards  the  Imperial  Government, 
the  causes  of  which  I  have  briefly  re- 
ferred to.     But  my  earnest  belief  is, 
that  if  a  measure  of  this  kind  be  passed 
you  will  find  a  cordial  union  between  the 
two  countries  spring  up  which  has  never 
existed  before ;   and  that,  so  far  from 
wishing  for  separation,  the  Irish  people 
will  rather  seek  to  draw  more  closely 
than  ever  the  ties  between  England  and 
Ireland.     There  is  another  question  to 
which  I  wish  briefly  to  refer — namely, 
the  removing  of   the    Irish    Members 
from  this  House.     I  am  not  one  of  those 
who  object  to  that  provision  in  the  Bill. 
It  seems  to  me  that  if  the  Irish  are  to 
have  a  Parliament  of  their  own  they  will 
have  quite  enough  to  occupy  their  best 
men  in  conducting  the  business  of  their 
own  country.     But  I  go  further.     I  pro- 
test against  Irishmen,  who  will  haye  the 
right  to  conduct  their  own  business  in 
Ireland,  coming  over  here  and  interfering 
with  ours.     I  cannot  see  any  injustice  in 
their  exclusion.     But  it  is  said  that  their 
retention  would  be  a  sort  of  pledge  or 
symbol  of  the  union  of  the  two  coun- 
tries.    Well,  it  would  be  a  symbol  that 
would  be  more  likely  to  produce  mis- 
chief than  good,  because  it  would  not 
only  bring  them  here  to  interfere  in  our 
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business,  but  it  might  bring  about  those 
very  agitations  to  which  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  in  his  speech  referred.  I, 
therefore,  do  not  join  in  the  cry  that  the 
Irish  Members  ought  to  remain  in  this 
House.  Then  it  is  said  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  is  inseparable  from  its 
details.  I  cannot  see  it  in  this  Bill  any 
more  than  in  any  other  Bill.  The  prin- 
ciple is  clear  and  patent.  It  is  local 
legislation  for  Ireland.  That  is  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  as  I  conceive  it ;  and 
it  is  to  that,  and  that  only,  that  I 
commit  myself  in  according  the  Bill 
a  second  reading.  I  will  only  con- 
clude by  saying  that  I  hope,  not- 
withstanding any  opposition  that  may 
take  place,  and  notwithstanding  any 
secession  from  our  ranks,  hon.  Members 
from  Ireland  will  be  patient,  as  we  Eng- 
lish and  Scotch  Members  are  obliged  to 
be  patient.  We  do  not  have  our  griev- 
ances removed  in  a  day.  We  require 
many  years  of  agitation  to  pass  our 
measures.  This  question  is  now  thrown 
before  the  country  for  the  first  time  by  a 
responsible  Ministry;  and  you  cannot 
expect  that  the  country  will  in  a  few 
weeks  make  up  its  mind  to  do  something 
almost  entirely  new  to  them,  and  which 
is  presented  by  some  men  of  weight  in  a 
highly  objectionable  light.  This  is  the 
first  time  that  a  measure  of  this  kind  has 
been  introduced  by  a  responsible  Minis- 
try. The  Eepeal  of  the  Union  was 
agitated  by  Mr.  O'Oonnell,  who  moved 
for  it  in  this  House.  He  failed.  His 
movement  was  crushed  ;  but  it  was  not 
killed.  Mr.  Butt  moved  his  Motion  in 
1876,  and  although  he  failed  to  carry  it 
the  movement  had  only  smouldered ; 
and  now  it  is  taken  up  and  proposed 
on  the  responsibility  of  one  of  Eng- 
land's greatest  Ministers,  supported 
by  the  able  men  who  compose  his 
Cabinet.  Introduced  and  laid  before 
the  country  under  these  circumstances 
— do  you  think  that  it  is  possible 
that  this  movement  can  ever  die? 
It  will  live,  and  it  will  grow;  and  if 
its  opponents  succeed  in  throwing  out 
the  measure,  what  will  be  the  result? 
They  will  be  dashing  to  the  ground 
hopes  which  have  been  raised;  they 
will  be  trifling  with  the  tenderest  and 
most  sacred  feelings  of  a  people.  I  am 
not  prepared  to  take  upon  myself,  as  an 
individual,  any  responsibility  for  throw- 
ing out  this  measure ;  and  I  shall  vote 
for  the  Bill  in  the  hope  that,  oven  if  we  ! 

Mr.  Serjeant  Simon 


fail  to  pass  it  this  Session,  the  principle 
of  self-government  for  Ireland  may  he 
adopted,  and  that  the  country  will  rally 
round  the  Prime  Minister,  and  support 
him  in  his  noble  endeavour  to  establish 
peace  and  goodwill  between  the  two 
countries. 

Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'BEIEN  (Mayo,  S.) 
Sir,  it  is  extremely  difficult  to  distin- 
guish between  the  speeches  of  cer- 
tain hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Government 
Benches  and  those  of  our  Tory  op- 
ponents. The  extraordinary  bitterness 
with  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Inverness  Burghs  (Mr.  Finlay) 
has  assailed  this  measure  and  the 
Irish  Members  must  have  struck  the 
House  very  forcibly.  There  is,  how- 
ever, a  reason  for  it.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  has  not  forgotten  that 
the  votes  of  the  Irish  Party  destroyed 
a  little  project  of  bis  with  regard  to 
the  Church  of  Scotland  which  was  in 
opposition  to  the  views  of  the  people  of 
Scotland.  Hinc  ilia  laehryma  and  the 
hysterics  which  we  heard  a  short  time 
ago.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
went  through  the  whole  gamut,  seeking 
for  every  possible  objection  to  this  mea- 
sure. It  would  appear  that  he  not 
only  desired  to  keep  the  Irish  people 
slaves,  but  to  make  them  feel  that 
they  were  slaves.  He  paid  his  tribute 
of  respect  to  Ulster  nationality ;  but  that 
was  a  matter  which  has  so  often  been 
explained  that  I  am  really  surprised 
at  the  pertinacity  with  which  hon.  Mem- 
bers advance  the  same  old  arguments. 
What  is  Ulster  nationality?  Out  of 
the  two  counties  of  Antrim  and  Down 
no  such  thing  as  an  Orange  nationality 
exists.  Should  Ulster  get  a  Parliament, 
it  is  perfectly  manifest  that  she  would, 
under  even  the  existing  circumstances, 
throw  in  her  lot  with  the  rest  of 
Ireland,  or  else  elect  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  her  Prime 
Minister — a  result  which  it  is  ques- 
tionable whether  or  not  it  would  be 
pleasing  to  hon.  Members  above  the 
Gangway.  The  views  of  Lord  Macaulay 
have  been  described  to  the  House  in  op- 
position to  the  views  of  the  whole  Irish 
people.  The  fact  is  plain — that  the 
Irish  Members  have  been  elected  on  this 
single  plank ;  and  what  is  the  sense  or 
reason  for  parading  the  views  of  Lord 
Macaulay,  or  anyone  else,  in  opposition 
to  that  wish  ?  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  wishes  to  drag  Scotland  into 
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the  controversy ;  but  it  is  very  doubtful 
whether  he  is  authorized  to  represent  the 
views  of  Scotland  on  the  subject.  There 
is  no  doubt  that  there  is  no  means,  except 
by  a  measure  of  this  kind,  to  allay  the 
disaffection  existing  in  Ireland.  Sir,  the 
House  has,  in  the  course  of  this  debate, 
listened  to  a  great  variety  of  opinion, 
favourable  and  unfavourable,  to  the 
merits  of  the  measure  under  discussion, 
the  importance  of  which  cannot  be  ex- 
aggerated. And  I  trust  in  the  resulting 
haze  of  argument  pro  and  con  the  House 
will  not  lose  sight  of  what  is  the  real 
object  of  the  Bill,  and  what,  by  its 
authors,  it  is  calculated  to  accomplish. 
Sir,  its  aim  is  no  less  than  the  pacifica- 
tion of  Ireland  ;  the  ending  of  the  bitter 
strife  of  centuries  between  Ireland  and 
England.  I  do  not  think  a  proposal  of 
vaster  importance  can  be  brought  before 
this  House.  No  enterprize  affecting 
more  closely  the  welfare  of  the  British 
Empire  has  ever  been  undertaken  ;  and, 
should  it  be  the  good  fortune  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  as  I  hope  it  will  be,  to 
succeed  in  his  great  endeavour  to  effect 
this  pacification  of  Ireland,  and  to  link 
these  countries  in  bonds  of  lasting 
friendly  Union,  he  will  have  done  a 
service  to  England  and  to  Ireland  trans- 
cending in  importance  anything  accom- 
plished by  any  other  British  statesman 
who  has  preceded  him.  I  have  been 
amazed,  and  I  am  sure  many  hon. 
Gentlemen  must  equally  have  been 
amazed,  to  observe  the  pertinacity  with 
which  the  opponents  of  the  Bill  have  in- 
dulged in  the  use  of  irritating  language, 
the  only  result  of  which  could  be  to  stir 
tip  and  keep  alive  religious  animosities 
in  the  Orange  quarters  of  some  Ulster 
counties.  The  existence  of  a  partizan 
spirit  amongst  the  Orange  Ascendancy 
Party  of  Ulster,  however  much  it  is  to 
be  deplored,  is  intelligible,  and  to  some 
extent,  perhaps  I  might  say,  to  be  ex- 
cused ;  for,  unhappily,  those  men  have 
been  nursed  and  brought  up  in  the  midst 
of  hateful  prejudices  and  religious  ani- 
mosities, which  Irish  landlords  and 
English  Governments  have,  for  their 
own  base  ends,  zealously  cultivated  in 
that  part  of  Ireland.  But  what  is  to  be 
said  for  Englishmen,  for  whom  we  can 
make  no  such  excuse,  and  who,  never- 
theless, recklessly  join  in  and  encourage 
the  employment  of  such  language  ?  Sir, 
the  bitterest  enemies  of  your  Empire 
have  no  more  powerful  allies  than  those 


Gentlemen  who,  in  the  interests  of  base 
Party  tactics,  employ  purposely  irri- 
tating language  in  the  discussion  of  a 
question  of  such  vast  importance  as  this. 
Some  of  the  opponents  of  the  Bill, 
apparently  more  anxious  for  Party 
tactics  than  regardful  of  the  merits  of 
the  measure,  or  of  the  consequences  of 
its  success  or  failure,  have  taunted  Irish- 
men that  they  have  not  always  spoken 
of  the  Prime  Minister  in  laudatory 
terms.  But,  as  an  Irishman  who  for  a 
good  many  years  has  taken  part  in  the 
politics  of  my  country,  I  can  tell  the 
House  that  the  feelings  of  the  bulk  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  have,  for  many  years,  been 
those  of  gratitude  for  what  he  has 
striven  to  do,  and  admiration  for  his 
commanding  abilities.  Even  on  occasions 
when  he  became  the  instrument  of 
suffering  to  themselves  they  strove  in 
their  own  minds  to  distinguish  between 
the  man  and  the  politician,  forced  by 
the  exigencies  of  nis  position  to  be  a 
party  to  what  in  his  heart  he  detested. 
Among  the  number  of  those  who  will 
have  addressed  the  House  on  this  ques- 
tion, perhaps  the  opinions  of  one  so  in- 
significant as  myself  may,  because  of 
the  circumstances  of  his  past,  be  con- 
sidered not  unworthy  of  being  recorded. 
Of  the  earnestness  and  sincerity  of  my 
convictions  I  have  given  unmistakable 
proof;  for,  acting  on  the  Constitutional 
theory  of  the  no  hie  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Paddington  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill),  having  satisfied  myself  that 
Constitutional  methods  had  been  fully 
tried  and  tested,  I  joined  in  an  attempt 
at  armed  resistance  to  misgovemment 
in  the  year  1867,  and  for  which  I  was 
sentenced  to  be  hanged,  drawn,  and 
quartered.  But, notwithstanding  the  dis- 
tinctness of  my  record  in  opposition  to 
the  misgovemment  of  my  country,  I 
have,  for  some  years,  been  of  opinion 
that  some  tolerable  modue  vivendt  be- 
tween Great  Britain  and  Ireland  would 
be  a  desirable  and  satisfactory  settle- 
ment of  the  quarrel.  I  should  never 
have  consented  to  enter  this  House 
if  I  had  not  first  made  up  my 
mind  to  do  my  best  towards  es- 
tablishing and  carrying  out  such  a 
Treaty  of  Peace  between  Ireland  and 
England.  And  I  beg  to  assure  the 
House  that,  in  my  opinion,  this  mea- 
sure— amended  as  suggested  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
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Parnell) — will  be  loyally  accepted  as  a 
settlement  by  the  vast  majority  of  the 
Irish  people  at  home  and  abroad,  and 
will  effect  the  pacification  of  Ireland, 
and  put  an  end  to  that  bitter  strife  of 
centuries,  substituting  for  the  hateful 
state  of    things  now  existing    a    real 
Union  between  the  countries,  founded 
on  mutual  goodwill  and  mutual  respect. 
The  opponents  of  the  Bill  assert  that  the 
authors  of  it  have  put  into  it  the  clauses 
and  safeguards  providing  for  the  protec- 
tion of  the  minority,  because  they  dis- 
trust the  majority  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land. But  the  Prime  Minister  and  other 
Members  of  the  Government,   on  the 
contrary,  have  assured  the  House  that 
those  safeguards  have  been  framed,  not 
because  of  their  distrust  of  the   Irish 
people,  but  only  to  satisfy  the  ground- 
less fears  of    Uie    minority.     For  the 
same  reason,  Sir,  we  consent  to  those 
very  elaborate  safeguards,  though  they 
are  positively  restrictions  which,  in  the 
hands    of   an    unreasonable    minority, 
would  make  the  proposed  Irish  Legisla- 
ture   entirely  unworkable.     Neverthe- 
less, we  are  willing  to  consent  to  those 
restrictions,  because  we  do  not  believe 
that  our  Protestant  fellow-countrymen, 
any  more  than  ourselves,  are  the  mad 
idiots  they  are  represented  to  be.     We 
believe  this  horriole  mist  of  prejudice 
and  religious  animosity  will  not  long 
resist  the  sun  rays  of  healthy,  actu^ 
experience  when  Irishmen  of  all  Parties 
come  together,  and  when  each  shall  find 
that  the  strongest  feeling  in  the  breasts 
of  all  is  an  earnest  desire  to  serve  their 
common  country.      Sir,    if    any    other 
country  could    point    to    a    record    of 
patriotism  equally  free  from  religious 
bigotry  and  intolerance,  it  would  not 
need  to  assert  before  the  people  of  Eng- 
land— the  greatest  admirers  in  the  world, 
perhaps,    of    patriotism    and    religious 
liberty  everywhere  out  of  Ireland— that 
a  like  minority  under  like  circumstances 
would  be  safe  within  its  borders.     Sir, 
the  Protestant  minority  would  be  far 
more  safe  in  Ireland  than  in  any  other 
country  in  the  world  under  like  circum- 
stances.    This  is  my  honest  and  sincere 
conviction,  and  I  must  pretend  to  know 
my  countrymen  far  better  than  those 
who  have  so  grossly  maligned  them  in 
this  House  and  out  of  it  during  the  past 
few  months.  Next,  will  the  people  of  Ire- 
land honestly  carry  out  the  contract? 
On  this  side  of  their  character,  also,  the 

Mr.  J.  F,  X.  O'Brien 


people  of  Ireland  have  been  shamefully 
slandered.     Let  anyone  for  a  moment 
consider    how    the    property    of    Irish 
tenants  has  been  confiscated  for  many 
generations;    many    millions    of     rent 
having  been  levied  upon  the  very  pro- 
perty created  by  themselves,  and  con- 
sider how  those  poor  Irish  tenants  have, 
generation    after    generation,    steadily 
paid  those  cruelly  unjust  exactions,  so 
long  as  the  barest  subsistence  for  their 
families  was  left    them.      Let  anyone 
consider  the  evidence,  the  honourable 
evidence,  which  Members  of  the  Ghovem- 
ment  have  given  in  this  House  recently 
of  the  punctuality  of  the  repayment  of 
loans  in  Ireland.     Sir,  it  is  a  shameful 
slander  to  impute  dishonesty  to  the  Irish 
nation.     Sir  John  Davies — no  biassed 
Irish  authority — ^long  since  recorded  his 
belief  in  their  love  of  equal  and  impar- 
tial justice.    From  the  manner  in  which 
the  opponents  of  this  Bill  have  been 
carrying  on  the  discussion,  one  would 
be  led  to  imagine  that  it  is  an  indispen- 
sable sine  qud  non  that  those  for  and 
against  this  or  any  other  measure  must 
have  been  all  their  lives  of  the  same 
way  of  thinking  on  the  same  subjects ; 
that  the  merits  of  a  question  and  the 
knowledge  acquired  by  experience  count 
for  nothing,  compared  with  the  critical 
question  as  to  what  one  said  20,  30,  or 
40  years  ago  on  this  or  that  subject. 
Surely  that  is  the  merest  childishness, 
and  not  the  way  to  approach  the  discus- 
sion of  any  question,  much  less  a  ques- 
tion involving  the  fate  of  nations,  the 
happiness  or  misery  of  the  millions  com- 
posing the  populations  of  these  Islands. 
The  fate  and  happiness  of  Ireland  and 
the  Irish  race  are,   of  course,  in  the 
chiefest  degree  concerned  in  this  great 
question.     But  the  connection  between 
these  countries  and  peoples  is  now  so 
close  that  happiness  and  prosperity  fur 
Ireland  must  mean  peace  and  friendly 
feelings  for  all ;  while  if  you  are  about 
to  doom  Ireland  to  a  further  period  of 
torture,  to  20  years  of  coercion,  it  is 
idle  to  think  that  Great  Britain  shall  go 
free  of  the  consequences.     I  trust,  then, 
that  a  question  of  such  magnitude,  and 
involving  consequences  so  grave,  will 
no  longer  be  handled  in  such  puerile 
fashion  as   reading  to  the  House  the 
opinions  Mr.  So-and-So  entertained  on 
this  question  20,  30,  or  40  years  ago. 
Sir,  the  Ireland  of  to-day  and  its  cir- 
cumstances are  not  those  of  40  or  50 
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years  ago,  and  men  in  everyday  life  act 
not  upon  the  views  of  men  and  things 
they  entertained  in  the  dead  past  of  50 
years  ago,  but  upon  the  views  they 
entertain  of  them  in  the  living  present 
of  to-day.  Among  the  opponents  of  this 
measure,  the  noble  Marquess  the  Mem- 
ber for  Eossendale  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington)  told  us  in  this  House,  on 
the  9th  ultimo,  that  he  declined  to  join 
the  Prime  Minister  in  his  proposal  to 
examine  and  inquire  into  the  Irish 
Question,  for 

*'  He  felt  that  an  inquiry  of  that  kind  could 
not  stop  short  of  action  of  some  kind.*' 

A  peculiar  piece  of  statesmanship  surely 
on  the  part  of  one  who,  in  Belfast,  on 
the  previous  November,  six  months  ago, 
pledged  himself  to  a  thorough  reform  of 
the  Irish  Government,  and  giving  to 
Ireland  large  control  of  her  own  local 
affairs !  The  noble  Marquess  made  on 
the  same  day — April  9 — another  re- 
markable pronouncement.     He  said — 

"Whatever  be  the  fate  of  this  measure— the 
Irish  Government  Bill — its  mere  introduction 
by  a  responsible  Qovemment,  by  a  Minister 
-wielding,  and  justly  wielding,  the  influence  and 
authority  of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  will  have 
done  much  which  can  never  be  recalled.  This 
measure  will  henceforth  be  the  minimum  of  the 
Irish  national  demand." 

And,  Sir,  that  is  quite  true.  It  is  what 
all  intelligent  opinion,  English  and 
foreign,  all  over  the  world,  is  agreed 
upon.  And  is  not  the  logical  deduction 
from  such  a  consensus  of  opinion  this — 
that  the  postponement  of  the  settlement 
between  the  two  countries  is  to  be  de- 
precated by  everyone  having  at  heart 
the  good — ^the  best  interests  of  these 
countries  ?  Is  the  state  of  Ireland  such 
as  any  wise  or  good  man  would  like  to 
see  continued  ?  What  can  one  think  of 
the  statesmanship  which,  while  acknow- 
ledging that  the  introduction  by  the 
Prime  Minister  of  this  Bill  makes  this 
measure  henceforth  the  minimum  of  the 
settlement  between  England  and  Ire- 
land, refuses  even  to  examine  the  ques- 
tion, because,  forsooth,  such  <'  examina- 
tion must  lead  to  action  of  some  kind  ?  " 
Surely  this  is  to  be  compared  only  to 
the  action  of  the  ostrich,  which  tries  to 
avoid  danger  by  hiding  its  head  in  the 
sand.  In  his  Opera  House  speech,  on 
the  14th  ultimo,  the  noble  Marquess 
said  he  objected  to  the  Bill  '*  because  it 
invalidated  the  Union  between  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland.''     Why,  the  only 


chance  of  a  real  Union  between  the 
countries  is  to  be  expected  from  this 
very  measure.  On  no  less  terms  can 
the  Irish  people  consent  to  a  Union. 
On  the  same  occasion  the  noble  Lord 
indulged  in  a  number  of  **ifs  " — 

"If  the  sanguine  hopes  with  which  this 
measure  has  been  introduced  should  be  dis- 
appointed ;  if  it  should  turn  out  that  the  states- 
man^ip  of  Mr.  Pamell  and  of  the  National 
League  fails  to  solve  those  difficulties  which 
have  hitherto  baffled  and  perplexed  the  states- 
manship of  British  statesmen ;  if  it  should  be 
found  after  trial— if  it  should  be  found  that  the 
poverty  of  Ireland  is  not  removed,  but  rather 
increased — if  it  should  be  found  that  the  law  is 
not  observed ;  if  it  should  be  found  that  in- 
justice has  been  committed,"  &c. 

A  splendid  style  of  argument  surely ! 
But  could  not  that  style  of  argument  be 
turned  against  anything  and  everything? 
And,  because  one  can  start  an  ** if"  on 
the  other  side,  is  that  to  be  held  suffi- 
cient reason  why  the  most  grievous 
injustice  is  to  continue  undisturbed? 
But  we  can,  after  85  years  of  bitter  ex- 
perience of  the  Union,  say  of  it,  without 
an  '4f,"  or  any  sort  of  hesitation,  the 
sanguine  hopes  with  which  it  was  forced 
upon  Ireland  have  been  disappointed. 
The  best  statesmanship  of  England  has 
failed  to  solve  the  difficulty  created  by 
it.  It  has  been  proved,  after  long  and 
bitter  trial,  that  the  poverty  of  Ireland 
has  been  intensified  by  it ;  it  has  been 
found  that  that  accursed  Act  of  Union 
has  made  law  hated  in  Ireland ;  it  has 
been  found  that  under  it  most  grievous 
injustice  has  been  done  to  Ireland.  Mr. 
Giffen,  a  high  English  authority  on 
financial  statistics,  shows  strikingly  and 
conclusively  the  results  to  Ireland  of 
having  her  affairs  recklessly  exploited 
by  Englishmen  and  Scotchmen,  in  the 
supposed  interests  of  Great  Britain,  in- 
stead of  being  managed  by  Irishmen  for 
the  good  of  Lreland.  Mr.  Giffen  shows 
that  at  the  time  of  the  Union,  on  the 
estimate  of  Ireland's  wealth  as  com- 
pared with  that  of  Ghreat  Britain,  her 
quota  of  taxation  was  fixed  at  2-17th8. 
Now,  after  85  years  of  Union,  he  him- 
self estimates  that  Ireland's  gross  in- 
come has  fallen  from  that  proportion  of 
2-17ths  to  about  l-20th;  her  capital  to 
l-24th,  and  her  taxable  resources  to 
l-50th  of  those  of  Great  Britain.  At 
the  outset  of  his  anti-Irish  campaign 
the  noble  Marquess  was  very  shy,  lest  he 
should  be  charged  with  allying  himself 
with  the  Tory  Party.    He  denied  that 
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the  platform  at  the  Opera  House  was  a 
Tory  platform.  His  opposition  was  so 
wanting  in  clearness  of  ring  that,  for  a 
considerable  time  the  Prime  Minister 
evidently  had  hopes  of  him.  But  on 
the  18th  instant,  at  Bradford,  he  boldly 
adopted  the  Tory  views  of  this  matter, 
and  apparently  he  expects  to  carry  his 
following  into  the  Tory  camp.  He  de- 
clared himself  '*  an  extreme  opponent  of 
Home  Eule."    He  said— 

"  The  people  of  Ireland  sent  their  Bepresen- 
tatives  to  Parliament  to  obtain  for  them  the 
land  of  Ireland  for  nothing,  or  next  to 
nothing." 

If  he  thinks  20  years'  purchase  nothing, 
it  would  be  interesting  to  know  what 
are  his  views  of  the  real  value  of  pro- 
perty, the  bulk  of  which  consists  of  the 
confiscated  improvements  of  the  tenants 
of  Ireland.     He  assumed  that — 

"  In  a  few  yeart  the  Irish  people  may  re- 
pudiate every  article  of  this  contract." 

In  fact,  he  pretends  to  fear  that  the 
Irish  people  would  think  of  nothing  but 
how  to  do  every  possible  evil — 

**  He  never  swerved  from  equal  justice  to 
Irishmen  and  Englishmen.*' 

And  wound  up  that— 

'*  England  has  in  the  past  striven  to  do,  and 
has  done,  her  duty  to  Ireland." 

The  position  of  the  noble  Marquess  is, 
therefore,  that  of  T-iord  Salisbury — each 
of  them  regarding  Ireland  from  the 
point  of  view  of  the  feudal  aristocrat, 
who  cannot  bear  to  see  his  slave  removed 
from  his  lash.  It  would  be  interesting 
if  the  Hoiise  could  learn  to  what  extent 
the  confiscated  improvements  of  Irish 
tenants  have  been  made  to  contribute 
to  the  swollen  coffers  of  the  House  of 
Devonshire.  Why,  every  fish  that  swims 
in  the  River  Blackwater — for  some  20 
miles  of  its  course,  and  for  considerable 
distance  into  the  sea  at  Youghal  Harbour 
— must  pay  tribute  to  the  Ducal  Devon- 
shire. It  is  easy  to  understand  the  noble 
Marquess's  sympathy  with  the  Landlord 
Orange  Ascendancy  Party.  He  is  one 
of  them.  The  attacks  of  these  men  upon 
Ireland  are  in  their  own  interest,  on 
more  grounds  than  one.  To  those  in 
the  position  of  the  noble  Marquess,  the 
thought  is  not  a  far-fetched  one — 

**  When  Irish  landlords  are  bought  out — how 
soon  shall  attention  be  turned  upon  English 
landlordism  ?  It  is  not  quite  certain  that  we 
may  get  as  good  terms  as  are  now  offered  to 
the  Irish  landlords— for  Englishmen  are  apt  to 
improve  upon  the  lessons  they  learn — and  a 
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much  closer  scrutiny  may  be  applied  to  our 
case ;  and  obviously,  then,  the  longer  we  can 
maintain  landlordism  in  Ireland,  the  longer 
shall  we  postpone  the  evil  day  for  land  monopoly 
in  Engkuid." 

A  word  as  to  the  **  equal  treatment  of 
Irishmen  and  Englishmen,"  from  which 
thenobleMarquesshas** never  swerved." 
Some  15  years  ago — ^in  1871,  I  tiiiak — 
he  treated  H.E.H.  the  Prince  of  Wales 
to  a  right  royal  spectacle.  An  amnesty 
meeting  was  held  in  the  Phoenix  Park 
— it  was  Sunday,  and  the  weather  being 
very  fine  the  Park  was  crowded  with 
men,  women,  and  children ;  on  a  sudden, 
without  warning,  a  large  body  of  police, 
previously  ambushed  in  contiguous  hol- 
low places,  burst  upon  the  scene,  and 
with  truncheons  beat  down  the  people 
most  mercilessly,  sparing  neither  age 
nor  sex.  We  have  not  yet  learned  of 
his  having  treated  the  people  of  Eng- 
land after  this  fashion.  I  do  not  doubt 
he  would  if  he  dare.  The  opponents  of 
this  Bill  have  harped  constantly  upon 
the  string— that  the  people  of  Ireland 
cannot  be  trusted  with  the  powers  pro- 
posed to  be  conyeyed  by  tnis  measure. 
It  is  assumed  that  the  people  of  Ireland, 
if  endowed  with  this  Legislature,  would 
at  once  proceed  to  the  making  of  all 
kinds  of  absurd  and  wicked  laws — 

"  Abolishing  the  crime  of  mnrder ;  "  •*  confis- 
cating property  ;  **  **  cutting  down  to  one-half 
interest  payable  to  English  and  Scotch  inves- 
tors." 

But,  I  presume,  it  is  only  of  the  Ca- 
tholic majority  this  estimate  is  formed. 
I  presume  those  gentlemen  have  trust 
and  confidence  in  the  Loyal  Orange 
Landlord  Party,  who  woidd  form  a 
powerful  Party  in  the  proposed  L^s- 
lature,  and  endowed  with  a  veto  power 
which  would  make  all  legislation  impos- 
sible so  long  as  it  would  be  unsatisfac- 
tory to  them.  Notwithstanding  that,  the 
Irish  people  would  have  every  possible 
reason  for  conciliating  that  minority,  in 
order  to  secure  the  harmonious  working 
of  their  new  Government.  Notwith- 
standing that,  the  Irish  people  would  be 
fully  aware  how  closely  and  jealously 
they  would  be  watched  from  this  side  of 
the  Channel  in  the  exercise  of  their  new 
powers.  Yet  Lord  Derby  pretends  to 
believe  that  the  Irish  people  are  the 
mad  idiots  and  fools  to  wreck  and  ruin 
their  new-found  happiness  —  that  for 
which  they  have  striven  so  long,  so 
patiently,  and  so  persistently,  and  with 
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80  much  self-sacrifice — and  all  for  what? 
to  gratify  a  spirit  of  religious  animosity! 
I  have  repudiated  the  imputations  on 
the  part  of  the  Catholics  of  Ireland,  and 
every  Protestant  Member  of  our  Party 
will  endorse  my  repudiation.  But  to 
place  this  matter  beyond  dispute,  with 
the  permission  of  the  House  I  will  read 
an  exceedingly  interesting  letter  lately 
published  in  a  Belfast  newspaper— 7^ 
Northern  Whig ;  the  writer  of  the  letter 
is  the  Rev.  Matthew  Kerr,  the  Presby- 
terian minister  at  Cork.     He  writes  — 

*<  Sir,— Can  it  be  that  Ulster  Presbyterianism 
has  no  Toice  to  raise  on  behalf  of  Ireland's 
claim  to  manage  her  own  affairs  ?  I  cannot 
believe  it.  Presbyterians  iu  Scotland,  in  Eng- 
land, and  in  America  are  speaking  with  no  hesi- 
tating tone,  and  shall  we  be  silent  ?  We  are 
loyal,  but  we  will  not  he  silent  and  allow  the 
impression  to  go  ahroad  that  the  Loyalists. 
Whig  or  Tory,  speak  for  us.  Let  the  sturdy 
farmers  of  Down  and  Derry,  of  Antrim  and 
Tyrone,  lift  up  their  Toice.  The  day  for  silence 
is  past.  I  claim  to  have  some  right  to  speak 
on  this  question.  All  my  ministerial  life  has 
been  spent  outside  Ulster— in  the  West  and  in 
the  South.  I  can  fairly  say  that  I  have  come 
into  closer  contact  with  the  Roman  Catholic 
people  of  Lreland  than,  perhaps,  any  minister  of 
our  Church ;  and,  with  this  experience,  spread- 
ing over  a  period  of  35  years,  I  helieve  with 
all  my  heart  that  I  am  ready  to  intrust  my  civil 
and  religious  liberty  to  the  Irish  people  with 
the  fullest  conviction  that  the  trust  will  he  safe 
in  their  keeping.  The  agitation  that  has  raged 
so  vehementiy  of  late  is  the  old  agitation  that 
began  seven  centuries  ago,  when  England  first 
conquered  Ireland.  It  is  in  no  sense  with  the 
Irish  people  a  religious  agitation.  The  feeling 
was  as  strong  when  England  and  Ireland  were 
both  Boman  Catholic  as  it  has  been  since  Eng- 
land became  Protestant,  only  that  the  religious 
.  difference  has  added  a  special  acrimony  to  the 
future  on  both  sides.  The  men  who  are  hated 
most  in  Ireland  to-day  are  Roman  Catholics  who 
have  separated  themselves  from  the  national 
life,  ana  have  joined  the  English  garrison.  As 
Lord  Spencer  truly  stated  at  Leeds,  the  trusted 
Leaders  of  the  Irish  people  since  the  Union  in 
1800  have  all  been  Protestant,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  O'Connell.  They  who  tell  us  that 
Home  Rule  means  Rome  Rule  do  not  know 
Ireland,  and  have  not  studied,  but  in  the  sur- 
face, the  present  National  movement.  It  is  a 
National  movement,  pure  and  simple,  except  in 
Ulster,  where  Protestant  prejudice  has  brought 
in  the  religious  element.  I  was  for  a  long  time 
enable  to  understand  the  National  feeling, 
brought  up,  as  I  had  been,  in  a  county  Deny 
home,  and  educated  entirely  in  Ulster.  I  tried  | 
to  find  out  what  was  my  native  land.  I  could 
not  find  it.  My  friends  and  associates  refused 
to  be  called  Irishmen.  Scotland  could  not  well  I 
be  my  country,  for  my  people  had  been  out  of 
it  for  more  ihsjx  two  centuries,  I  settled  down 
into  the  belief  that  I  was  an  Ulsterman,  and 
nothing  more.  Now  I  have  learned  to  take  all 
Ireland  as  my  country,  and  I  can  feel  the 
throbbings  of  patriotism  within  my  breast.  The 


National  feeling  is  patriotism,  and  it  is  the  most 
powerful  factor  in  the  stttloment  of  the  Irish 
Question.  This  patriotism,  too,  has  had  a  won- 
derful influence  in  elevating  the  character  of 
the  Irish  people,  and  kindling  hope  in  their 
hearts  through  all  the  long  years  of  their  sad, 
sad  history.  I  regret  exceedingly  that  our 
Church,  through  the  voice  of  her  leaders, 
appears  to  be  opposed  at  present  to  give  to  all 
Ireland  the  right  to  manage  her  own  affairs.  I 
regret,  too,  that  some  of  my  dearest  friends  are 
fighting,  as  I  most  firmly  believe,  not  only 
against  Ireland,  but  against  our  own  Church 
interests.  The  mists  of  prejudice,  however,  are 
already  beginning  to  scatter^  and  I  believe  that 
when  the  Assembly  meets  in  June  there  will  be 
a  large  body  of  both  ministers  and  elders  who 
will  bo  prepared  to  do  justice  to  Ireland.  There 
is  no  ill-feeling  in  the  South  against  Protestants. 
The  strong,  and  I  would  say  the  ill-advised,  lan- 
guage so  often  used  in  the  North  is  not  resented. 
All  true  Nationalists,  Protestants,  and  Roman 
Catholics  yearn  to  see  a  United  Ireland — Ulster 
holding  her  own  place  in  the  front  rank." 

For  myself,  I  believe  that  a  very  short 
period  of  Home  Eule  will  suffice  to  dis- 
abuse the  minds  of  the  Protestants  of 
the  North  of  Ireland,  and  to  entirely 
exorcise  the  demon  of  religious  discord. 
If  hon.  Gentlemen  who  oppose  this  Bill 
can  be  supposed  to  fairly  represent  Eng- 
lish and  Scotch  opinion  respecting  Ire- 
land, the  outlook  is  not  very  re-as- 
suring, and  the  only  result  humanly 
possible  would  be  that  the  lamentable 
internecine  struggle  must  go  on  to  the 
dreadful  bitter  end — to  the  irreparable 
misfortune  of  both  countries.  But,  as 
far  as  we  can  judge,  it  does  not  appear 
that  those  Gentlemen  do  fairly  repre- 
sent the  opinion  on  this  question  of  the 
ruling  power  in  these  countries — the 
enfranchised  democracy  of  Great  Bri- 
tain and  Ireland.  We  therefore  hope 
that,  in  this  measure,  the  great  states- 
manship of  the  Prime  Minister  has  laid 
the  foundation  of  a  satisfactory  modus 
Vivendi^  and  of  lasting  peace  and  good  - 
will  between  the  two  Islands.  Is  this 
Irish  Question  to  be  settled  now,  and  in 
good  temper,  or  is  it  to  be  prolonged 
still  further,  embittering  the  antago- 
nisms of  race  and  creed?  Will  you 
never  agree  to  give  to  Ireland  a  good 
measure  until  it  is  too  late  to  produce 
the  desired  results — too  late  to  be  accepted 
by  Ireland  in  a  thankful  spirit  ?  If  the 
old  struggle  is  to  so  on,  our  position 
has  been  incalculably  improved  by  the 
introduction  of  this  measure,  by  the 
debates  in  this  House,  of  which  the 
whole  world  has  been  the  attentive 
audience,  and  whose  sympathy  has  at 
length  been  attracted  to  the  cause  of 
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Ireland  by  the  powerful  championship 
of  him  who,  by  nis  great  trumpet-blast 
has,  ere  now,  caused  the  shackles  to  fall 
from  the  limbs  of  Bulgaria.  Irish  sym- 
pathy was  strong  in  favour  of  Bulgaria, 
and  rejoiced  in  her  good  fortune.  I 
think  it  is  doing  no  injustice  to  Bulgaria 
to  say  that  the  wrongs  of  Ireland  are 
even  more  deserving  of  the  sympathy  of 
the  friends  of  suffering  nationalities  as 
Ireland  certainly  has  greater  claim  upon 
the  sense  of  justice  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  since  it  is  the  injustice  per- 
petrated by  his  own  country  that  is  to 
be  abated.  There  is  an  inducement  for 
Great  Britain  to  yield  to  Ireland  this 
measure  of  justice,  which  is  well  worth 
the  consideration  of  everyone  who  has 
at  heart  the  fortunes  of  this  Empire.  If 
you  are  now  ready  to  settle  Ireland's 
claim  on  the  terms  named  by  your  own 
Prime  Minister,  we  are  in  a  posi- 
tion to  offer  you  the  friendship  of  the 
whole  Irish  race  all  over  the  world.  And 
anyone  capable  of  valuing  at  its  proper 
worth  the  establishment,  on  a  firm 
basis,  of  friendly  relations  between  Ire- 
land and  Great  Britain— now  so  egre- 
giously  miscalled  the  United  Kingdom 
— if  he  will  read,  with  the  interest  they 
deserve,  the  words  of  John  Boyle 
O'Reilly,  addressed  to  a  meeting  of 
10,000  Irishmen  in  Boston,  will  think 
more  than  once  ere  he  votes  against  this 
Bill.    The  words  are — 

*'  Mr.  Gladstone  has,  in  one  day,  softened  the 
hatred  engendered  and  increased  by  centuries  of 
misrule  in  Ireland.  He  has  astonished  Irish- 
men themselves  by  demonstrating  that  it  is 
possible  for  England  still  to  win  the  hearts  of 
Irishmen.  I  cannot  speak  for  Irishmen,  but  I 
can  spmik  for  one  Irishman,  who  was  a  rebel, 
that  I  respect,  and  honour,  and  love  Mr.  Glad- 
stone for  his  o£fer  to  Ireland." 

I,  too,  have  been  a  rebel,  and  I  sincerely 
accept  and  indorse  the  words  of  Boyle 
O'Reilly.  You  can  now  make  friends 
and  allies  of  those  who  have  been  life- 
long rebels  and  enemies.  Will  you  do 
so? 

The  VICE  CHAMBERLAIN  (Vis- 
count Kilcoursie)  (Somerset,  8.)  said, 
he  asked  the  indulgence  of  the  House  in 
rising  for  the  first  time  to  address  it, 
on  two  grounds.  In  the  first  place,  for- 
tunately or  unfortunately,  he  happened 
to  belong  to  one  of  those  classes  from 
whom  the  Irish  people  and  the  Irish 
Representatives  had  not  found  much 
sympathy ;  and,  in  the  second  place,  he 
realized,  as  everyone  must  realize  who 
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rose  in  that  House  for  the  first  time,  how 
serious  were  the  drawbacks  of  one  who 
essayed  to  speak  in  that  Assembly  in 
such  a  position.  But  among  the  many 
disadvantages  of  new  Members  he  re- 
cognized one  great  advantage.  On  the 
morrow  of  their  debates  men  read  with 
cool  brains  and  calm  feeling  speeches 
which  had  been  spoken,  perhaps,  with 
passion  in  the  House ;  and  those  who 
had  been  in  that  position  from  1880 
to  1885  would  be  able,  he  ventured 
to  think,  to  approach  this  great  ques- 
tion with  less  prejudice,  possibly,  than 
older  Members.  They  had  not  ex- 
perienced a  40  hours'  Sitting,  or  the 
many  restless  nights  which  old  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  had  experienced* 
They  had  no  old  sores  to  heal,  no  dis- 
agreeable memories.  In  approaching 
this  great  question  they  were  met  on 
the  threshold  by  two  arguments— the 
one  was  that  brought  forward  by  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Member  for  Rossen- 
dale  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington),  who 
had  pointed  out  how  discontented  the 
people  of  Ireland  had  been,  and  to  some 
extent  were — how  turbulent  they  had 
been,  and  how  riotous ;  and  he  seemed 
to  give  that  as  a  reason  why  at  this  time 
little  or  nothing  should  be  conceded  to 
them.  Shortly  afterwards  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  represented  an  Ulster  con- 
stituency had  risen  from  the  opposite 
Benches,  whose  argument  against  the 
measure  had  been  that  the  people  were 
prosperous,  and  that  there  had  been  a 
steady  increase  in  their  prosperity  from 
1854  to  1883  with  regard  to  trade 
and  commerce.  History  repeated  itself 
strangely;  and  when  he  saw  two  hon. 
Members  pointing  out  precisely  dif- 
ferent grounds  why  this  measure  should 
not  become  law,  he  was  reminded  of  a 
strangely  appropriate  passage  from  Mr. 
Burke,  where  he  had  said — 

'*  If  the  people  are  turbulent  and  riotous  no- 
thing is  to  be  done  for  them  on  account  of  their 
evil  disposition  ;  if  they  are  loyal  nothing  is  to 
be  done,  because  their  being  quiet  and  contented 
is  a  proof  that  they  have  no  grievances.  ^^ 

Mr.  Fox  had  spoken  of  the  happiness 
of  the  country  as  being  the  object 
which  they  should  bear  in  mind.  He 
said — '*  What  is  the  end  of  all  govern- 
ment? 8urely  it  is  the  happiness  of 
the  governed."  He  had  been  astonished 
to  listen  to  speech  after  speech  in  that 
House,  in  which  the  happiness  of  the 
country   seemed   to    have    been    little 
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thought  of.  The  opinions  of  two  other 
old  Whigs — Mr.  Sheridan  and  the  great 
Lord  Grey — had  been  quoted;  and  he 
hoped  that  he  might  be  excused  if  he 
ventured  still  to  hold  the  opinions  which 
old  Whigs  had  held,  being  himself  a 
grandson  of  an  old  Whig  who  had  been 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  having  been 
imbued  in  early  life  with  the  ideas  of 
the  old  Whigs.  He  wished  to  say  a  few 
words  to  meet  the  objections  which  had 
been  brought  forward  by  the  noble  Mar- 
quess the  Member  for  Eossendale  against 
tne  introduction  of  the  Bill.  It  might 
be  said  that  it  would  have  been  more 
appropriate  to  have  done  so  at  an 
earlier  sta^e;  but  circumstances  had 
happened  since  then  which  rendered  it 
more  easy  to  answer  those  objections 
now.  One  objection  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess was  that  the  constituencies  had 
not  been  consulted.  But  they  had 
not  been  consulted  at  the  time  when 
coercion  had  been  proposed.  To  some 
extent,  however,  the  constituencies  had 
been  consulted,  because  every  Minister 
who  held  Office  under  the  Crown  had 
been  before  his  constituency.  Other 
Members  had  gone  down  to  their  con- 
stituencies, and  resolutions  had  been 
passed  and  published  in  the  papers,  of 
which  they  understood  the  meaning. 
Then  came  a  question  which  had  been 
raised  at  the  meeting  in  Her  Majesty's 
Theatre  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Edinburgh(Mr.Goschen). 
"  Since  how  long,*'  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  ''has  Home  Eule  been  the 
policy  of  the  Liberal  Party?"  Since 
how  long  ?  Since  circumstances  had 
demanded  it.  That  was  the  simplest 
answer  which  could  be  given  to  the 
simplest  of  questions.  He  had  always 
thought  that  in  advocating  Liberal 
politics  he  was  supporting  a  Party  who 
were  prepared  to  alter  their  policy  as 
frequently  as  circumstances  demanded. 
Even  regarding  the  question  from  a  Con- 
servative point  of  view,  was  there  not  once 
a  '*  Ten  Minutes'  Bill  ?"  When  he  con- 
tested a  seat  some  time  ago  he  believed  he 
spoke  the  mind  of  the  old  Liberal  Party 
when  he  said  that  the  Party  desired  the 
extension  of  the  franchise,  particularly 
in  Ireland,  on  the  ground  that  the  views 
of  the  whole  people  might  be  heard. 
To-day,  however,  they  were  told  that 
they  were  to  listen,  not  to  the  86  Irish 
Hepresentatives  in  that  House,  but  to 
the  voice  of  one-6fth  of  the  Irish  people. 


Since  how  long  had  that  been  the  policy 
of  the  Liberal  Party  ?  Again,  he  was 
told  that  he  ought  to  go  into  the  Lobby 
and  vote  for  views  contrary  to  those  en- 
tertained by  his  constituents.  Since  how 
long  had  that  been  the  policy  pursued 
by  the  Liberal  Party,  and  was  it  for  this 
that  the  Caucus  was  formed  ?  He  occu- 
pied too  humble  a  position  to  criticize  the 
action  of  the  rig^t  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J. 
Chamberlain) ;  but  he  might  remark 
that  the  wisdom  of  our  ancestors  had 
never  been  more  distinctly  shown  than 
when  they  selected  as  the  motto  of  the 
Heir  Apparent  to  the  Throne  the  two 
simple  words  **  I  serve."  It  was  thus 
that  men  were  prepared  for  the  exigen- 
cies of  command.  Till  Saturday  last  it 
would  have  been  true  to  say,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill, 
that  those  who  went  into  one  Lobby 
wished  to  legislate  for  Ireland,  while 
those  who  went  into  the  other  wished  to 
legislate  by  the  Irish  people  for  Ireland. 
To- day  he  supposed  they  must  give  a 
different  description  of  those  who  would 
occupy  the  two  Lobbies.  On  the  one 
side  there  would  be  those  who  be- 
lieved the  shameful  acts  of  1800,  which 
brought  about  the  Union  between  Eng- 
land and  Ireland,  ought  to  be  blotted 
out  by  more  honourable  acts,  and  that 
a  peaceful  solution  of  the  differences 
between  the  two  countries  should  be 
found,  while  those  who  walked  into  the 
opposite  Lobby  would  desire  the  resolute 
government  of  Ireland  for  20  years.  The 
noble  Marquess  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  had 
explained  what  he  said  on  that  occasion; 
and  it  must  be  admitted  that  it  required 
some  explanation.  How  the  division 
would  go  he,  not  being  a  prophet,  was 
unable  to  tell;  but  this  he  knew — that  if 
the  division  went  against  the  Govern- 
ment, and  an  appeal  were  made  to  the 
country,  no  men  sitting  in  any  portion 
of  that  House  would  dread  the  result 
less  than  those  who  followed  the  Prime 
Minister. 

Mr.  McIVEE  (Devon,  Torquay) :  Sir, 
I  do  not  propose  to  reply  to  the  noble 
Viscount  who  has  just  sat  down  (Vis- 
count Kilcoursie),  partly  because  I  am 
not  aware  that  he  has  said  anything 
calling  for  a  direct  reply,  but  chiefly  in 
recognition  of  the  fact  that  this  debate 
has  been  a  series  of  lectures  and  exposi- 
tions of  individual  views  rather  than  a 
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connected  discussion.  Mj  object  in  rising 
is  to  present  to  the  House  an  expression 
of  one  shade  of  Liberal  opinion  and  of 
Liberal  dissent  which  has  not  yet  found 
utterance  in  this  debate— a  shade  of 
opinion  distinctly  friendly  and  anxious 
for  a  settlement  of  this  question,  but 
resting  on  a  definite  principle  which 
may  hot  be  surrendered.  It  is  a  shade 
of  opinion  which  is  held  by  a  group,  not, 
perhaps,  numerically  large,  but  large 
enough,  I  believe,  to  sway  the  issue  be- 
fore the  House.  As  one  of  the  humblest 
of  this  group,  I  will  try  to  put  our 
standpoint  before  the  House,  premising 
merely  that  of  course  I  am  not  speaking 
with  authority  for  anyone  but  myself, 
although  I  am  satisfied  that  I  shall  very 
fairly  represent  the  views  of  the  Gentle- 
men to  whom  I  have  alluded.  Our 
position  briefly  is  this.  We  accept  Irish 
autonomy ;  we  accept  Home  Rule ;  and 
we  accept  the  establishment  of  a  Legis- 
lative Assembly  for  Ireland  as  inevitable. 
Some  of  us  receive  it  with  a  welcome ; 
others  of  us  regard  it  with  misgiving ; 
all  of  us  accept  it  as  inevitable.  We 
believe  Home  Bule  is  the  only  solution, 
worthy  of  the  name,  of  the  Irish  difficulty, 
and  we  believe  that  it  is  possible  to  give 
to  Ireland  legislative  and  executive 
autonomy  without  doing  violence  to  the 
lines  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 
and  without  undue  risk  to  the  rights  of 
the  Irish  minority.  We  believe  that  it 
is  possible  to  achieve  this  only  by  a  large 
trust  in  the  Irish  people,  and  that  it  is 
safe  to  undertake  this  only  within  the 
lines  of  the  Constitution.  That  being 
so,  the  House  will  understand  that  we 
are  very  largely  in  sympathy  with  the 
sentiments  of  the  Prime  Minister  as  re- 
vealed in  his  speeches,  and  that  our 
difficulty  is  that  those  sentiments  find  so 
little  echo  in  the  provisions  of  the  Bill. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  speeches 
breathe  the  most  generous  confidence  in 
the  good  intentions  of  the  Irish  people  ; 
the  speeches  are  devoted  to  unity ;  the 
speeches  insist  on  finality.  The  Bill  is 
stained  in  every  clause,  from  cover  to 
cover,  with  indications  of  mistrust ;  the 
Bill  has  no  element  of  finality ;  the  Bill 
not  only  gets  rid  of  the  ultimate  supre- 
macy of  the  Parliament  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  but  it  puts  an  end  to  that 
Parliament  altogether.  The  continuance 
of  that  Parliament  and  of  its  ultimate 
supremacy  is  the  principle  for  which  we 
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contend.  We  say  that  the  Government 
has  sacrificed  finality  in  order  to  give 
legislative  eiiect  to  somebody's  mistrust, 
and  that  they  were  obliged  to  give  effect 
to  that  mistrust  because  they  had  let  go 
the  supremacy  of  Parliament.  This  con- 
tention has  been  replied  to  in  anticipa- 
tion, somewhat  defiantly,  by  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr. 
Stansfeld),  and  very  learnedly  by  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  (Mr.  Bryce) .  The  former  says  that 
all  the  Bill  does  is  to  **  delegate  a  portion 
of  the  legislative  powers  of  Imperial  Par- 
liament,''  and  then  he  goes  on  to  ad- 
mit that  it  also  **  suspends  a  portion  of 
the  sovereignty  of  that  Parliament." 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Stans- 
feld) challenged  a  reply  from  one 
learned  in  the  law.  I  am  not  learned 
in  the  law;  but,  if  I  were,  I  should  begin 
by  asking  him  to  be  more  precise  in 
his  terms.  This  Parliament  in  which 
we  sit  is  not  yet  the  Imperial  Parliament 
in  relation  to  the  Three  Kingdoms.  The 
Crown  is  Imperial,  and  Parliament  may 
be  Imperial  m  relation  to  India  and  the 
Colonies;  but  in  relation  to  the  Three 
Kingdoms  it  is  a  Eoyal  Parliament,  and 
its  legal  title  is  the  Parliament  of  the 
United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland.  ["Oh,  oh!"]  Will  hon. 
Members  who  question  that  statement 
point  to  a  single  Statute  relating  to  the 
Three  Kingdoms  in  which  this  Parlia- 
ment is  described  as  **  Imperial  ?  "  My 
hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  with  more 
precision,  lays  down  certain  Constitu- 
tional propositions  in  support  of  the  Go- 
vernment contention.  He  says  — '*  We 
cannot  divest  ourselves  of  the  supre- 
macy," and  "We  cannoi  bind  our 
successors."  All  that  is  true  ;  but  it  is 
beside  the  point ;  for  it  is  true  of  this 
Parliament,  which  will  cease  to  exist, 
if  this  Bill  becomes  law.  The  Act  of 
Union  created  the  Parliament  of  which 
these  propositions  are  true,  and  christened 
it  in  the  Third  Article  of  Union,  "The 
Parliament  of  the  United  Kingdom  of 
(jbeat  Britain  and  Ireland."  This 
Eepeal  Bill  substitutes  for  that  Body  a 
new  British  Parliament,  which,  n  its 
3rd  clause,  it  christens  the  "Imperial 
Parliament."  Viewed  in  this  light, 
none  of  the  arguments  of  these  hon. 
Gentlemen  apply.  The  new  Imperial 
Parliament  cannot  "  at  any  moment  re- 
peal'' the  Magna  Charta  of   Ireland. 
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The  only  power  it  has  is  to  galvanize 
the  old  Parliament  of  the  United  King- 
dom into  temporary  existence,  and  for 
limited  purposes.  *' Parliament  cannot 
divest  itself  of  certain  powers.*'  Then 
Parliament  cannot  pass  this  Bill.  "  We 
cannot  bind  our  successors."  Sir,  we 
shall  have  no  successors.  This  Bill  not 
only  proposes  felo  de  se,  but  infanticide. 
This  I^arliament  will  have  no  legitimate 
successors,  but  only  the  bastard  **  Im- 
perial Parliament,"  which  does  **not 
succeed  to  the  title."  The  sovereignty 
and  the  supremacy  in  relation  to  Ireland, 
created  in  1800,  lapse  with  the  withdrawal 
of  the  Irish  Members.  We  regard  the 
continuing  supremacy  of  Parliament 
as  at  once  the  symbol  and  the  sub- 
stance of  the  Union;  and  we  believe 
it  to  be  not  only  compatible  with,  but 
essential  to,  a  successful  and  workable 
scheme  of  Irish  autonomy.  We  be- 
lieve it  to  be  absolutely  necessary,  in 
order  to  fulfil  the  Prime  Minister's 
fifth  condition,  that  this  measure  should 
be  ''in  the  nature  of  a  settlement, 
and  not  merely  a  provocation  to  fresh 
demands."  Why,  Sir,  the  absence  of 
this  principle,  the  destruction  of  the 
ultimate  supremacy  of  Parliament,  has 
necessitated  all  those  limitations  and 
guarantees  which  the  Orange  Members 
ridicule,  which  the  Nationalist  Members 
detest.  The  absence  of  this  principle, 
this  supreme  safeguard,  has  involved 
the  introduction  of  the  other  so-called 
safeguards,  which  are  at  once  impotent 
and  irritating,  which  are  both  insulting 
and  futile,  which  will  cramp  and  fetter 
the  working  of  the  scheme,  and  will 
limit  and  narrow  its  power  for  good 
more  than  its  power  for  evil.  The 
absence  of  this  principle  has  involved 
the  endless  and  exasperating  indications 
of  that  mistrust  of  the  Irish  people 
which,  as  I  have  said,  discolour  every 
paKe  of  this  Bill.  I  remember  the 
Fnme  Minister  eloquently  repudiated 
the  imputation  of  distrusting  the  Irish 
people.  I  accepted  the  repudiation  abso- 
lutely. I  believe  the  Prime  Minister 
does  trust  the  Irish  people ;  but  if  he 
trusts  them  sufficiently  to  grant  them 
Home  Rule,  the  forms  of  the  Home 
Bule  granted  should  embody  that  trust. 
The  Prime  Minister  said — 

*'The  safegaards  provided,  as  far  as  I  am 
ooncemed,  are  not  in  consequence  of  mistrust 
entertained  by  me,  but  they  are  in  consequence 
of  nufltmst  entertained  by  others." 


I  venture  respectfully  to  challenge 
the  Prime  Minister's  right  to  as- 
sume that  position.  The  Bill  is  his, 
with  its  many  virtues,  with  all  its  faults. 
It  is  not  open  to  him  to  say — **Its  vir- 
tues are  mine ;  its  vices  belong  to  the  Gen- 
tlemen over  the  way ;  the  trustfulness  is 
mine  ;  the  distrust  is  theirs."  We  are 
considering  the  second  reading,  not  of 
the  Prime  Minister's  sentiments,  which  I 
honour  and  humbly  share,  but  of  the  Bill 
with  its  merits  and  demerits,  its  two- 
pennyworth  of  concession,  and  its  bushel 
of  mistrust.  I  contend  that  those  indica- 
tions of  mistrust  with  which  the  Bill 
bristles,  and  which  are  preraant  with 
future  danger,  are  due  solely  and  ex- 
clusively to  the  sacrifice  of  the  supre- 
macy of  Parliament.  That  sheet  anchor 
of  the  Constitution  has  been  slipped, 
and  replaced  by  a  dozen  trumpery 
kedges,  which  will  drag  one  by  one. 
Supremacy  is  the  real  guarantee,  and 
in  its  default  these  other  paper  guaran- 
tees are  introduced  to  the  utter  de- 
struction of  any  hope  of  finality.  This 
supremacy  is  not  a  mere  phrase.  What 
I  mean  by  the  supremacy  is  this. 
Hitherto  Parliament  has  been  the  final 
arbiter  of  all  things  in  this  Empire. 
Nothing  has  been  over  Parliament. 
Parliament  has  been  over  all  things. 
What  we  ask  is  that  Parliament  should 
continue  to  hold  its  high  Constitutional 
place  as  the  ultimate  Court  of  Appeal  in 
Irish  as  in  other  matters.  I  may  be 
asked,  do  I  mean  that  every  Act  of  tho 
Irish  Legislature  shall  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  this  House  before  it  becomes 
law  ?  No,  Sir ;  I  do  not.  My  time  in 
this  House  has  been  short,  but  it  has 
been  long  enough  to  know  that  that 
would  not  do.  It  is  necessary,  if  you 
mean  business,  to  give  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature a  long  tether.  It  is  necessary 
and  desirable  to  give  a  large  measure 
of  unfettered  action  to  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature in  relation  to  Irish  domestic 
matters ;  and  I  fully  recognize  that  it 
will  be  necessary  to  provide  elabo- 
rately against  the  supremacy  to  which 
I  cling  being  used  or  abused  for  pur- 
poses of  factious  or  irritating  inter- 
ference. I  recognize  that  danger ;  but  I 
do  not  believe  it  is  either  impossible  or 
difficult  to  provide  against  it.  I  would 
closely  limit  the  classes  of  subjects  and 
questions  arising  in  the  Irish  Legislature 
which,  in  any  case,  could  come  before 
Parliament;  and  I  would  limit  theman- 
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ner  in  which  they  should  be  brought 
up.  Furthermore,  even  such  limited 
questions,  admitted  by  such  restrictive 
procedure,  need  not  reach  the  full  House 
until  after  close  filtration  through  a 
Committee  of  this  House,  on  which  Ire- 
land would  be  largely  represented.  I 
would  leave  to  the  Irish  Assembly 
the  final  disposal  of  the  great  majority 
of  the  Irish  questions,  reserving  only 
special  subjects  or  classes  of  questions 
upon  which  a  reference  on  appeal 
might,  under  strict  limitations,  be  made 
to  the  Parliament  of  the  United  King- 
dom. I  would  so  limit  this  power 
of  reference  or  appeal  as  to  throw  the 
entire  responsibility  on  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature, that  they  should  so  conduct 
their  work  as  not  to  come  into  conflict 
with  the  higher  authority.  I  would  so 
limit  the  power  of  that  higher  authority 
that  so  long  as  the  Irish  Legislature 
goes  straight,  so  long  as  it  does  nothing 
repugnant  to  public  law  or  the  comity 
of  nations,  so  long  as  it  acts  intra  viret 
so  long  as  it  works  within  the  prin- 
ciples of  justice,  equity,  and  good  con- 
science it  should  be  safe  from  inter- 
ference. That,  Sir,  is  what  I  mean  by 
the  supremacy  of  Parliament.  It  is  a 
supremacy  which  might  in  time  embrace 
other  forma  of  local  self-government  ex- 
tended to  other  parts  of  the  Kingdom ; 
it  is  a  supremacy  which  is  a  real 
guarantee  against  real  dangers ;  it  is  a 
supremacy  based  upon  trust  in  the  Irish 
people,  and  on  our  own  Constitution. 
More,  Sir ;  it  is  based  on  mutual  trust — 
trust  on  our  part  that  the  Irish  Legisla- 
ture will  "go  straight;"  trust  on  their 
part  that  we  mean  to  give  them  a  fair 
field.  The  continuance  of  that  supre- 
macy gives  Ireland  a  peaceful  re- 
sort in  troublous  times  against  herself ; 
an  appeal  from  Ireland  drunk  to  Ire- 
land sober.  The  Bill  provides  no  appeal 
except  physical  force.  I  am  not  refer- 
ring to  the  warlike  talk  about  Ulster, 
but  to  military  operations  undertaken 
by  Britain  against  Ireland.  I  join  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bury  (Sir  Henry  James)  in 
earnestly  deprecating  that  dangerous, 
foolish,  and  wicked  talk  about  Ulster. 
When  the  Ulstermen  have  definite  and 
specific  reason  for  fighting,  they  may 
look  for  sympathy  and  substantial  sup- 
port in  England  and  Scotland,  but  not 
before.  I  do  not  believe  they  ever  will 
have  that  reason.    If  the  supremacy  be 
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retained,  and  if  this  measure,  modified 
as  will  then  bepossible,  pass  into  law, 
I  believe  the  Ulstermen  will  give  it  a 
trial,  and  that  they  will  then  find  that 
those  good  intentions  indicated  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon), 
whose  sincerity  no  man  in  this  House 
doubts,  will  be  realized.  And  if  they 
are  not  realized,  you  have  the  supremacy 
to  fall  back  on.  I  believe  that,  with  a 
workable  scheme,  the  Nationalist  Mem- 
bers would  strive  not  only  honestly,  but 
even  humbly,  to  conciliate  the  minority. 
But  their  good  intentions  are  impotent 
so  long  as  the  scheme  is  fettered  and 
unworkable,  so  long  as  you  decline  to 
rely  on  the  one  hand  on  a  spirit  of  trust, 
and  on  the  other  on  the  supremacy  of  Par- 
liament. The  continuance  of  the  supre- 
macy to  which  I  have  referred  involves 
Irish  representation  in  this  Parliament, 
and  it  involves  their  having  a  full  voice 
in  all  subjects  that  come  before  this  Par- 
liament, except  such  British  matters  aa 
correspond  with  those  Irish  matters  dealt 
with  by  the  Irish  Parliament.  The 
supremacy  involves  Irish  representation, 
although  Irish  representation  does  not 
necessarily  involve  the  supremacy. 
Here  I  may  say  a  word  to  remove  a 
possible  misunderstanding.  It  is  the 
craving  for  that  supremacy  which  is  at 
the  root  of  the  desire  expressed  by  many 
hon.  Members  that  the  Irish  Members 
should  retain  their  seats.  No  doubt  there 
are  other  good  reasons ;  but  we  ask  that 
Ireland  should  continue  to  possess  a  full 
right  of  representation  at  Westminster, 
chiefly  in  order  to  maintain  the  position 
of  Parliament  as  the  Final  Court  of  Ap- 
peal. Much  as  the  Irish  Members  have 
done  in  the  past  to  endear  themselves  to 
this  House,  real  and  sincere  as  may  be 
the  personal  affection  with  which  we 
regard  them,  it  is  not  so  much  from 
anxiety  for  their  personal  presence  that 
we  ask  that  they  should  be  entitled  to 
sit  in  this  House,  as  for  what  that  right 
involves.  It  is  not  that  I  am  more  Irish 
than  the  Irish.  I  can  believe  that  they 
are  indifferent  to  the  charms  of  our 
society.  I  can  believe  that,  in  their 
earnest  desire  to  attend  to  their  domestic 
affairs,  they  are  not  anxious  to  come 
over  here  at  present.  Well,  Sir,  that  is 
their  affair.  All  I  want  is,  that  Ireland 
should  continue  to  have  her  full  voice  in 
the  Parliament  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
in  order  that  the  direct  supremacy  of 
that  Parliament  should  be  maintained-^ 
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not  an  intermitteDt  Toioe,  not  a  spas- 
modic or  periodic  Toice,  but  a  continued 
and  a  continuous  right  of  representation ; 
and  if  her  Eepresentatives  stay  away 
occasionally,  or  even  habitually,  and 
leave  that  duty  to  be  fulfilled  in  their 
absence,  that,  too,  is  their  affair.  Our 
affair  is  the  supremacy  of  Parliament. 
I  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  (Mr.  William  O'Brien)  that  the 
Irish  know  themselves  and  their  wants 
better  than  we  can.  If  they  would  like 
us  to  attend  to  their  share  of  Imperial 
duty,  well  and  good.  If  they  are  not 
scared  by  the  phantom  of  taxation  with- 
out representation,  well  and  good.  If 
even  they  think  that  such  limited  share 
of  Irish  Business  as  would  come  before 
this  House  can  be  safely  intrusted  to  us 
in  their  absence,  surely  they  ought  to  be 
allowed  to  judge  of  that.  But  we  want 
Ireland  to  have  its  continuous  right  of 
representation  in  the  Parliament  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  in  order  that  the  Par- 
liament of  the  IJnited  Kingdom  may 
survive,  and  with  it  may  survive  the 
ultimate  supremacy.  The  Bill  kills  that 
Parliament,  and  replaces  it  for  legis- 
lative purposes  by  a  bastard  Imperial 
Parliament,  and  for  its  other  functions 
by  a  hybrid  tribunal,  within  the  Privy 
Council ;  with  a  vague  veto,  by  a  machi- 
nery of  Address  to  the  Grown,  and  the 
impasie  of  the  two  Orders  in  the  Irish 
Assembly.  We  say  restore  the  supre- 
macy and  you  get  rid  at  once  of  all 
necessity  for  all  that  complicated  set 
of  devices  which  mar  and  blemish  the 
Bill,  which  deprive  it  of  the  nature  of  a 
settlement,  and  invite  internal  strife  and 
continued  agitation.  We  may  be  told 
that  the  sovereignty  and  supremacy  of 
this  Parliament  survives,  because,  as 
has  been  hinted,  the  veto — that  mys- 
terious  and  undefined  innovation — will 
be  exercised  on  the  advice  of  a  British 
Ministry  responsible  to  this  Parliament, 
or  rather  to  the  residuum  of  this  Par- 
liament. If  this  is  so,  what  does  it  in- 
volve ?  That  the  final  disposal  of  Irish 
matters  will  vest  in  a  Body  in  which  Ire- 
land is  wholly  unrepresented,  and  that, 
80  far  from  this  House  being  released 
to  the  discharge  of  other  pressing  duties, 
it  will  continue  to  be  the  battle-field  of 
Irish  politics ;  with  this  difference — that 
on  any  trifling  Irish  question  may  de- 
pend the  fate  of  any  British  Ministry. 
Our  system  will  become  a  Government 
by  Vote  of  Censure.    I  can  hardly  be- 


lieve that  this  is  intended ;  but  if  the 
veto  is  designed  to  this  end,  then  I  say, 
why  this  holeand-comer  retention  of 
the  supremacy?  Why  not  state  it 
boldly  in  the  Bill  and  in  this  House  ? 
And  then  we  shall  know  where  we  are, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  and  his 
followers  will  know  where  they  are. 
Sir,  I  have  endeavoured  to  make  clear 
what  is  my  position  in  relation  to  this 
measure,  and  what  I  believe  to  be  the 
position  of  many  other  Members  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  who,  while  friendly 
to  the  Home  Rule  principle  of  the  Bill, 
are  immovable  on  the  great  Constitu- 
tional principle  of  the  supremacy  of  Par- 
liament. How,  Sir,  has  this  conscien- 
tious dissent  been  treated  from  this  side 
of  the  House?  Very  variously,  Sir. 
The  Prime  Minister,  with  that  fairness 
and  breadth  of  view  which  we  have 
learned  to  expect  from  him,  has  paid  a 
just  tribute  to  those  of  his  followers  who, 
with  pain  and  possible  penalties,  find 
themselves  obliged  to  differ  from  him. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  has  treated  our 
scruples  with  similar  generosity.  But 
for  the  rest,  both  in  and  out  of  the 
House,  we  have  been  spoken  of  with 
contumely,  with  threats,  and  with 
scorn.  We  have  been  told  by  the 
senior  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  that  we  are  playing 
the  Tory  game,  and  that  we  shall  lose 
our  seats.  Is  it  impossible  for  the 
hon.  Member  to  conceive  that  there  may 
be  Members  who  would  endeavour  to 
do  that  which  they  believed  to  be  right 
without  regard  to  either  of  those  consi- 
derations? We  are  told  that  we  are 
breaking  up  the  Liberal  Party,  and  that 
we  shall  find  out  the  truth  of  Uiat  when 
we  face  our  constituencies.  A  good 
many  of  us  have  faced  our  constituen- 
cies, and  are  not  wholly  dissatisfied  with 
the  result.  It  will  never  injure  the 
Liberal  Party  to  have  men  in  its  ranks 
who  think  for  themselves,  or  who  sub- 
ordinate pleasure  or  self-interest  to  duty. 
The  worst  enemies  of  the  Liberal  Party 
are  those  who  thus  endeavour  to  stamp 
out  individuality  of  judgment  within  its 
ranks ;  and  the  worst  blow  that  can  be 
dealt  to  Liberalism  will  be  to  root  up  its 
cardinal  doctrine  of  freedom  of  con- 
science. When  it  is  said  that  dissidents 
will  be  opposed  at  the  General  Election 
by  Ministerial  candidates,  I  wonder 
where  they  are  coming  from.     It  may 
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be  that  those  who  are  threaten ing  the 
seats  of  others  will  have  enough  to  do 
to  look  after  their  own.  It  has  been 
suggested  that  the  Bill  should  be  read  a 
second  time  and  then  withdrawn ;  but 
that  suggestion  was  received  with  silence 
on  the  Nationalist  Benches.  Perhaps 
it  appeared  to  the  Nationalist  Members 
to  savour  rather  of  the  confidence  trick. 
I  understand  their  objection ;  they  wish 
for  a  settlement  of  the  matter.  So  do 
I;  and  I  seek  for  a  settlement  very 
much  in  the  direction  in  which  they  do. 
And  now,  Sir,  how  do  we  view  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill?  The 
Prime  Minister,  in  his  recent  Mani- 
festo, and  again  somewhat  indistinctly 
in  his  speech  on  Monday  night,  urged 
that  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill 
meant  simply  the  acceptance  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  Home  Pule.  I  wish  most  sin- 
cerely that  I  could  accept  that  assurance, 
for  in  that  case  I  should  have  infinite 
pleasure  in  voting  for  the  second  read- 
ing. But  I  fear  it  is  not  open  to  any 
Minister,  however  eminent,  to  put  his 
own  interpretation  upon,  cr  to  assign  a 
new  significance  to  a  stage  of  Parlia- 
mentary procedure.  He  cannot,  on  his 
ipse  dixit,  convert  a  Bill  into  an  abstract 
Pesolution.  I  accepted  the  principle  of 
Home  Pule  on  the  first  reading.  I  ac- 
cepted that  principle  much  as  I  believe 
it  was  understood  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell).  I 
now  start  with  Home  Pule  as  a  postu- 
late. The  principle  involved  in  this 
Bill,  on  which  I  shall  give  my  vote  on 
its  second  reading,  is  the  maintenance 
of  the  Parliament  of  the  United  King- 
dom, and  the  ultimate  authority  of  that 
Parliament.  The  Bill  kills  that  Par- 
liament, and  merely  gives  to  the  new 
Imperial  Parliament  it  creates  power  to 
galvanize  and  resuscitate  the  old  one 
for  temporary  purposes.  If  the  Govern- 
ment will  restore  that  supremacy  they 
can  widen  the  measure  from  an  Irish 
point  of  view,  and  they  can  widen  it  to- 
wards finality.  They  can  get  rid  of 
those  features  against  which  in  Com- 
mittee the  Nationalist  Members  will,  to 
use  the  words  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone,  '*  fight  as  hard  as  they 
oan."  They  can  simplify  and  widen  it 
towards  finality,  whereas  the  absence  of 
the  supremacy  has  forced  them  to  narrow 
it,  until  it  is  a  step  away  from  finality, 
until  it  is  a  direct  challenge  to  fresh  de- 
mands— and  just  demands — on  the  part 
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of  the  Irish  people.  "  Only  breakfast," 
said  one  distinguished  Irish  patriot. 
[*  *  No,  no ! "  ]  Am  I  to  understand  from 
that  contradiction  that  Mr.  Davitt  is  not 
a  distinguished  patriot  ?  For  my  part,  I 
think  he  is — a  very  distinguished  patriot. 
Mr.PABN£LL:  Will  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber allow  me  to  explain  for  Mr.  Davitt 
that  what  he  said  had  reference  to  the 
fault  found  with  Irishmen  for  seeking 
further  concessions  after  the  Disestab- 
lishment of  the  Church  ?  He  stated  that 
it   was    perfectly  right    for    the    Irish 

geople,  after  the  Disestablishment  of  the 
hurch,  and  after  the  passing  of  the 
Land  Act,  which  they  regarded  as  a 
breakfast,  to  look  for  a  dinner  in  the 
shape  of  the  present  Bill. 

Mr.  McIVER:  Without  fastening 
the  words  on  Mr.  Davitt,  I  will  adopt 
them  for  myself,  and  I  will  say  that  this 
Bill  is  a  mighty  poor  breakfast,  which 
involves  further  (fiscussion  and  trouble. 
I  desire  to  give  the  Nationalist  Members 
a  full  day's  rations  at  once,  and  have 
done  with  it.  Eecognize  the  supremacy, 
and  you  can  do  this.  But  the  recogni- 
tion of  that  supremacy  must  be  specific 
and  definite.  Tell  us  that  you  will, 
in  set  terms,  restore  that  supremacy, 
and  at  the  eleventh  hour  you  may  save 
your  measure.  But  you  must  recognize 
the  immediate  facts.  The  opposition  in 
your  own  ranks  has  appreciably  stiffened 
during  the  .  last  week.  The  shattered 
hopes  of  last  Monday  week,  and  the 
**  open  mind  "  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  Campbell*  Bannerman), 
have  only  strengthened  this  tendency. 
Individual  doubters  have  drifted  fur- 
ther away  from  you,  and  nearer  to 
one  another.  Community  of  interest 
and  of  self-defence  has  combined  the 
dissenters.  A  community  of  principle 
has  crystallized  many  forms  of  hesitancy 
into  compact  opposition.  Those  pro- 
cesses are  going  on.  The  sands  in  the 
hour-glass  are  running  down.  I  would 
say  respectfully  to  the  Government  you 
can  give  this  pledge  without  loss  of  dig- 
nity. To  us  it  is  vital,  while  to  you  it 
is  apparently  an  accidentally  omitted 
detail.  To  you  it  is  initiatory,  to  us 
it  seems  an  essential  principle.  Its 
concession  will  be  very  welcome,  even 
to  many  of  those  who  will  support 
you.  In  any  case,  it  ought  to  be  very 
welcome  to  the  Nationalist  Party,  for 
it  will  give  them  a  real  instead  of  a 
paper  Constitution.    Qive  this  pledge 
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specifioallj,  and  I  believe  you  will  at 
once  render  a  final  settlement  possible, 
and  I  believe  you  will  rescue  from  its 
present  imminent  peril,  and  preserve  to 
its  great  future  usefulness,  the  united 
Liberal  Party. 

Mr.  EATHBONE  (Carnarvonshire, 
Arfon)  said,  that  no  one  would  deny 
that  this  was  a  subject  on  which  the 
greatest  deliberation  should  be  exer- 
cised. The  Americans  took  two  years  to 
settle  their  Constitution,  and  it  was  too 
much  to  expect  that  England  could  pro- 
vide a  new  Contietution  for  Ireland  in 
the  course  of  two  months.  He  had  taken 
for  40  years  a  deep  interest  in  Irish 
questions  and  Irish  interests,  and  he 
was  by  no  means  so  hopeless  as  many 
as  to  the  possibility  of  a  satisfactory 
arrangement  which  should  place  Irish- 
men in  possession  of  a  large  measure  of 
self-government.  But  while  feeling  this, 
he  could  not  shut  his  eyes  to  dangers  of 
the  most  serious  character  which,  were 
utterly  unprovided  for  in  the  Govern- 
ment scheme.  Provisions  were  wanting 
to  carry  out  the  principles  laid  down  by 
the  Prime  Minister,  not  only  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  rights  of  property  of  every 
description  and  interests  of  the  British 
taxpayer,  but  to  protect  the  Irish  people 
themselves  against  most  serious  dangers. 
It  would  be  useless  to  attempt  to  protect 
the  rights  of  property,  or  ultimately  the 
British  taxpayer,  from  the  action  of  the 
Irish  Parliament  unless  we  protected 
them  and  ourselves  from  the  imposition 
of  confiscatory  rates  or  the  contraction 
of  unlimited  debt  by  the  Local  Autho- 
rities. They  all  knew  that  the  highest 
expectations  would  be  formed  by  the 
Irish  people  of  the  benefits  they  were  to 
receive  at  the  hand  of  the  State.  One 
of  the  greatest  dangers  in  Ireland  would 
attach  to  the  unlimited  contracting  of 
debt  by  Local  Authorities.  They  had 
heard  that  night  something  of  what  the 
Irish  people  expected  to  get  under  this 
Bill.  As  soon  as  their  legislation  was 
within  their  own  control  they  would  ex- 
pect roads,  harbours,  piers,  tramways, 
manufactures  —  above  all,  outdoor  re- 
lief. They  would  press  on  their  Local 
Authorities  expenditure  in  all  these  di- 
rections; and  the  consequent  expenditure 
could  only  be  met  by  borrowing,  while 
the  ultimate  security  for  the  loans 
must  be  the  land  and  other  fixed  pro- 
perty. Unless,  therefore,  the  property- 
owning  taxpayers  were  adequately  re- 
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presented  on  the  Local  Governing  Bodies 
of  Ireland,  and  unless  provisions  restrict- 
ing the  power  of  borrowing — as  it  had 
been  necessary  in  the  United  States — 
by  Local  Authorities  to  a  certain  pro- 
portion of  the  rateable  value  of  the  pro- 
perty  in  their  district  were  inserted  in 
the  very  Constitution  or  Magna  Charta 
of  Irish  Government,  what  was  there  to 
hinder  the  most  lavish,  and,  if  lavish, 
certainly  most  demoralizing  expen- 
diture in  all  these  ways?  Now,  whe- 
ther the  land  were  left  in  the  hands 
of  the  landlords  or  acquired  for  the 
State  by  the  use  of  English  credit, 
it  was  the  only  security  ultimately 
liable  for  these  debts.  England  had 
stated  boldly  with  respect  to  Egypt,  and 
stated  truly,  that  the  first  charges  on  the 
Eevenues  of  a  State  were  for  securing 
the  protection  of  the  law  and  the  main- 
tenance of  order,  and  for  carrying  on  the 
absolutely  necessary  functions  of  govern- 
ment. The  Irish  National  Government 
would,  of  course,  insist  on  our  carrying 
out  that  principle,  and  would  claim  to 
retain  in  Ireland  the  funds  necessary  for 
the  primary  functions  of  government. 
We  could  neither  let  the  people  starve 
in  Galway  any  more  than  we  could  let 
them  starve  in  India,  nor  could  we  allow 
anarchy  to  prevail  in  Ireland  any  more 
than  in  Egypt.  England  could  not  prac- 
tically allow  any  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom  to  lack  the  funds  absolutely 
indispensable  to  guard  against,  say,  a 
famine,  or  to  maintain  order  or  any  of 
the  institutions  absolutely  necessary  for 
the  preservation  of  civilization.  So 
long  as  the  unity  of  the  United  King- 
dom was  in  any  sense  maintained  we 
could  not  wholly  divest  the  Imperial 
Parliament  of  responsibility  for  the 
welfare  of  Ireland.  If  we  were  to  allow 
Ireland  to  recklessly  incur  public  debts 
on  the  security  of  the  land  or  other  real 
estate  to  an  extent  which  encroached  on 
therevenues  absolutely  required  to  main- 
tain efficiently  such  institutions,  for  in- 
stance, as  those  which  dealt  with  Poor 
Law  relief,  the  maintenance  of  the 
police,  or  the  provision  for  education, 
we  should  have,  not  only  to  abandon 
our  claim  to  the  repayment  of  the  loans 
proposed  in  the  Land  Purchase  Bill, 
but  also  to  find  additional  funds  to 
rescue  Ireland  from  insolvency.  We 
could  not  by  mere  statutory  declarations 
divest  the  Imperial  Government  of  moral 
responsibility  for  the  condition  of  Ire- 
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land,  if  we  were  to  retain  any  form  of 
direct  or  ultimate  control  over  her  go- 
vernment.    But  it  was  not  the  loss  of 
British  money  which  seemed  to  him  to 
be  the  chief  or  the  most  serious  danger. 
He  believed  that   this  country  would 
make  great  pecuniary  sacrifices  if  it  be- 
lieved that  by  so  doing  it  could  really 
promote  the  well-being  of  Ireland  and 
make  her  a  source  of    strength    and 
honour  instead  of  discredit  and  danger 
to  the  British  Empire.     It  was  not  the 
loss  of  the  money  of  this  country  that 
he  principally  dreaded,  but  the  ruin  and 
demoralization    of    Ireland    from    the 
lavish  expenditure  that  would  go  on. 
He  by  no  means  attributed  to  Ireland 
what    the    Prime    Minister  called   ^*  a 
double  dose  of  original  sin;"  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  said  that 
we  had  given  Ireland  little  experience 
hitherto  in  local  self-government.  Eng- 
land and  America  had,  perhaps,   had 
more  experience  than  any  other  coun- 
tries in  the  world  in  the  habits  of  self- 
government  ;  yet  each,  America  as  well 
as  England,  had  committed  blunders  in 
local  expenditure  which  were  frightfully 
demoralizing,  and  would  be  absolutely 
ruinous  to  a  poor  country  like  Ireland. 
He  could  show  in  a  very  few  words  how 
the  experience  of  England  and  America, 
both  long  trained  in  the  responsibility 
of  self-government,  both  rich  in  material 
resources,    should   caution    us    against 
placing  Ireland  in  a  position  where  she 
would    be    almost  certain    to    commit 
blunders  which  would  return  her  on  our 
hands  at  the  first  period  of  famine  or 
distress,  impoverished,  encumbered,  and, 
worst  of  all,  with  her  population  demo- 
ralized by  unwise  expenditure  of  public 
money  and  contraction  of  debt  which 
the  taxpayers  of   this    country    would 
have  to  meet.    Let  anyone  look  at  the 
Beport  of  the  English  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners of  1834.  The  farmers  of  that 
day  thought  that    by  outdoor  relief — 
that  was,  relief  in  aid  of  wages — they 
could    benefit    themselves  and    throw 
upon  the  landowners  some  part  of  the 
expense  of  the  cultivation  of  the  land. 
The  result  was  that  perhaps  few  coun- 
tries had  ever  been  brought  nearer  to 
the  brink  of  utter  ruin,  moral  as  well 
as  material,  than  the  whole  agricultural 
community  of  England   was  in   1834. 
The  Commissioners  said  that  the  system 
practically  destroyed  all    those  virtues 
for  the  possession  of  which  the  English 
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nation  had  hitherto  been  so  remarkable, 
that  it    destroyed  the    ties  of  family 
affection,  parents  deserted  their  children, 
and  children  refused  to  maintain  their 
parents.     It  made  bastardy  profitable, 
and  destroyed  the  purity  of  women  ;  and 
though  the  Commissioners  said  that  not 
many  cases  of  the  actual  dereliction  of 
estates  had   been  stated  to  them,  yet 
they  did  mention  the  case  of  one  pansh 
in   which   the  expense  of  maintaining 
the  poor  had  swallowed  up  the  whole 
value  of  the  land.     Why,  it  required  a 
generation  of  the  tremendous  centralized 
despotism  of  the  new  Poor  Law  Board 
in  a  measure  to  redeem  the  agriculturists 
of  this  country  from  the  material  and 
moral  degradation  into  which  they  were 
sinking  imder  unwise  and  extravagant 
expenditure.     Then  had  America,  with 
all  its  experience  in  self-government, 
found   that  it    could    do    without    the 
checks  which  were  wanting  in  this  Bill 
on   a    system    of    local    expenditure? 
Between    the    years    1870    and    1880 
there   was  apparently  a  great    reduc- 
tion   in  local    indebtedness,    but    un- 
fortunately it  arose  from  compromise 
and  repudiation ;  and,  notwithstanding 
this  experience,  we  found  that  in  nine 
of   the  principal  towns  in  one  of    the 
oldest  and  steadiest  States  in  the  Union 
— New  Jersey— the  annual  charge  for 
debt  was  now  equal  to  the  whole  ex- 
pense of  carrying  on  their  local    go- 
vernment, and  in  two  towns  the  amount 
of  debt  was  equal  to  one-half  the  whole 
capital  value  of  the  taxable  property. 
So  much  had  this  been  impressed  upon 
the  public  mind  in  America  that  State 
after  State  had  introduced  into  its  Con- 
stitution the  most  stringent  limitations 
upon  borrowing  and  rating  powers.     In 
Illinois  no  Local  Authority  could  become 
indebted  to  an  amount,  including  exist- 
ing indebtedness,  exceeding  5  per  cent 
on  the  capital  value  of  the  taxable  pro- 
perty in  its  district;    and,   before  in- 
curring any  indebtedness  within   that 
limit,  the  Local  Authority  was  obliged 
to  provide  for  a  direct  annual  tax  sufi- 
cient  to  pay  the  interest  and  principal 
of  that  debt  in  20  years  from  the  time 
of  its  contraction.     Ten  States,  including 
New  York,  had  adopted  similar  safe- 
guards against  excessive  rating.     All 
spoke  of  these  restrictions  as  having 
worked   satisfactorily.    .  He    was    sure 
everyone  who  had  had  experience  of  the 
difficulties  and  dcmgers  ox  local  govern- 
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ment  would  be  glad  to  see  such  restric- 
tions existing  in  all  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom;  but  they  would  be  almost 
indispensable  in  launching  Ireland  on 
her  new  course  of  self-government. 
The  British  taxpayer  would  certainly 
be  right  in  demanding  that  he  should 
not  be  exposed  to  the  almost  certainty 
of  haying  enormous  sums  to  pay  which, 
instead  of  benefiting,  would  demoralize 
his  Irish  fellow*countrymen.  He  had 
certainly  not  approached  this  Bill  from 
any  strong  Opposition  point  of  view,  or 
in  the  interests  of  the  well-to-do  classes 
to  whom  the  Prime  Minister  had  re- 
cently alluded.  The  classes  that  en- 
gaged his  deep  interest  were  the  poor 
tenants  and  labourers  of  Ireland;  and 
if  he  felt  the  gravest  misgivings  respect- 
ing the  effect  of  these  measures,  it  was 
not  only  or  mainly  because  he  feared 
injury  to  the  physical  well-being,  but 
because  he  (ueaded  demoralization, 
which  would  make  it  almost  impossible 
to  raise  them  out  of  misery  and  poverty. 
And  he  must  remind  the  House  that 
nothing  could  be  more  fatal  to  the  de- 
velopment of  mercantile  and  industrial 
enterprize  in  Ireland,  to  which  they 
must  mainly  look  for  the  means  of  sup* 
porting  her  population,  than  any  ex- 
penditure which  would  threaten  it  with 
taxation  calculated  to  make  Ireland 
unable  to  compete  with  the  industries  of 
other  countries.  He  listened  with  the 
deepest  interest  and  attention  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon).  He  was  quite  right 
when  he  pointed  out  that  he  and  his 
Colleagues  would  be  the  first  sufferers  if 
they  were  foolish  enough  to  plunge  into 
mad  excess  at  the  risk  of  ruining  their 
country,  and  he  did  not  doubt  at  all 
their  perfect  honesty  and  sincerity  of 
intention  to  carry  out  their  pledges ; 
but  he  would  urge  them  to  consider 
that  it  would  be  absolutely  impossible 
for  them  to  do  so  unless  their  hands 
were  strengthened  by  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill  itself  to  enable  them  to  resist 
the  pressure  which  would  be  brought  to 
bear  upon  them  arising  out  of  the  ex- 
pectation, utterly  impossible  of  realiza- 
tion, which  would  be  formed  by  their 
countrymen  of  the  results  to  be  derived 
from  this  measure.  There  was  one  point 
which  he  did  not  think  had  received 
sufficient  notice.  He  meant  tne  with- 
drawal, when  it  was  most  needed,  of 
the  tried  experience  and  independence 


of  the  Judicature  and  Oivil  Service  of 
Ireland.  He  believed  that  under  a  de- 
mocratic form  of  government  there  was 
nothing  more  essential  than  an  experi- 
enced, reliable  Civil  Service.  Half  the 
mistakes  and  discredit  at  times  attached 
to  the  State  legislation  and  local  govern- 
ment of  America  were  traced  by  the 
best  citizens  of  the  Union  to  the  degra- 
dation of  its  Civil  Service  and  Judicature 
which  arose  since  General  Jackson's 
Presidency  from  the  practice  of  changing 
all  the  civil  servants  of  the  State  when- 
ever one  political  Party  succeeded  the 
other  in  the  government  of  the  country ; 
and  at  this  moment  the  most  earnest  efforts 
of  American  patriots  were  devoted  to 
obtaining  again  for  their  country  a  pure, 
experienced,  and  independent  Civil  Ser- 
vice and  Judicature,  such  as  this  coun- 
try had  the  happiness  to  possess.  It 
appeared  to  him  to  be  most  unwise  to 
withdraw  them  from  Ireland  just  at  the 
moment  when  their  assistance  and  con- 
tinuity of  experience  were  essential  for 
the  success  of  the  new  measure.  He 
also  thought  that  the  Bill  ought  to  have 
enumerated  the  matters  which  were  to 
be  delegated  to  the  Irish  Parliament 
rather  than  those  which  were  to  be  ex- 
cluded from  its  authority ;  for  in  a  Bill, 
however  carefully  drawn,  they  might 
find  some  serious  omissions,  and  it  was 
easier  to  add  to  the  powers  intrusted  to 
the  Parliament  of  Ireland  than  to  with- 
draw any  of  them  that  had  been  given. 
Again,  the  veto  seemed  to  him  to  be  one 
that  ought  to  be  exercised  with  the  sup- 
port of  some  Bepresentative  Council  if 
it  was  to  be  any  protection  against 
violent  and  dangerous  legislation. 
Lastly,  it  seemed  to  him  worthy  of  con- 
sideration whether  the  Home  Eule  Bill 
should  not  be  passed  with  a  clause  sus- 
pending its  operation  except  as  regarded 
the  meeting  and  legislative  functions  of 
the  Irish  Parliament  until  after  that 
Parliament  had  met  and  passed  organic 
laws  for  local  government  as  to  land  and 
taxation,  and  until  after  such  laws  had 
received  the  Boyal  Assent.  Such  laws 
might  be  made  unalterable  for  a  term  of 
years  as  regarded  their  leading  Consti- 
tutional provision  except  with  the  con- 
sent of  a  two-thirds  majority  of  the  Irish 
Parliament  as  well  as  the  consent  of  the 
Queen  in  Council  for  Ireland.  After 
such  laws  had  been  passed  there  would 
be  less  danger  of  violent  and  oppressive 
action,  and  the   new    Irish    Executive 
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wonld  be  started  under  conditions  which 
would  have  tested  the  moderation  of  the 
Irish  representation.  At  the  same  time 
Acts  so  passed  by  them  would  be  less 
likely  to  be  regarded  with  jealousy  than 
Acts  of  the  same  kind  jjassed  by  the 
Parliament  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
To  meet  the  difficulties  which  had  been 
pointed  out  in  this  debate  surely  more 
time,  deliberation,  and  consultation  were 
required  than  this  Bill  could  have  re- 
ceived. The  hon.  Member  for  Longford 
(Mr.  Justin  M'Oarthy)  urged  the  danger 
of  delay;  but  was  there  not  dangler 
from  hurry  ?  Great  as  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister's abilities  were — and  no  one  had 
a  higher  opinion  of  them  than  he  had, 
for  he  had  followed  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman for  40  years — ^yet  it  was  impos- 
sible that  he,  or  anything  short  of 
omniscience,  could  in  the  time  he  had 
had,  under  the  pressure  which  he  ad- 
mitted to  have  acted,  and  with  access  to 
the  limited  advice  of  a  few  friends, 
have  prepared  a  measure  duly  guarding 
against  the  difficulties  and  dangers 
which  must  be  guarded  against  if  it  was 
to  cure  and  not  add  to  the  evils  with 
which  it  proposed  to  deal.  If,  with  his 
great  intellectual  and  all  the  official 
and  other  information  at  his  elbow  the 
Prime  Minister  had  failed  to  meet  all 
these  difficulties  and  dangers,  was  it  fair 
to  expect  that  those  who  saw  these  diffi- 
culties and  dangers  should  be  bound, 
without  much  time  and  thought  to  pro- 
pose offhand  the  necessary  remedies? 
Surely  the  only  chance  of  dealing  safely 
and  effectually  with  this  question  was 
to  bring  to  bear  upon  it  with  delibera- 
tion and  sufficient  time  for  consideration 
the  experience  and  wisdom  of  the  whole 
country  through  its  Eepresentatives.  It 
would  be  impossible  in  any  circum- 
stances to  carry  this  Bill  through  this 
Session  ;  and  it  did  seem  grievous  to  him 
that  some  plan  could  not  be  found  to 
unite  the  different  sections  of  the  Liberal 
Party  all  anxious  to  see  this  question 
settled,  some  plan  to  give  time  to  bring 
to  bear  upon  it  the  experience  and 
ability  of  the  House.  He  could  not 
regard  without  dismay  the  prospect  of 
this  Bill  being  referred  to  the  judgment 
of  the  country  with  the  constituencies  in 
the  present  state  of  perplexity.  An 
Election  fought  upon  a  question  raising 
such  vast  issues  and  so  little  understood, 
on  which  Parties  were  so  split  up  and 
disunited,  could  not  fail,  he  feared,  to 
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I  raise  an  amount  of  bitterness  and  class 
I  antagonism,  not  in  Ireland  only,  but  in 
England,  which  would  sadly  diminish 
the  prospects  of  a  safe  and  harmonious 
working  of  our  new  democratic  Consti- 
tution. What  was  wanted  beyond 
everything  at  the  present  moment  was 
more  time  for  Ministers,  more  time  for 
this  House,  and  more  time  for  the 
country  to  consider  one  of  tiie  most 
difficult,  one  of  the  most  perplexing 
questions  ever  submitted  to  the  con- 
sideration of  any  people.  How  that 
object  was  to  be  secured  he  left  their 
Leaders  to  suggest.  It  was  not  neces- 
sary that  they  should  shelve  the  con- 
sideration of  all  Irish  remedies.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  that  they  might  be  doing 
good  work  in  the  meantime  by  attempt- 
ing to  deal  with  the  agrarian  question 
by  legislation  which  by  common  consent 
must  come  into  operation  concurrently 
with  the  measure  for  the  government  of 
Ireland.  They  need  not  underrate  such 
a  vast  measure  as  the  Land  Purchase 
Bill,  applicable  to  all  Irish  lands;  but 
they  might  deal  first  with  the  small 
tenancies,  and  thus  dry  up  one  of  the 
great  sources  of  Irish  misery  and  dis- 
content. These  small  tenancies  ought 
first  to  be  dealt  with.  The  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  pointed  out  the  impossibility 
of  proceeding  otherwise  than  graducdly 
in  carrying  out  his  measure ;  and  in  the 
time  necessary  to  deal  with  this  portion 
of  the  subject  they  should  acquire  ex- 
perience and  be  able  to  give  full  con- 
sideration to  the  question  and  decide 
whether  it  was  necessary  to  go  further. 

SiK  EOPER  LETHBRIDGE  (Ken- 
sington, N.)  said,  that  there  was  one 
point  connected  with  this  great  discus- 
sion as  to  which  he  most  respectfully 
claimed  a  hearing  on  account  of  the 
treatment  which  he  experienced  in  re- 
gard to  it  in  the  recent  electoral  contest. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere),  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
South  Leeds  (Sir  Lyon  Playfair),  and 
other  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  threatened  Gentlemen  of  their 
own  Party  who  opposed  the  Bill  with 
the  wrath  of  their  constituents,  and 
would  lead  the  House  to  believe  that 
the  opinion  of  the  rank  and  file  of  the 
Liberal  Party  was  in  favour  of  the 
Home  Rule  policy  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister. An  incident  in  his  own  electoral 
experience  would  dispel  that  idea.  In 
the    constituency    which    he    had    the 
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honour  to  represent  (North  Kensington) 
there  was  an  Irish  Club,  numerically  not 
very  strong,  but  containing  several  gen- 
tlemen of  great  political  activity  and 
intelligence,  whose  friendship  he  was 
proud  to  possess,  even  when  he  differed 
from  them  on  political  points.  At  the 
inception  of  the  recent  electoral  contest 
they  passed  a  resolution,  which  they 
communicated  to  him  and  to  the  can- 
didate on  the  other  side,  that  they  would 
vote  exactly  according  to  the  direction 
of  their  Leaders  in  that  House,  and  that 
nothing  which  the  candidates  could  say 
or  do  would  in  the  slightest  degree  in- 
fluence  their  decision.  He  was  free  to 
say  that  seemed  a  very  honourable  way 
of  putting  it,  for  it  held  out  to  the  can- 
didates no  temptation  whatever  not  to 
proclaim  the  opinions  which  they  con- 
scientiously entertained.  These  Irish 
gentlemen  invited  both  himself  and  his 
opponents  to  address  public  meetings  in 
their  club-room,  and  he  availed  himself 
of  the  invitation.  The  very  next  day  he 
was  honoured  with  a  letter  in  The  Times 
from  a  **  Moderate  Liberal,"  in  which 
he  was  denounced  and  held  up  to  execra- 
tion as  a  Home  Buler.  The  denun- 
ciation spread  from  The  Times  to  the 
whole  Liberal  Press  of  England,  Scot- 
land, and  Ireland.  He  was  denounced, 
not  only  by  Libertd  journals,  such  as 
The  Scotsman f  which  were  consistent  op- 
ponents of  the  policy  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister,  but  also 
by  Liberal  papers  which  supported  that 
policy.  The  York  Herald  said— '*  The 
issue  of  the  circular  by  the  Sarsfield 
branch  of  the  Irish  National  League 
inviting  members  to  rally  round  Sir 
Boper  Lethbridge  shows  how  the  game 
is  being  played."  That  stated  that  he 
was  **  playing  a  game,"  though  the  cir- 
cular simply  called  a  public  meeting  to 
hear  him  address  it.  But  this  was  the 
point  to  which  he  would  call  special  at- 
tention. The  York  Herald — this  sup- 
porter of  the  Home  Hule  policy  at  the 
present  moment— said,  on  October  10 — 
"  It  is  absolutely  useless  for  Lord  Salis- 
bury to  endeavour  to  win  the  confidence 
of  the  Moderate  Liberals  when  his  fol- 
lowers openly  coalesce  with  Irish  Sepa- 
ratists." He  at  once  wrote  to  Th^  Liver- 
pool  Mercury  and  other  papers  to  explain 
and  justify  his  position,  as  he  was  ready 
to  do  again  at  any  moment.  He  hoped 
the  House  would  allow  him  to  read  a 
Une.    He  said — 


**Why  shotdd  you  hold  me  eommitted  to 
National  League  views,  or  'Boycotting,'  or 
anything  else,  by  my  addressing  the  electors  in 
the  room  of  the  Sarsfield  Club,  when  you  do 
not  hold  me  committed  to  forward  Gobden  Club 
views,  when  I  did  precisely  the  same  thing  in 
the  Cobden  Club?" 

And  his  letter,  which  appeared  also 
in  The  Western  dforning  News^  further 
stated  most  clearly  the  position  he  had 
assumed  at  the  Irish  Club ;  and  he 
might,  perhaps,  be  permitted  to  read 
the  statement — 

**I  believe  my  views  to  be  in  strict  accord- 
ance with  those  of  Lord  Salisbury,  being 
broadly  in  favour  of  the  most  complete  mea- 
sure of  local  self-government  for  Ireland  that 
may  be  found  compatible  with  the  absolute  and 
unquestioned  maintenance  of  the  unity  of  the 
Empire  (these  words  will  appear  in  my  election 
address)." 

He  asked  the  House  to  draw  from  that 
incident  the  conclusion  which  seemed  to 
be  perfectly  obvious,  that  the  whole 
Liberal  Press  throughout  the  country 
endeavoured  to  secure  the  success  of  his 
opponent,  and  to  prevent  himself  from 
winning  the  seat  for  North  Kensington, 
on  the  supposition  that  his  opponent 
was  a  champion  of  the  unity  of  the  Em- 
pire. It  was  notorious  that  the  very 
same  thing  happened  in  many  other 
constituencies,  and  that  in  some  other 
constituencies  it  succeeded.  How,  he 
asked,  would  it  be  possible  for  hon. 
Members  opposite,  elected  on  these 
terms  and  with  these  professions,  to 
vote  for  the  Bill  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter ?  He  held  resolutely  by  the  terms 
of  his  election  address,  and  asked  for 
the  unquestioned  maintenance  of  the 
unity  of  their  glorious  Empire.  Would 
the  measure  now  before  the  House 
secure  the  unquestioned  maintenance 
of  the  unity  of  the  Empire?  That 
measure  was  questioned  not  only  on 
the  Tory  Benches,  but  by  every  sec- 
tion of  the  Liberal  and  the  Eadical 
Party.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Parnell)  and  his  Friends  had  them- 
selves questioned  that  measure.  They 
had  objected  to  its  financial  arrange- 
ments. They  had  objected  to  tribute 
being  paid  by  Ireland  without  represen- 
tation— [Cries  of  **No,  no!"]— or  if 
they  had  assented  to  it  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, they  said  that  their  assent  had 
been  purchased  by  a  payment  of 
£1,400,000  a-year.  Would  they  for 
such  a  sum  barter  the  inalienable  rights 
of  a  free  people  ?  He  did  not  wish  to 
impugn  the  motives  of  Irish  Members 
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below  the  Gangway ;  but  he  asked  them 
whether  that  measure  could  be  a  final 
one  when  it  left  Ireland  in  the  position 
of  a  tributary  Province,  prohibited  the 
Irish  nation  from  endowing  the  religion 
of   the  majority  as    Englishmen    and  j 
Scotchmen  had  the  religion  of  their  ma-  . 
jorities  endowed,  and  would,  impose  on  | 
them    a  number  of   other  restrictions , 
which  certainly  would  not  be  acceptable 
for  any  length  of  time  to  the  people 
whom  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gang- 
way   represented  ?      Englishmen     and 
Scotchmen   were   determined   that  the 
future  of  this  great  Empire  should  be 
as  fflorious  as  its  past,  and  they  called 
on  non.  Members  oelow  the  Gangway 
and  the  whole  of  their  Irish  fellow- sub- 
jects to  be  sharers  with  them  of  that 
glorious  future. 

The  SEORETAEY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Chil- 
DEBS  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
shall  make  no  apology  to  the  House  for 
addressing  it  for  a  short  time  on  the 
subject  of  the  present  measure,  not 
merely  because  my  name  is  on  the  back 
of  the  Bill,  but  because  it  is  well  known 
to  my  Friends  that  for  five  or  six  years 
past  I  have  held  a  strong  opinion  that 
the  Irish  ought  to  manage  their  own 
afifairs.  And  it  is  satisfactory  to  me  to 
be  able  to  say  that  before  the  last  Gene- 
ral Election  I  placed  before  a  body  of 
Englishmen,  my  former  constituents,  in 
the  clearest  manner  I  could,  my  opinion 
that  the  time  had  come  when  Ireland 
should  be  granted  that  power.  I  stated 
what  were,  in  my  view,  the  internal 
affairs  of  Ireland  which  might  be  fairly 
intrusted  to  an  Irish  Legislature,  dis- 
tinguishing in  detail  what  were,  in  my 
judgment,  Irish  loctd  affairs  and  what 
were  Imperial  affairs.  Now,  the  Bill 
which  I  nave  had  some  share  in  pre- 
paring and  bringing  in  adopts  precisely 
the  division  between  Irish  affairs  and 
Imperial  affairs  which  I  then  described. 
Therefore,  I  have  nothing  to  repent  or 
to  apologize  for ;  but  I  have  only  to  do 
my  best  to  explain  why  I  have  taken 
these  views,  and  to  g^ve  the  best  informa- 
tion I  can  to  the  House  as  to  the  certain 
results  of  this  Bill.  Three  questions  have 
been  raised  during  the  course  of  the  de- 
bate to  which,  I  think,  an  answer  should 
be  given.  First,  does  the  Bill  repeal 
the  Union  ?  Secondly,  does  it  abrogate 
the  unity  of  the  Empire  ?  And,  thirdly, 
does  it  qualify  in  any  way  the  sove- 
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reignty  of  Parliament?  These  three 
points  have  been  argued  and  debated 
by  my  hon.  Friends  on  this  side  of  the 
House  and  by  our  opponents  on  the 
other,  and  I  now  propose  to  give  a  short 
answer  to  each  of  them.  In  the  first 
place,  does  this  Bill  qualify  the  supre- 
macy of  Parliament?  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Inverness-shire  (Mr. 
Finlay)  has  to-night  attempted  to  get 
rid  of  the  powei^ul  arguments  which 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Mr.  Bryce) 
placed  before'the  House  the  other  night. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary 
had  argued  that  while  the  legal  supre- 
macy of  Parliament  would  be  unaltered, 
morally  only  and  Constitutionally  would 
it  be  debarred  from  dealing  with  the 
domestic  affairs  of  Ireland  as  long  as 
the  Irish  Legislature  kept  within  the 
powers  granted  to  them.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  appears  to  me  to 
have  failed  to  controvert  this  position  so 
powerfully  taken  up  by  the  Under  Secre- 
tary. I  will  endeavour,  in  one  sentence, 
to  show  to  the  House  how,  at  any  rate, 
from  the  analogy  of  former  writers,  such 
a  proposal  as  ours  does  not  in  any  way 
qualify  the  sovereignty  of  Parliament, 
The  proposals  in  the  Bill  are  far  within 
the  division  between  the  powers  of 
Grattan's  Parliament  and  the  English 
Parliament  of  that  day.  But  although 
that  is  the  case— and  it  will  be  my  duty 
in  the  course  of  a  few  minutes  to  say 
something  on  the  point  —  if  you  look 
through  the  publicists  and  writers  on 
Constitutional  questions  during  the 
period  of  Grattan's  Parliament,  you 
will  never  find  a  suggestion  that  the 
sovereignty  and  omnipotence  of  the 
British  Parliament  was  diminished  be- 
cause of  the  concession  made  in  1782  by 
the  repeal  of  6  Geo,  I.  That  Act  dis- 
tinctly, on  the  part  of  Ghreat  Britain, 
gave  up  entirely  to  Ireland  the  power  of 
legislating  for  Ireland.  Yet,  though 
that  was  done  in  1782,  in  1784  no  one 
wrote  more  powerfully  in  favour  of  the 
absolute  supremacy,  or,  as  it  was  then 
called,  the  omnipotence,  of  Parliament — 
using  the  curious  expression  that  Parlia- 
ment could  do  everything  except  make  a 
man  a  woman  or  a  woman  a  man — than 
Mr.  De  Lolme,  who,  at  the  time  I  am 
referring  to,  was  fresh  from  examining 
the  recent  arrangement  with  regard  to 
Ireland.  In  his  view,  nothing  had  been 
done  with  respect  to  the  Parliament  of 
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this  country  to  qualify  its  omnipotence 
in  legislating  for  Ireland.  As  to  the 
unity  of  the  Empire,  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Bury 
(Sir  Henry  James)  argued  strongly  that 
if  this  Bill  were  passed  the  unity  of  the 
Empire  would  be  gone.  In  the  latter 
part  of  his  speech  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  was  a  little  confused 
between  the  unity  of  the  Empire  and  the 
unity  of  the  Kingdom.  But  in  the 
earlier  part  of  his  speech  he  argued  as 
to  the  unity  of  the  Empire.  Going  back 
again  to  the  experience  of  those  who 
had  to  speak  and  write  about  the  unity 
of  the  Empire  during  Grattan's  Parlia- 
ment, I  cannot  trace  a  suspicion  on  their 
part  that  there  was  not  a  complete  unity 
of  the  Empire.  On  the  contrary,  Sir, 
in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne,  for  which 
Mr.  Pitt  was  responsible,  in  1796,  pro- 
roguing the  Irish  Parliament,  one  of  the 
most  effective  passages  referred  expressly 
to  the  unity  of  the  Empire  as  it  then 
existed.     Mr.  Pittas  Cabinet  said — 

"  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  form  one  Empire ; 
they  are  inseparably  connected.*' 

If,  Sir,  that  were  the  case  when  the  abso- 
lute division  of  powers  existed  between 
the  Parliaments  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland,  how  much  stronger  will  be  the 
case  when  the  Parliament  of  Great  Bri- 
tain will  still  be  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment, though  we  shall  have  granted, 
as  this  Bill  proposes  to  grant,  limited 
powers  to  a  Legislative  Body  in  Ireland  ? 
Then  I  come  to  the  third  question,  which 
has  been  a  good  deal  discussed,  and 
towards  the  solution  of  which  I  should 
like  to  contribute  a  few  words.  It  is 
argued  that  by  this  Bill  we  are  pro- 
posing the  repeal  of  the  Union.  Are 
we  proposing  to  repeal  the  Union?  We 
must  first  of  all  remember  what  the 
Union  is.  The  Union  is  the  result  of 
an  Act  of  Parliament  passed  in  1800, 
under  which,  at  the  beginning  of  1801, 
the  Irish  Parliament  was  altogether 
swept  away,  and  the  legislative  powers 
with  respect  to  the  whole  United  King- 
dom were  vested  in  the  Parliament  of 
the  United  Kingdom.  What  I  wish  to 
show  to  the  House  is  that  the  present 
Bill  does  not  repeal  the  Act  of  Union. 
On  the  contrary,  very  large  powers 
which  the  Act  of  Union  centred  in  the 
Parliament  of  this  country  will  still  be 
retained  by  the  Parliament  and  the  Go- 
vernment of  this  country,  and  are  not 
proposed  to  be  ceded  to  the  Legislature 


of  Ireland.  Let  me  take  them  one  by 
one.  Under  the  former  state  of  things, 
before  the  Act  of  Union,  the  Parliament 
of  Ireland  claimed  and  exercised  autho- 
rity to  deal  with  matters  affecting  the 
Crown.  For  instance,  it  claimed  to  deal 
with  the  question  of  the  Regency  in 
1789.  By  the  present  Bill  any  Act  of 
the  Legislature  of  Ireland  with  respect 
to  the  Crown — the  word  **  Regency  "  is 
expressly  mentioned — is  specially  barred 
and  cannot  take  place.  In  the  second 
place,  the  former  Parliament  of  Ireland, 
up  to  the  time  of  the  Act  of  Union,  had 
the  entire  control  of  the  Customs  and 
Excise  and  the  Revenue  derived  from 
these  two  sources.  In  the  present  Bill 
any  control  over  Customs  and  Excise  by 
the  Irish  Legislative  Body  is  expressly 
refused.  Then,  Sir,  under  the  former 
Parliament  the  highest  Court  of  Appetd 
in  Irish  cases  was  in  Dublin;  and  those 
who  have  studied  the  history  of  th« 
change  which  took  place  in  1782  know 
how  much  that  was  the  subject  of  con- 
troversy. What  is  done  under  the  pre- 
sent Bill?  Not  only  is  the  Privy 
Council  at  Westminster  to  be  the  judge 
of  questions  whether  any  Act  of  the 
Irish  Legislature  or  any  proceeding 
taken  under  an  Act  of  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature is  void  or  not,  but  the  ultimate 
Court  of  Appeal  in  Irish  cases  remains 
where  it  is  now — ^in  the  House  of  Lords 
at  Westminster.  Therefore,  in  that  re- 
spect, undoubtedly,  there  is  no  repeal 
of  the  Union.  Then,  again,  under  the 
state  of  things  which  existed  up  to  1801 
there  was  no  Court  in  Ireland  either 
appointed  by  the  English  Government 
or  responsible  to  the  English  Parlia- 
ment. In  the  present  Bill  the  Irish 
Court  of  Exchequer  will  be  appointed 
by  the  British  Government,  and  will  be 
responsible  to  it  in  the  sense  of  no 
Judge  being  removable  except  by  Ad- 
dress from  the  English  House  of  Com- 
mons and  the  English  House  of  Lords. 
Then,  again,  under  the  former  state 
of  things  the  Parliament  of  Ire- 
land had  cognizance  of  all  Treaties, 
and  could  legislate  with  respect  to 
Treaties  between  the  Crown  and  Fo- 
reign Powers.  By  the  present  Bill 
that  power  is  expressly  demed.  Under 
the  former  state  of  things— that  is,  be- 
fore the  Union — the  Irish  Parliament 
might  have  legislated  as  to  trade,  as  to 
questions  of  legal  tender,  as  to  weights 
and  measures,  and  as  to  copyright  and 
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patents.  All  these  powers  are  expressly 
denied  in  the  present  Bill.  And,  finally, 
the  Irish  Parhament  exercised  a  limited 
control  over  the  Army— especially  in  re- 
spect of  recruiting,  which  on  several 
occasions  it  exercised  most  liberally  for 
the  purposes  of  the  Empire— over  the 
Militia  and  the  Yeomanry,  and  it  had  a 
voice  in  the  Appropriations  for  the  Ser- 
vices. Under  the  present  Bill  these 
powers  are  not  granted  to  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment, which  will  have  no  cognizance 
of  military  affairs,  and  no  control  over 
them.  In  all  these  respects,  then,  the 
difference  is  very  great  between  the 
powers  of  the  old  Irish  Parliament  and 
the  powers  of  the  Irish  Legislative  Body 
which  we  propose.  But  there  is,  on  the 
other  hand,  something  that  is  far  more 
valuable  to  Ireland  in  this  Bill  than  all 
those  powers.  That  is  to  say,  that 
whereas  under  the  former  state  of  things 
the  Executive  Government  of  Ireland 
was  a  branch  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment, and  the  Members  of  the  Executive 
were  appointed  practically  by  the  Prime 
Minister  and  the  Cabinet  in  London, 
in  future  the  Executive  Government  in 
Ireland  under  this  Bill  will  be  respon- 
sible to  the  Legislature  of  Ireland,  pre- 
cisely as  the  Executive  Government  here 
is  responsible  to  the  Legislature  of  this 
country.  In  my  opinion,  the  powers  to 
which  I  have  referred,  as  not  being 
granted  to  Ireland  by  this  Bill,  are  far 
less  important  for  the  purposes  of  Ire- 
land than  that  power  of  governing  her- 
self, as  well  as  legislating  for  herself, 
which  it  is  proposed  to  grant  to  her  by 
her  Executive  Government  being  a  Go- 
vernment responsible  to  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature. That  is  my  answer  to  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Inverness-shire  (Mr.  Finlay),  who  spoke 
of  the  degrading  character  of  our  pro- 
posals to  Ireland,  and  which  he  said 
would  reduce  Ireland  to  a  mere  Depen- 
dency. Although  the  Bill  does  not  give 
those  powers  which  Irishmen  do  not  ask 
for,  it  gives  what  is  far  more  important — 
an  Executive  control  over  their  own 
affairs.  These  are  differences,  and  real 
differences,  between  the  former  state  of 
things  and  the  future  state  of  things  as 
we  propose  them,  and  they  justify  me 
in  saying  that  we  do  not  propose  to 
repeal  the  Union.  What  we  propose  to 
do  is  to  substitute  somethinfi;  else  for 
some  of  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
1800,  and  to  establish  a  better  balance 
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of  power  than  existed  between  the 
years  1782  and  1801  ;  and  this,  in  my 
opinion,  will  result  in  far  greater  satis- 
faction to  the  people  of  Ireland  than 
even  the  powers  which  they  enjoyed  be- 
fore the  Union.  We  give  to  Ireland 
autonomy — I  do  not  mind  criticism  on 
that  word,  for  I  think  it  is  a  very  good 
expression  —  autonomy  in  the  internal 
affairs  of  Ireland,  and  the  unity  of  the 
Empire  and  the  Kingdom  in  matters  of 
common  interest  remains,  as  I  have 
tried  to  prove  to  the  House,  absolutely 
intact  if  the  Bill  which  we  offer  should 
receive  the  approval  of  Parliament. 
But,  Sir,  I  may  be  asked  this  ques- 
tion— **  You  propose  a  fresh  division  of 
power  between  England  and  Ireland, 
and  a  different  division  of  the  power 
than  that  which  existed  between  1782 
and  1801,  when  the  Union  between 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  was  effected ; 
how  is  that  division  affected  by  the 
arguments  which  were  used  at  the  time 
to  justify  the  Union  of  the  two  Parlia- 
ments under  the  proposals  made  by 
Mr.  Pitt?"  Now,  I  think  that  that 
question  is  one  that  should  be  an- 
swered. Both  in  1799  and  1800,  the 
subject  of  the  Union  was  discussed  at 
very  great  length  in  the  Parliament  of 
Ireland  and  in  the  Parliament  of  this 
country;  and  I  think  it  is  important 
that  we  should  see  whether  this  Bill 
fairly  meets  the  arguments  for  the 
Union  which  were  put  forward  by  the 
English  Government,  especially  in  the 
year  1799.  1  should  like  to  refer  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  may  desire  to  verify  the 
argu^ients  I  am  about  to  use,  to  two 
great  debates  in  Parliament  on  the  2drd 
of  January  and  the  3 1st  of  January, 
1799,  when  the  whole  bases  and  grounds 
of  the  Union  were  very  carefully  and 
fully  put  before  Parliament  by  Mr.  Pitt 
aud  by  other  Members  of  his  Govern- 
ment, and  when,  at  the  end  of  those  two 
debates,  the  Parliament  of  Great  Bri« 
tain,  by  a  large  majority,  adopted  the 
Eesolution  that  formed  in  the  follow- 
ing year  the  bases  of  the  Union.  I 
have  gone  very  carefully  through  the 
two  great  speeches  of  the  23rd  of  Janu- 
ary and  the  31st  of  January.  1799, 
which  were  made  by  Mr.  Pitt.  In  1800 
the  whole  matter  had  been  argued  out, 
and  the  debates  had  reference  to  the  de- 
tails of  the  Bill;  but  in  1799  a  great 
debate  on  the  question  as  to  whether 
the  Union  was  desirable  took  place.    I 
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have  been  anxious  on  this  matter  to 
master,  as  far  as  possible,  the  main  argu- 
ments which  were  used  by  Mr.  Pitt  in 
support  of  the  Union,  and  I  will  ask  the 
House  to  consider  how  they  affect  the 
measure  which  we  now  ask  Parliament 
to  adopt.  Mr.  Pitt  had  to  convince  the 
Parliament  of  Great  Britain  that  the 
Union  was  desirable  and  necessary. 
He  had  six  great  reasons  which  he 
urged  with  surpassing  eloquence  on  the 
House  of  Commons  for  the  adoption  of 
his  proposals.  His  second  speech,  on 
the  3l8t  of  January,  1799,  was  the 
greater  of  the  two.  A  more  masterly 
oollection  of  arguments  for  the  proposal 
which  he  made  to  Parliament  I  think  it 
would  be  difficult  to  find.  His  first  rea> 
son  —  and  that  appeetrs  rather  in  his 
speech  of  the  23rd  of  January — was  that 
the  difference  which  had  been  found  to 
exist  on  the  Begency  Question  made  it 
absolutely  necessary,  as  between  the  two 
countries,  that  the  Parliaments  should 
be  united.  That  difference  could  not 
exist  under  the  present  Bill ;  and,  there- 
fore, that  argument  in  favour  of  the 
Union  and  against  any  power  being 
given  to  Ireland  to  manage  her  local 
affairs,  entirely  falls  to  the  ground  and 
cannot  be  applied  to  the  present  Bill. 
The  second  argument  of  Mr.  Pitt  was 
this — and  it  was  based  on  the  failure  of 
Ireland  to  conclude  a  Commercial  Treaty 
with  Great  Britain  in  1 785— that  in  1 782, 
when  the  Act  was  passed  establishing  the 
independence  of  Grattan's  Parliament,  it 
was  expected  to  be  followed  by  another 
Act  to  be  passed  by  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment, establishing  commercial  relations 
between  the  two  countries.  Mr.  Pitt 
urged  that,  as  the  Irish  Parliament  had 
failed  to  carry  out  what  was  understood 
in  1782,  it  was  necessary  to  insure  a 
complete  union  between  the  two  coim- 
tries.  I  need  not  tell  the  House  that 
that  argument,  at  any  rate,  has  no  force 
now,  because,  under  the  present  Bill, 
no  Commercial  Treaty  would  be  neces- 
sary between  England  and  Ireland,  and 
because  the  Bill  itself  provides  for  free 
commercial  relations  between  England 
and  Ireland.  The  third  reason  given 
by  Mr.  Pitt  was  that  there  were,  under 
the  Constitution  of  the  two  countries, 
two  Parliaments  with — to  use  his  own 
words — 

"  Distinct  powers  on  questions  of  peace  and 
war,  of  alliances  and  confederacies.*' 

I  need  not  teU  the  House  that  that  ar- 


gument does  not  apply  now,  because 
the  Bill  gives  no  power  whatever  in 
questions  of  peace  and  war.  The  next 
argument  used  by  Mr.  Pitt  was  that 
Ireland  would  gain  thereby  free  trade 
with  Great  Britain.  Ireland,  as  I  have 
just  said,  has  free  trade  with  Great 
Britain,  and  therefore  that  is  no  objec- 
tion to  the  proposals  contained  in  the 
present  Bill.  Then  it  was  argued  that 
by  the  Union  the  Eoman  Catholics 
would  gain  by  Catholic  Emancipation 
becoming  an  Imperial,  instead  of  a  local, 
question.  Of  course,  that  argument  has 
no  force  now,  when  Catholic  Emanci- 
pation has  loDg  prevailed  all  over  the 
Empire.  Therefore,  it  has  no  connec- 
tion with  the  present  proposal.  The 
sixth  argument  was  that  the  existing 
military  system  was  fraught  with  dan- 
ger, since  Ireland,  having  control  over 
the  Army,  might  declare  any  war  in 
which  England  engaged  unjust,  extra- 
vagant, and  hostile  to  freedom.  On  that 
ground  Mr.  Pitt  proposed  that  the  double 
authority  which  then  existed  should  come 
to  an  end,  and  that  the  Union  should  be 
established.  It  is  now  well  known  that 
this  question  respecting  the  Army  was 
the  main  reason  why  Mr.  Pitt  proposed 
the  Union.  Anyone  who  reads  the 
debate  which  took  place  at  the  time 
will  see  that  this  was  wrapped  up  in 
general  expressions  as  to  the  military 
operations.  But  since  then  we  have  had 
published  the  correspondence  of  eminent 
men  who  were  living  at  the  time,  and  it 
clearly  appears  that  the  question  of  the 
Army  was  that  which  chiefly  influenced 
those  who  urged  the  Union.  I  should 
like  to  explain  shortly  what  was  pre* 
cisely,  at  the  time,  the  controversy  upon 
the  question,  and  how  it  was  solved. 
Lord  Lansdowne,  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
during  the  debate  of  1799,  gave  in  a 
single  sentence  what  he  thought  was  the 
general  position  of  matters,  especially  as 
far  as  the  Army  of  the  United  Kingdom 
was  concerned.  He  used  these  words, 
which  are  germane  to  the  whole  ques- 
tion— 

<*  Unless  there  was  such  a  union  of  the  two 
coantries  as  would  enable  us  to  say  there  was 
but  one  Army,  chaos  must  ensue  in  the  affairs 
of  the  British  Empire.*' 

Now,  what  was  the  state  of  the  Army 
which  we  now  know  was  so  dangerous 
at  that  time  ?  There  is  ample  evidence 
now  forthcoming  that  the  real  justifica- 
tion for  the  Union  was  the  chaotic  state 
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of  the  Army  in  Ireland.  We  have  on 
the  subject  two  sets  of  Papers,  published 
50  or  60  years  after  the  Union — the 
Memoirs  of  Sir  Balph  Abercromby,  and 
of  Lord  Comwallis,  who  was  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant. With  the  leave  of  the  House,  I 
will  read  some  extracts  from  these  letters, 
because  they  put  the  case  as  to  the  con- 
dition of  the  Army  in  an  unmistakable 
form.  In  the  first  place,  I  will  refer  to 
the  letters  of  Sir  Balph  Abercromby ; 
and  I  need  not  tell  the  House  what  a 
distinguished  soldier  he  was,  and  how 
his  memory  is  respected  to  the  present 
day  in  Ireland,  where  he  was  the  penul- 
timate Commander-in-Chief  before  the 
Union,  for  the  great  interest  he  took  in 
that  country.  I  will  only  read  one  or 
two  sentences.  Sir  Ralph  Abercromby 
said— 

**  The  eflPorts  to  correct  abuses  in  the  Army 
were  entirely  thwarted  by  the  powerful  in- 
fluence of  the  magistracy  and  gentry 

The  magistracy  and  resident  proprietors,  who 
shrank  from  the  performance  of  their  own 
duties,  were  constantly  urging  that  the  troops 
should  be  at  their  call  for  the  purpose  of  en- 
abling them  to  harass  and  oppress  the  people. 
•  .  .  The  magistrates  encouraged  and  promoted 
the  licentiousness  of  the  troops  and  the  oppres- 
sion of  the  people The  country  gentle- 
men and  magistrates  do  not  do  their  duty,  but 
ruin  the  troops  by  calling  upon  them  to  afford 
personal  protection Discipline  suffers  ex- 
ceedingly from  the  dispersed  state  of  the  Army, 
and  many  of  the  regiments  could  not  take 
field.  ....  The  Cavalry  are  in  general  unfit 
for  serrice,  and  more  than  half  the  Infantry 
are  dispersed  over  the  face  of  the  coun- 
try. The  Army  is  in  a  state  of  licentiousness 
which  must  make  it  formidable  to  everyone  but 
the  enemy.  The  Army  has  been  thrown  into 
the  hands  of  a  faction,  and  has  been  made  a  tool 
under  their  direction.  Within  the  last  12  months, 
every  crime,  every  cruelty  that  could  be  com- 
mitted by  Ck>ssacks    or    Calmucks   has    been 

transacted  here The  way  in  which  the 

troops  have  been  used  would  ruin  the  best  in 
Europe.'' 

And  then  Sir  Halph  Abercromby  quotes 
a  General  Order  of  May  7,  1798,  in 
which  there  is  this  passage — 

"  Troops  having  been  placed  at  free  quarters 
the  General  Officers  are  ordered  to  double, 
triple,  and  quadruple  the  number  of  soldiers  so 
stationed  to  be  moved  from  station  to  station 
until  it  is  reported  to  the  General  Officer  by  the 
gentlemen  holding  landed  property  ....  that 
all  rents  are  completely  paid  up." 

Is  it  to  be  wondered  at  that  just  before 
the  Union,  writing  to  an  Irish  friend, 
Sir  Balph  Abercromby  should  have 
said — 

*'  Long  observation  has  convinced  me  that  all 
your  misfortunes,  all  the  evils  with  which  you 
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are  threatened,  proceed  from  the  illiberal,  the 
unjust,  and  the  unwise  conduct  of  England, 
from  the  wretched  system  of  English  domina- 
tion." 

Those  are  the  words  of  a  very  dis- 
tinguished soldier,  who  had  seen  service 
in  every  part  of  the  world,  and  who  was 
at  the  time  Commander-in-Chief  of  the 
Forces  in  Ireland — a  duty  which  he  ex- 
changed for  a  great  command  in  Egypt, 
where  he  died  gloriously  for  his  country. 
He  felt  it  his  duty  to  put  these  opinions, 
as  to  the  Army,  on  record.  It  appears 
to  me  that  this  account  of  the  total 
failure  of  the  military  system  is  a  strong 
argument,  if  argument  be  wanted,  agcunst 
the  idea  of  another  20  years  of  coercion. 
Well,  Sir,  I  have  gone  through  these 
passages  in  order  to  show  what  was  the 
state  of  the  Army  in  Ireland  before  the 
Union,  and  how  that  condition  of  the 
Army  was  the  main  cause  which  led  Mr. 
Pitt  to  urge  the  Union  upon  the  Parlia- 
ments of  the  two  countries.  Is  it  pos- 
sible now  ?  Under  the  Bill  we  propose 
the  Irish  Legislature  will  have  no  con- 
cern with  the  Army  nor  with  the  Irish 
Executive. 

LoED  KANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
(Paddington,  S.)  :  What  is  the  ground 
for  that  argument  ? 

Mr.  CHILDEE8  :  I  argue  it  because 
it  is  according  to  the  words  of  the  Bill 
now  before  the  House.  If  the  noble 
Lord  studies  the  Bill,  he  will  find  it  is 
proposed  that  neither  the  Executive  nor 
the  Legislature  of  Ireland  shall  have 
any  part  in,  any  control  over,  or  any 
concern  with,  the  government  of  the 
Army.  It  was  the  bad  government  of 
the  Army,  and  the  condition  to  which  it 
was  brought,  that  was  the  most  power- 
ful argument  in  favour  of  the  Act  of 
Union.  These  are  Mr.  Pitt's  six  great 
reasons  in  favour  of  the  Union.  They 
are  mixed  up,  no  doubt,  with  some  re- 
ference to  the  Republican  state  of  affairs 
on  the  Continent;  but  Mr.  Pitt  never 
attributed  to  the  Irish  Parliament  any 
sympathy  with  Republicanism.  What  he 
did  was  to  urge  strongly  on  Parliament 
that  such  being  the  state  of  the  demo- 
ralization of  the  Army,  and  its  failure  to 
protect  us  from  foreign  attack,  owing 
to  certain  official  acts,  it  was  necessary 
for  the  public  safety — I  am  not  arguing 
whether  he  was  right  or  wrong — ^that 
the  Union  should  take  place.  What 
I  say  is  that  not  one  of  Mr.  Pitt's 
arguments    affects    the    present    ques- 
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tion.  The  proposal  we  make  for  a  Legis- 
lative Body  in  Ireland  is  one  which 
does  not  g^ve  them  one  single  power 
which,  as  Mr.  Pitt  said,  had  caused  so 
much  mischief,  and  had  rendered  union 
necessary.  So  much  for  the  arguments 
which  I  have  ventured  to  put  to  the 
House,  not  at  too  great  length  I  hope, 
from  the  policy  and  able  speeches  of 
Mr.  Pitt  when  he  conducted  the  arrange- 
ments for  the  Union  between  the  two 
countries  in  1799  and  1800.  And  now 
a  word  on  the  other  side  of  the  ques- 
tion. If,  then,  these  arguments  fall 
to  the  ground  and  we  have  to  look  for 
fresh  ones,  I  ask  is  there  any  danger 
now  in  conceding  the  powers  proposed 
by  the  Bill,  or,  rather,  is  there  not 
greater  danger  in  refusing  them  ?  The 
House  will,  perhaps,  allow  me  to  refer 
to  my  own  experience.  On  a  small  scale, 
I  have  seen  in  one  of  the  Dependencies 
of  this  country  what,  to  a  certain  extent, 
has  influenced  me  in  arriving  at  the  con- 
clusion I  have  arrived  at  with  respect 
to  the  power  the  present  Bill  proposes 
to  give  to  an  Irish  Parliament  the  power 
of  self-government  in  Ireland.  I  was 
a  resident  in  Australia  30  years  ago, 
and  I  was  a  witness  of  the  great  struggle 
which  was  constantly  going  on  there 
between  the  Australian  Colonies  and 
the  Crown  when  the  English  Govern- 
ment refused  them  control  over  their 
own  financial  a£fairs,  and  also  refused 
to  give  them  responsible  government. 
By  responsible  government  we  all  know 
what  is  meant.  I  saw  some  years  of  that 
controversy,  and  I  also  saw  the  victory 
that  was  gained  by  the  Colonies.  And 
at  the  end  of  that  struggle  I  was  myself 
one  of  the  elected  Members  in  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  Colony  of  Victoria,  and  a 
Member  of  the  first  responsible  Cabinet. 
I  can  say,  without  exaggeration,  that 
from  the  time  those  powers  were  given  to 
the  Colony  all  the  old  feelings  of  distrust 
towards  the  Mother  Country,  and  of 
hostility  to  her  action  which  had  sprung 
up  in  later  years,  and  had  led  to  con- 
siderable mischief,  passed  away.  And  at 
the  present  time  the  3,000,000  of  people 
in  the  Australian  Colonies  are  probably 
as  loyal  and  contented  subjects  of  the 
Queen  as  are  to  be  found  in  her  Domi- 
nions. This,  Sir,  is  due  to  the  concession 
of  responsible  government,  and  entire 
control  over  their  own  affairs,  which  was 
BO  stoutly  resisted  by  the  Government  of 
this  country,  40  years  ago,  and  the  diffi- 


culty has  been  ended  by  the  establish- 
ment of  most  satisfactory  relations  be- 
tween us  and  these  Colonies.  Similar 
results  have  been  seen  on  a  much  larger 
scale  in  Canada.  In  moving  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  my  right  hon.  Friend 
briefly  and  clearly  showed  what  was  the 
result  of  the  controversy  between  Canada 
and  this  country  60  years  ago,  and  of  our 
yielding.  All  that  we  yielded  was  the 
establishment  of  a  good  and  responsible 
Government.  At  the  time  I  speak  of — 52 
years  ago — there  was  a  limited  represen- 
tation of  the  [people  in  the  Legislative 
Body  in  Canada,  but  there  was  no  Re- 
presentative Government.  The  Execu- 
tive was  nominated  from  this  country. 
All  that  the  Local  Legislatures  could  do 
was  to  refuse  or  to  qualify  some  of  the 
Appropriations  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment. Their  functions  were  limited  to 
a  qualified  financial  power,  and  even 
that  financial  power,  more  than  once, 
was  taken  away  from  them.  What  was 
the  result  ?  Then  came  the  two  rebel- 
lions—one on  the  part  of  those  of  British 
and  Irish  descent,  and  the  other  on  the 
part  of  those  who  were  of  French  ex- 
traction. It  gave  this  country  great 
trouble  to  put  down  those  two  re- 
bellions, and  Canadian  affairs  occu- 
pied a  very  painful  and  important 
part  in  the  proceedings  of  Parliament 
and  the  acts  of  the  Government.  Many 
persons  of  great  authority  in  this  House 
at  that  time  said  it  would  be  better  and 
wiser  to  adopt  a  policy  of  concession, 
and  to  give  the  Canadians  the  manage- 
ment of  their  own  local  affairs  under  the 
authority  of  the  Crown.  But  the  ma- 
jority of  this  House  was  not  of  that  opi- 
nion, and  proposals  of  the  kind  at  first 
received  only  scanty  support  from  Par- 
liament. I  will  read  to  the  House  a 
passage  from  a  speech  made  in  this 
House  on  the  question  of  self-govern- 
ment in  Canada  in  1838  by  a  very  dis- 
tinguished Member  of  the  House,  who, 
since  that  date,  was  either  two  or  three 
times  Prime  Minister — I  mean  the  late 
Earl  of  Derby.  I  think  that  some  of  the 
expressions  in  that  speech  will  appear 
very  familiar  to  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, even  if  they  may  not  have  studied 
Canadian  affairs.  In  the  debate  on 
Lord  Durham's  plan  of  self-government 
for  Canada,  the  Earl  of  Derby  said  of  the 
Canadians — 

'*  They  were  a  people  of  ignorance  the  most 
profound,  of  prejudice  the  most  moderate,  ,of 
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simplicity  the  most  undoubted,  of  vanity  the 
most  egregious,  a  people  in  the  most  absolute 
and  entire  dependence  upon  those  demagogues 
and  leaders  who  flattered  their  prejudices  for 
the  purpose  of  obtaining  their  support.  If  it 
were  desirable  to  retain  the  Colony,  this  project, 
which  would  at  once  render  nugatory  on  our 
part  all  control  over  them  and  plunge  us  into 
difficulties  which  could  only  be  escaped  from  by 
violence,  must  not  be  entertained  for  a  moment. 
What  would  be  the  consequence  ?  The  estab- 
lishment of  a  Republic.  The  concession  would 
remove  the  only  ^eck  to  the  power  of  the  domi- 
nant majority— a  majority  in  numbers  only; 
for  in  wealth,  in  education,  in  enterprize,  it 
was  greatly  inferior  to  the  minority,  who  were 
settlers  of  British  descent.'* 

Now,  Sir,  what  was  the  course  taken 
on  the  advice  of  that  far-seeing  states- 
man, Lord  Durham  ?  He  went  out  to 
Canada,  and  he  advised  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  settle  the  question.  There 
is  one  sentence  of  Lord  Durham's  which 
I  will  quote  to  the  House.  He  pro- 
posed that — 

**The  Colonies  themselves  should  be  allowed 
to  execute  as  well  as  to  make  the  laws.'* 

Now,  for  this  Lord  Durham  was  called 
a  great  many  hard  names — almost  as 
many  as  have  been  applied  to  my  right 
hon.  Friend.  His  policy  was  called  a 
seditious  and  shameful  policy ;  and  that 
is  only  a  sample  of  the  attacks  which 
were  made  upon  him.  But  his  policy 
was  carried  out ;  wiser  counsels  than 
those  represented  in  the  speech  from 
which  I  have  read  an  extract  were 
adopted,  and  some  persons,  who  at  that 
time  denounced  Lord  Durham  and  his 
proposals,  within  20  years  discovered 
that  the  Canadian  Constitution  was  one 
that  was  thoroughly  fit  for  a  people  of 
British  origin,  even  with  a  large  admix- 
ture of  Frenchmen  ;  and  no  one  even  of 
those  sitting  opposite  fails  now  to  ap- 
peal to  the  Administration  of  Canada  as 
a  good  and  sound  and  Constitutional 
Administration.  So  I  venture  to  believe 
will  be  the  case  with  regard  to  Ireland. 
If  I  have  troubled  the  House  too  long 
with  these  references  to  another  country, 
it  is  because  I  feel  that  human  nature — 
British  human  nature  and  Irish  human 
nature — is  the  same,  whether  on  this 
side  of  the  Atlantic  or  on  the  other.  I 
cannot  but  feel  confident  that,  as  all 
those  fears  which  were  prevalent  at  that 
time  and  for  some  years  on  the  part  of 
the  majority  of  the  House  of  Commons 
were  dissipated  by  experience  when  Lord 
Durham's  proposals  were  thoroughly 
carried  out,  so  these  fears  with  regard 
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to  Ireland  will  be  dissipated  by  ex- 
perience. I  have  spoken  upon  this  ques- 
tion, I  hope,  without  heat  and  without 
introducing  any  matters  of  personal  con- 
troversy— although  I  confess  that  from 
the  tone  of  the  debate  I  have  been 
tempted  to  refer  to  some  such  matters ; 
I  have  not  done  so,  and  I  have  tried  to 
keep  the  House  strictly  to  arguments 
derived  from  facts  and  from  analogies, 
hoping  that,  for  once,  such  a  line  of 
argument  will  be  acceptable  to  the 
House,  even  without  the  introduction 
of  any  personalities.  I  will  conclude 
with  the  words  used  by  Mr.  Burke  on 
this  subject,  in  his  famous  letter  to  Lord 
Charlemont,  which  will  be  known  to 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  op- 
posite, even  if  it  is  not  known  generally 
to  English  and  Scotch  Members.  Mr. 
Burke  used  these  words — 

*'  Mutual  affection  will  do  more  for  mutual 
help  and  mutual  advantage  between  the  two 
Kingdoms  than  any  ties  of  artificial  connection 
whatever.  No  reluctant  tie  can  be  a  strong 
one." 

At  the  present  time  the  tie  which  exists 
between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  is 
not  only  a  reluctant  tie,  but  one  which 
I  believe  is  deeply  disliked — ^I  might 
almost  say  hated — by  a  large  portion  of 
the  Irish  people ;  and,  in  my  humble 
judgment,  the  new  bond  of  amity  and 
equal  interest  which  this  Bill  proposes 
will  be  accepted  with  cordiality,  and 
will,  I  believe,  result  in  a  permanent 
attachment  to,  and  affection  for,  this 
country. 

Major  SAUNDEESON  ( Armagh,N.) : 
I  do  not  propose  to  follow  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  into  the  interesting  historical 
sketch  we  have  had  from  him;  but  I 
cannot  help  saying  that  the  ultimate 
fate  of  this  Bill  will  not  be  decided  by 
what  Mr.  Pitt  said  or  did,  or  by  what 
Sir  Ealph  Abercromby  said  or  did,  but 
that  it  will  be  decided  by  the  facts  of 
the  case  as  they  exist  in  1886.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  informed  us 
that  the  Army  in  Ireland  was  in  a  bad 
state  before  the  Union  ;  but  that  does  not 
seem  to  me  to  be  a  particularly  strong 
argument  for  repealing  the  Union. 

Mr.  CHILDEES:  I  said  it  was  a 
good  argument  not  for  repealing  the 
Union,  but  for  maintaining  the  Army 
under  British  authority. 

Major  SAUNDEESON:  That  is 
exactly  the  point  on  which  we  differ. 
We  believe  that  you  are  repealing  the 
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Union.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  also 
gave  the  House  information  as  to  his 
experience  in  the  case  of  a  Colony ;  but 
that  Colony  is  a  very  long  way  off. 
Besides  that,  there  is  this  material  dif- 
ference between  the  case  of  that  Colony 
or  of  Canada  and  of  Ireland,  that  the 
Colonies  have  never  paid  tribute,  as  far 
as  I  understand,  to  Great  Britain,  and, 
therefore,  never  acquired  direct  repre- 
sentation in  this  House.  Anyone  who 
has  sat  loog  in  this  House  will  realize 
as  intensely  as  I  do,  from  the  condition 
of  the  House  and  the  nature  of  the  de- 
bates we  have  lately  heard,  that  the 
House  has  almost  had  enough  of  this 
business.  Nearly  every  argument  which 
can  be  offered  to  the  House  on  either 
side  of  the  question  has,  I  believe,  been 
already  offered  to  the  consideration  of 
the  House ;  and  therefore  I  will,  if  I 
can,  avoid  trespassing  much  upon  those 
topics  which  have  been  so  maturely  dis- 
cussed, but  will  confine  my  remarks  to 
the  practical  point  of  view  in  which  the 
Party  to  which  I  belong  regard  this 
Bill.  After  all,  I  can  speak  with  more 
authority  on  their  behalf  than  I  could 
in  a  more  general  way.  Some  years 
have  now  elapsed  since  the  Separatist 
Question  assumed  definition  and  a  com- 
plete shape  and  form  under  the  auspices 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell).  Before  the  advent  of 
that  hon.  Gentleman  to  the  position  of 
Leader  of  the  Separatist  Party  the  Home 
Kule  Party  was  without  form,  and  void. 
Practically  it  had  no  real  meaning  ;  but 
fdnce  the  advent  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  he  and  his  supporters 
have  undoubtedly  given  it  a  definite 
shape.  We  fully  understand  what  they 
mean.  They  have  never  disguised  their 
intentions ;  they  have  never  hidden  their 
object ;  and,  although  I  am  bitterly  op- 
posed to  their  opinions,  I  have  always 
given  the  hon.  Member  credit  for  having 
been  entirely  honest  and  straightforward 
in  defining  what  his  objects  are  and 
what  was  the  goal  at  which  he  aimed. 
Therefore,  I  can  understand  exactly  what 
it  is  he  wants.  In  bygone  days  I  have 
often  wondered  what  arguments  the 
hon.  Member  intended  to  adduce  in  this 
House  in  order  to  persuade  it  to  accede 
to  his  demand  for  a  separation  between 
the  two  countries,  because  the  hon. 
Member  has  repeatedly  stated  that  se- 

faration  is  the  goal  at  which  he  aims, 
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ever  denied  that ;  he  has  distinctly  stated 
it.  [*'No!"]  The  word'*  separation" 
may  be  objectionable  to  hon.  Gentleman 
below  the  Gangway ;  but  the  House  will 
understand  what  is  the  meaning  of  the 
phrase — ^'Ireland  a  nation  among  the 
nations  of  the  world,  free  from  outside 
control."  I  have  no  wish  to  argue  the 
meaning  of  the  word  ** separation;"  but 
the  meaning  conveyed  in  that  passage 
is  certainly,  from  an  English  point  of 
view,  separation.  The  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork,  who  is  a  very  astute 
politician,  if  he  will  allow  me  to  say  so, 
thought  better  of  trying  to  persuade  the 
House  by  any  arguments  of  his  own, 
and  he  has,  therefore,  employed  the  most 
able  advocate  that  could  be  found  in  the 
length  and  breadth  of  Great  Britain. 
The  hon.  Member  discovered  that  advo- 
cate in  the  person  of  the  Prime  Minister. 
Well,  Sir,  undoubtedly  we,  the  Irish 
Loyalists  —  [Zauffhter\  —  well,  I  will 
alter  the  word,  in  deference  to  the  feel- 
ings of  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way, and  I  will  say  that  we,  the  Irish 
Unionists,  from  the  very  first  looked 
upon  this  Bill  with  suspicion  and  abhor- 
rence. We  have  been  accused  of  treat- 
ing it  unfairly ;  but  I  think  it  can  be 
easily  shown  that  we  have  every  right 
to  look  on  this  Bill  with  suspicion  and 
abhorrence.  First  and  foremost  we  be- 
lieve that  the  Liberal  Party,  under  pre- 
sent conditions,  is  not  to  be  trusted. 
P*Oh!"]  Hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  do  not  appear  to  like  that 
observation.  I  would  not  have  ven- 
tured to  make  such  an  assertion  if  I 
were  not  backed  up  by  a  very  high 
authority.  There  are  certain  conditions 
under  which  even  the  Liberal  Party, 
which  is  supposed  to  be  a  truly  patriotic 
and  honest  Party,  is  not  to  be  trusted. 
What  are  those  conditions  ?  That  the 
Liberal  Party  should  find  itself  in  such 
a  position  that  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  and  his  supporters  could 
transfer  it  from  that  side  of  the  House 
to  this  whenever  they  please.  In  order 
to  back  up  my  opinion  I  will  quote  the 
authority  on  which  I  make  that  state- 
ment—a statement  I  should  never  have 
dreamt  of  making  in  this  House  of  my 
own  accord  seriously.  These  are  the 
words  on  which  I  make  this  statement — 
and  the  House  will  see  that,  at  any  rate, 
I  have  good  reason  for  making  it — it 
will  be  seen  that  we.  Unionists,  have 
grounds  for  looking  with  great  suspicion 
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on  a  Bill  proposed  under  the  conditions 
named  by  this  high  authority — 

**  Let  me  now  suppose,  for  argument's  sake 
I  may  suppose  it  possible,  that  the  Liberal 
Party  might  be  returned  to  the  coming  Parlia- 
ment— ^that  is  rather  a  staggering  supposition, 
but  I  beg  you  to  indulge  me  for  an  instant — 
might  be  returned  to  the  coming  Parliament  in 
a  minority,  but  in  a  minority  which  might  be- 
come a  majority  by  the  aid  of  the  Irish  vote  ; 
and  I  will  suppose  that  owing  to  some  cause  the 
present — that  is  the  Conservative — Government 
has  disappeared,  and  that  the  Liberal  Party 
was  called  upon  to  deal  with  this  great  Consti- 
tutional question  of  the  Government  of  Ireland 
in  a  position  where  it  was  a  minority  dependent 
upon  the  Irish  vote  for  converting  it  into  a 
majority.  Now,  gentlemen,  I  tell  you  seriously 
and  solemnly  ttiat  although  I  believe  the 
Liberal  Party  to  be  honourable,  patriotic, 
sound,  and  trustworthy,  yet  in  such  a  position 
as  that  it  would  not  be  safe  for  them  to  enter 
upon  the  consideration  of  a  measure  in  respect 
to  which,  at  the  first  step  of  its  progress,  it 
would  be  in  the  power  of  a  Party  coming  from 
Ireland  to  say—'  Unless  you  do  this,  and  unless 
you  do  that,  we  will  turn  you  out  to-morrow.*  " 

That  is  exactly  the  position  in  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  now  standing. 
[Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone:  No.]  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  **N[o."  I 
admit  that  there  is  this  difference — that 
the  Liberal  Party  in  this  House  is  in  a 
majority  as  compared  with  the  Conser- 
vative Party,  but  the  Government  is 
exactly  in  the  position  mentjioned  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman — namely,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  can 
say  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — 
'*  Unless  you  do  this,  or  unless  you  do 
that,  out  you  go  to-morrow."  As  I 
believe  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  the  exact  gauge  of  the  morality  of 
the  Liberal  Party  in  his  mind  at  the 
time,  and  as  I  should  imagine  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  speaking  for 
himself,  it  must  be  taken  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  fully  understood  the 
terrible  temptation  it  would  be  if  he 
and  his  Government  were  placed  in  such 
a  position  that  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  might  say  to  them — 
"  Unless  you  do  this,  or  unless  you  do 
that,  out  you  go  to-morrow."  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  must  have  felt  in  Ids 
innermost  conscience  that  if  he  were 
ever  placed  in  that  position  he  could  not 
be  trusted  to  carry  out  such  a  measure 
as  this.  Irishmen  from  the  North,  there- 
fore, look  with  intense  suspicion  upon  a 
measure  brought  forward  by  a  Govern- 
ment exactly  in  the  critical  and  delicate 
situation  indicated  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  that  speech.   But,  besides 
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that,  we  have  other  reasons  which  induce 
hon.  Members  from  the  North  of  Ire- 
land to  look  with  grave  suspicion  upon 
this  measure.  In  the  first  place,  it  has 
been  aooompanied  by  a  series  of  reci- 
procal conversions.  Of  course,  we  can 
all  understand  the  conversion  of  any 
single  hon.  Member  who  might  sud- 
denly change  his  views.  I  admit  it 
frankly  ;  but  we  find  it  extremely  difB.- 
cult,  however,  to  realize  the  fact  of  the 
sudden  conversion  on  this  subject  of  the 
whole  Treasury  Bench,  and  of  such  a 
large  number  of  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway.  It  is  rather  extraordi- 
nary that  these  conversions  should  syn- 
chronize and  that  they  should  take 
place  at  the  same  moment.  Perhaps 
the  House  will  permit  me  to  refer  to  one 
or  two  wonderful  changes  of  opinion 
that  have  taken  place  among  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  Bench,  and 
among  many  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway.  In  the  immediate  past, 
several  of  the  most  distinguished 
occupants  of  the  Treasury  Bench  un- 
doubtedly entertained  views  which 
were  diametrically  opposed  to  those 
which  they  hold  at  present.  I  have 
no  desire  to  rake  up  the  antecedents 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen,  and 
I  should  not  do  so  on  this  occasion  were 
it  not  for  the  fact  that  it  materially 
afi^ects  the  point  of  view  from  which  we 
regard  this  measure.  For  instance,  I 
will  take,  in  the  first  place,  one  of  the 
most  distinguished  occupants  of  the 
Treasury  Bench  —a  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  is  supposed  to  be  one  of  the 
most  distinguished  Whig  statesmen  in 
this  country.  I  refer  to  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  probably  make  a  speech 
during  the  course  of  this  debate,  and 
then  he  will  have  an  opportunity  of  in- 
forming the  House  how  it  was  that 
so  remarkable  a  conversion  has  been 
brought  about  in  his  own  case.  What 
did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say?  I 
do  not  intend  to  go  back  upon  ancient 
history  in  the  few  remarks  I  propose  to 
make ;  and,  indeed,  the  only  great 
statesman  of  the  last  century  to  whose 
words  I  shall  refer  will  be  one  who 
will  meet  with  the  entire  approval  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  —  namely,  Mr. 
Burke.  I  wish,  however,  to  refer  to 
living  personages  who  live  and  breathe 
and  have  their  being  in  the  House  of 
Commons  at  the  present  momeot.    This 
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is  a  speech  delivered  no  longer  ago  than 
last  autumn,  and  that  can  soarcely  be 
called  ancient  history.  At  the  time  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  delivered  it  he 
was  in  an  unconverted  state.  This  is 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

"  I  read  only  the  other  day  a  speech  made  in 
Ireland  by  an  hon.  Member,  in  which  he  said 
that  he  deprecated  outrages,  I  am  very  glad 
that  Mr.  Parnell  and  others  have,  for  the  first 
time,  deprecated  outrages.  But  there  has  been 
a  still  more  serious  question  than  '  Boycotting ' 
raised  in  Ireland,  because  since  the  declaration 
of  Mr.  Pamell  there  can  be  no  doubt  what  is 
the  policy  which  he  and  his  Party  have 
adopted.  It  is  a  policy  of  absolute  separation 
between  the  two  countries.  How  has  that 
declaration  been  met?  Two  speakers  most 
eminently  entitled  to  represent  the  Liberal 
Party— Lord  Hartington  and  Mr.  Chamberlain 
— have  spoken  on  this  question,  and  they  have 
spoken  in  a  manner  worthy  of  their  position 
and  worthy  of  the  Party  they  represent." 

A  very  strange  conversion  certainly  has 
taken  place  in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
for  he  does  not  appear  now  to  sympathize 
entirely  with  either  the  noble  Marquess 
or  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  If  ember 
for  West  Birmingham.  Let  me  take 
another  case  of  conversion  which  ap- 
pears to  have  taken  place  at  the  same 
time,  and,  apparently,  with  the  same 
object — the  conversion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War.  I  listened  with  great  attention  to 
his  speech  the  other  night,  and,  for  a 
man  who  spoke  against  his  convictions, 
I  thought  it  was  a  very  good  speech.  I 
do  not  mean  that  phrase  at  all  offensively. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  always  gives 
me  the  idea  of  being  a  brave  and  robust 
Scotchman — a  man  not  likely  to  change 
his  opinions  suddenly.  Yet  we  find  that 
not  very  long  ago  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman held  opinions  diametrically  op- 
posed to  those  which  he  expressed  the 
other  evening.  This  speech  was  de- 
livered not  very  long  ago ;  it  is  still 
later  than  the  speech  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer.  On  October  16, 1885, 
at  which  period  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  in  an  unconverted  state,  he 
said,  speaking  about  the  condition  of 
Ireland — 

"  Would  Lord  Salisbury  make  light  of  in- 
timidation if  he  held  a  small  farm  from  which 
he  drew  his  whole  income,  and  if,  in  conse- 
quence of  some  act  of  his  against  a  certain 
political  organization,  he  were  to  find  his 
mbourers  leaving  his  employment  against  their 
will,  his  servants  quitting  his  house,  his  shop- 
keepers refusing  to  sut>ply  him  with  food  and 
dothing,  the  markets  closed  against  him,  his 


children  refused  admission  to  school,  and  his 
family  denied  any  attention  or  comfort  in  sick- 
ness, or  when,  perhaps,  in  the  arms  of  death  F 
He  spoke  by  the  book  of  things  that  he  knew." 

Those  were  the  words  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  when  describing  the  con- 
dition of  Ireland,  and  speaking  of  the 
organization  of  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  is  the 
head ;  and  yet,  in  the  speech  which  he 
made  in  this  House  the  other  evening, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  informed  us 
that  the  very  organization  which  he 
justly  condemned  in  these  scathing 
terms  was  an  organization  to  which  the 
British  Parliament  and  the  British  people 
were  unconditionally  to  surrender.  But 
we  have  learned  something  more  about 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman^s  conversion. 
We  have  learned  a  remeurkable  and  inte- 
resting fact  about  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman from  a  speech  delivered  at  Shef- 
field by  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Mundella) 
not  long  ago  visited  his  constituents, 
and  delivered  a  speech,  in  which  he  de- 
scribed the  process  through  which  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  had  passed. 
This  is  what  he  said — 

^*  I  consulted  also  Mr.  Oampbell-Bannerman, 
and  when  I  told  him  the  conclusions  I  had 
come  to,  he  said — *  Ah,  you  have  discovered  it 
also,  have  you  P  I  found  salvation  long 
ago.'  " 

This  gave  me  the  idea — I  do  not  know 
how  far  it  will  convince  the  House— of  a 
swimmer  sinking  in  deep  water,  but  at 
last,  getting  his 'feet  on  a  mud  bank, 
lifting  himself  to  the  surface  and  shaking 
himself  clear  of  all  his  former  convic- 
tions. The  conversions  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway  have  been 
equally  remarkable.  The  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien),  in 
the  very  moderate  and  eloquent  speech 
which  he  delivered  the  other  night— a 
speech  so  entirely  different  from  others 
which  we  have  heard  him  deliver — 
deprecated  the  making  of  quotations 
from  speeches  delivered  in  past  times. 
I  do  not  wonder  that  the  hon.  Member 
does  deprecate  such  quotations. 
.  Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN  (Tyrone,  S.):  I 
did  not  deprecate  them.  I  simply  said 
that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  and 
his  followers  might  spare  themselves 
the  trouble  of  making  these  quotations, 
because  I  admitted  in  the  frankest 
manner  all  that  they  could  prove. 
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Majok  SAUNDERSON:  I  quite 
understand  the  position  of  the  hon. 
Member.  I  must,  however,  explain  why 
I  feel  bound,  when  I  speak  in  this 
House  on  this  question,  to  make  quo- 
tations from  speeches  delivered  by  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway.  We 
often  in  the  streets  pass  by  a  man  whose 
character  we  are  aware  is  not  of  the 
best  description.  I  do  not  apply  that  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman.  We  never  feel  it 
necessary — indeed,  it  would  be  an  odious 
occupation — to  rake  up  the  misdeeds  of 
particular  men  unless  they  propose  to 
acquire  an  influence  over  our  affairs. 
Otherwise,  we  should  leave  them  alone ; 
and  if  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  (hHv,  W.  O'Brien)  and  his 
Friends  would  be  content  to  remain 
Members  of  this  House,  and  to  debate 
and  deal  with  Irish  questions— as  I  be- 
lieve it  is  our  honour  and  privilege  to 
do  now — I  should  be  the  last  man  to 
get  up  here  and  rake  up  what  they  have 
said  and  done  in  former  times.  But  it 
is  a  very  different  thing  when  it  is  pro- 
posed by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  to  place  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Oity  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  and  his 
Friends  over  me  and  my  Friends,  giving 
them  the  power  of  making  our  laws  and 
guiding  our  destinies.  In  such  a  case 
it  behoves  us,  if  we  have  any  remnant 
of  common  sense  left  at  all,  to  ask  what 
right  they  have  established  by  their 
words  and  deeds  in  the  past  to  a  position 
of  trust  in  the  future.  We  do  not  object 
to  see  a  horse  in  the  street  with  capped 
hocks  so  long  as  we  have  not  to  buy  it 
ourselves ;  but,  if  we  desire  to  purchase 
the  animal,  we  are  justified  in  inquiring 
whether  these  capped  hocks  are  due  to 
the  fact  that  the  animal  has  kicked  in 
former  times.  Now,  Sir,  there  are 
several  quotations  which  I  feel  it  neces- 
sary to  read  to  the  House — interesting 
Speeches  delivered  several  years  ago.  I 
0  not  intend  to  go  further  back  into 
ancient  history  than  last  year ;  but  I 
wish  to  show  that  strange  conversions 
have  taken  place  below  the  Gangway  in 
the  opinions  which  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
sit  there  now  hold.  The  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien) 
wound  up  his  speech  the  other  night 
with  some  very  complimentary  remarks 
about  the  Prime  Minister,  and  lest  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  feel  over 
vain,  I  will  read  to  the  House  an  in- 
teresting paragraph  which  I  conclude 


was  written  by  the  hon.  Member  him- 
self, because  it  is  taken  from  a  leading 
article  in  his  own  paper.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber can  deny  the  authorship  of  it  if  he 
likes.  It  is  most  interesting,  and  is 
written  in  graphic  English — 

**  This  hog-wajsh  about  Liberal  philanthropy 
to  Ireland  had  better  be  dropped  if  ever  we  are 
to  come  to  business,  and  see  how  much  the 
Liberal  Party  are  prepared  to  oflfer  and  how 
much  they  require  in  return.  The  spectacle  of 
the  hoary  British  Pharisee,  sleekly  congratu- 
lating himself  upon  his  g^oodness  in  coercing, 
plundering,  and  depopulating  Ireland,  is  sicken- 
ing enough  in  the  dense  average  Briton,  "but  is 
really  a  little  too  bad  in  a  perfectly  wide-a- 
wake statesman  who  has  just  been  turned  out 
of  Office  with  a  Crimes  Act  in  his  pocket.** 

Now,  Sir,  I  venture  to  point  out  that 
some  sudden  change  of  mind  must  have 
taken  place  so  far  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone  is  concerned  between 
that  date  and  last  December,  for  he 
certainly  at  that  time  did  not  speak  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  same 
flattering  terms.  How  the  subsequent 
conversion  of  the  hon.  Member  came 
about  we  cannot  say.  And  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself,  if  we  may 
judge  from  his  speeches,  was  also  in  an 
unconverted  state  at  the  time  of  the 
last  Election,  because  he  appealed  to 
the  constituencies  to  give  him  a  majority 
sufficient  to  enable  him  to  deal  with  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway.  Per- 
haps we  may  never  learn  how  that  re- 
ciprocal action  took  place  between  the 
Treasury  Bench  and  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway ;  but,  at  any  rate, 
whatever  happened,  there  occurred  an 
injudicious  mixture  of  the  innocent  prin- 
ciples of  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way and  the  old  traditions  of  the  Liberal 
Party,  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  supposed  to  represent.  Our  wonder 
is  that  we  should  have  presented  to  us 
that  lame  and  limping  British  policy 
which  goes  with  one  leg  from  the  Liberal 
Party  on  the  one  side  and  another  from 
Cork  on  the  other.  What  has  been  the 
first  result  of  this  ill-omened  policy  ?  It 
has  been  the  disruption  of  the  Liberal 
Party.  The  very  first  thing  that  oc- 
curred was  that  a  seccession  happened 
of  the  great  majority  of  Liberals  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House.  [**No!"] 
Hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  say 
**No!''  I  hope  they  are  right.  Per- 
haps they  are  right,  because  the  Party 
of  Secession  is  led  by  the  Prime  Minister. 
We  have  heard  a  great  many  speeches  \ 
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bttt,  as  far  as  I  am  aware,  we  have  had  ' 
no  inetanee  of  any  Liberal  or  Whig 
politician  who  has  expressed  himself  in 
favour  of  the  policy  now  proposed  by 
the  Prime  Minister.  It  is  a  new  policy, 
and  it  is  just  as  much  opposed  to  the 
real  policy  of  the  Liberal  Party  as  to 
that  of  hon.  Members  who  sit  on  this 
side  of  the  House.  In  bringing  in  the 
Bill  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  had  two  things  to  say.  He 
admitted  that  it  was  an  expensive  Bill. 
I^Mr.  Gladstone  dissented.]  Of  course, 
that  is  not  the  opinion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  It  involves  two  items  of 
expense.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
calls  it  an  economical  measure,  because 
he  does  not  set  much  store  on  one  of 
these  items.  To  his  mind  it  is  only  of 
trifling  value  ;  but  to  my  mind  it  is  the 
greatest  item — namely,  the  unity  of  the 
British  Empire.  That  is  the  first  and  the 
greatest  item  of  expense.  The  second 
item  of  expense  is  the  £50,000,000. 
These  two  items  are  inseparably  bound 
together.  That  is  an  established  fact ; 
and  if  the  first  is  carried  by  a  great 
majority,  the  second  will  be  carried  by 
a  still  greater  majority.  In  opposing 
the  Bill  we  feel  that  it  is  our  duty  to 
show  that  there  is  a  less  expensive  and 
more  satisfactory  way  of  accomplishing 
the  objects  the  Prime  Minister  has  in 
view.  The  principal  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  that  85  Mem- 
bers have  been  returned  from  Ireland 
representing  the  policy  of  separation. 
Has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  read  the 
statistics  of  the  elections  which  have 
taken  place  in  Ireland?  There  were 
738,058  electors  in  Ireland,  of  whom 
only  307.696  voted  for  the  policy  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Oork  (Mr. 
Pamell),  while  430,462  did  not  vote  for 
the  policy,  so  that  there  was  a  majority  of 
about  113,000  electors  who  did  not  vote 
for  the  policy  of  separation  represented 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
dork.  It  should  also  be  remembered 
"ttiat  the  307,596  voted  under  the  com- 
pulsion of  the  most  powerful  coercive 
organization  that  ever  existed.  And, 
because  they  so  voted,  the  House  of 
Oommons  is  now  asked  to  agree  to  the 
disruption  of  the  Empire.  [An  hon. 
Hembeb  :  What  about  the  uncontested 
elections  ?]  I  venture  to  say  that  that 
is  an  ajrapiment  which  will  not  prevail 
in  this  House.  The  argument  put  for- 
ward by  the  right  hon.   Member  for 

VOL,  CXXTV.    [thi^d  stoibs.] 


Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  was  that, 
up  to  the  present  moment,  crime  and 
outrage  have  been  the  means  by  which 
Irishmen  have  ever  extorted  concessions 
from  England ;  and,  therefore,  says  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  this  Bill  should 
be  conceded  before  the  Irish  begin  their 
congenial  methods  of  arguing  the  matter. 
["  Oh !  '*"]  I  am  only  using  the  expres- 
sion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  He  said  nothing  of  the  kind. 

Major  SAUNDERSON  :  That  argu- 
ment cuts  both  ways.  How  do  we  know, 
if  this  Bill  is  passed,  that  this  method 
of  argument  will  not  be  resorted  to  in 
the  future  to  secure  the  ultimate  object 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  have 
in  view — the  separation  of  the  two  coun- 
tries? How  do  we  know  that  that 
method  will  not  be  resorted  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  has,  up 
to  the  present  moment,  always  been  suc- 
cessful? The  principal  point  in  the 
speech  of  the  Chief  Secretary  was  that 
if  this  Bill  is  not  passed  something  ter- 
rible will  happen — we  must  look  out  for 
squalls.  It  is  true  that  we  may  have 
outrages  and  dynamite  explosions;  but 
the  English  nation  is  different  f^om 
what  it  has  been  in  former  years  if  it 
has  not  pluck  enough  left  to  deal 
with  arguments  like  that.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Council  TSir  Lyon  Playfair)  made 
a  speech  in  favour  of  the  Bill.  I  will 
not  attempt  to  follow  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  through  that  speech,  which 
certainly  appeared  to  me  to  be  a  rhetori- 
cal Sahara  without  an  oasis.  He  tried 
to  show  that  potatoes  and  turnips  sym- 
pathize with  the  views  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork,  and  that  they 
have  decreased  both  in  size  and  volume 
since  the  Union.  But,  in  the  end,  his 
great  argument  was  that  we  have  to 
deal  with  America.  That  is  the  argu- 
ment put  before  the  British  House  of 
Commons,  I  presume,  as  a  menace.  But 
we  know  how  to  deal  with  the  Irish- 
Americans.  I  want  to  know,  however, 
if  it  is  quite  certain  that  the  Bill,  as  it 
stands,  will  satisfy  the  Irish  Americans 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  assumes  ? 
[An  hon.  Member  :  It  will.]  That  is  a 
matter  which  I  venture  to  doubt,  and 
which  I  venture  to  contest.  I  read  in 
The  Irish  World — a  newspaper  of  which 
hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway 
have  heard-— this  passage —    ^ 
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**  When  HicVi-Beaoh  asked  whether  the  Irish 
Hemhers  of  Parliament  would  be  content  with 
Mr.  Gladstone's  proposals  as  a  final  settlement, 
Mr.  0*Brien  responaed,  *  Every  one  of  them.' 
This  reply  may  have  been  fitting  in  a  heated 
debate ;  but  in  sober  earnest,  and  after  cool  re- 
flection, I  do  not  think  it  would  be  repeated.*' 

That  is  the  opinion  of  The  Iruh  World, 
which  is  cognizant  of  Irish  feeling.  [Mr. 
W.  O'Bbibn  :  Yes ;  of  the  dynamiters.] 
This  paper  is  decidedly  of  opinion  that 
the  Irish  people  would  not  be  satisfied 
with  the  concessions  of  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman. 

Mk.  T.  0.  HAERINGTON  (DuhHn, 
Harbour) :  Will  the  hon.  Gentleman 
say  whether  the  extract  he  has  read  is 
the  opinion  of  The  Irish  Worlds  or  an  ex- 
tract from  a  letter  ? 

Majok  SAUNDEESON  :  I  have 
quoted  it  from  a  leading  article  which 
appeared  in  The  Irish  World,  I  should 
not  quote  these  things  were  it  not  for 
the  fact,  as  I  have  already  observed, 
that  this  Bill  proposes  to  place  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  in  a  re- 
sponsible position  in  Ireland.  I  want 
the  House  to  remember  what  these  hon. 
Members  have  said  in  the  immediate 
past  before  they  were  converted.  Let 
me  take  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien).  If  the  Bill 
passes  he  will  probably  be  in  a  leading 
position  in  the  new  Government  of  Ire- 
land. I  think  that  is  a  very  natural 
thing.  He  is  one  of  the  most  able  and 
most  eloquent  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way. He  says  he  will  give  me  any 
pledges  we  please ;  but  I  do  not  value 
his  pledges.  What  did  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber say  when  the  Prince  of  Wales  was 
in  Ireland  last  summer?  The  hon. 
Member  made  a  speech,  in  which  he 
said — 

**  There  is  no  loyalty  in  Ireland  to  England 
or  an  English  Prince,  and  wherever  the  F^ce 
would  go  throughout  the  country  there  would 
not  be  wanting  evidence  to  remind  him  that  the 
sincere  and  earnest  prayer  of  the  Irish  people 
was  that  the  British  Empire  would  be  sunk  for 
24  hours  to  the  bottom  of  the  sea.'* 

Yet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposes 
to  place  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  in  a  position  of  responsibility  in 
the  Irish  Government.  I  do  not  wish  to 
make  any  more  quotations.  [*'  Go  on! "] 
Very  well,  then,  I  will  give  one  more. 
This  is  a  very  interesting  quotation — a 
speech  from  The  IVeeman^s  Journal — and, 
therefore,  I  presume  it  is  correct — 

"  If  the  olive  branch  that  we  are  holding  out 
to  England  now  should  meet  with  no  better  re- 
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spouse  than  the  raving  of  the  Cockney  news- 
papers— 

'  We*ve  a  hand  for  the  grasp  of  friendship, 

And  another  to  make  them  quake, 
And  they  are  welcome  to  whichsoever 
It  pleases  them  most  to  take.' 

If  they  do  not  want  peace  Mr.  Pamell  will 
give  them  war.  He  wiU  give  them  such  a  war 
as  80  Members  can  carry  on  in  the  heart  of  the 
English  Parliament,  and  such  war  as  the  Irish 
people  are  able  to  carry  on  outside  with  the 
weapon  of  the  franchise  and  the  weapon  of  the 
*  Boycotting  '  pike,  as  they  call  it,  or  any  other 
weapons  that  time  and  opportunity  may  offer 
us  or  those  who  come  after  us  from  generation 
to  generation.*' 

{^Cheers  from  the  Irish  Members. ^  Now, 
&ir,  those  are  the  opinions  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone,  and  opinions 
which  are  now  cheered  from  below  the 
Gangway.  As  far  as  I  can  understand, 
and  can  interpret  those  cheers,  they 
mean  that  if  the  House  of  Commons  is 
willing  to  grant  their  demands,  formu- 
lated as  they  are  by  the  Bill,  they  will 
not  proceed  to  these  desperate  remedies, 
and  Will  abandon  the  "Boycotting"  pike. 
Now,  I  do  not  think  that  the  House  of 
Commons,  unless  it  has  lost  all  its  pluck 
and  determination,  will  allow  itself  for 
one  moment  to  be  intimidated  by  argu- 
ments such  as  that.  This  question  ought 
to  be  dealt  with  on  its  merits.  Is  it 
likely  to  succeed  ?  That  is  the  question 
which  the  House  of  Commons  ought  to 
ask  themselves.  Is  it  likely  to  be  a 
final  settlement,  or  a  successful  settle- 
ment; and  is  the  House  of  Commons 
asked  by  this  Bill  to  pay  too  dearly  for 
the  operation?  I  believe.  Sir,  that  it 
will  not  be  a  final  settlement.  Before 
now,  I  have  challenged  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  to  get  up  in  the 
House  of  Commons  and  inform  the 
House  and  the  country  that  they  have 
foresworn  and  abandoned  all  the  objects 
which  in  past  years  they  informed  us 
was  the  goal  and  object  of  their  lives. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  has  never  informed  as 
that  he  has  abandoned,  permanently, 
the  idea  of  Ireland  becoming  over  and 
over  again  a  separate  nation,  which  he 
has  stated  was  the  object  at  which  he 
aimed.  ["  Never ! "]  Surely  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gtmgway  will  not  get  up 
in  this  House  and  state  that  they  have 
abandoned  the  intention  of  making  Ire- 
land an  entirely  independent  country 
free  from  outside  control.  [An  hon. 
Mbicbeb  :  We  never  entertained  it.]  I 
have  challenged  them  to  do  so,  but  they 
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have  not  done  it.  Why  is  this?  It  is 
because  they  have  not  abandoned  that 
intention. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Londonderry, 
S.)  :  Why  did  you  recant  your  Liberal 
opinions  ? 

Major  8AUNDER80N:  In  these  cir- 
cumstances I  think  we  come  to  a  fair 
conclusion  when  we  say  that  this  Bill 
would  simply  be  made  use  of  as  a  lever 
to  work  out  the  final  ends  and  aims  of 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway.  It 
cannot  be  a  final  settlement,  for  this 
reason — ^that  the  Irish  people  are  not 
united  in  making  the  demand.  [*  *  Oh !  "] 
Surely  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way will  not  assert  that  the  Irish  Pro- 
testant population  are  in  favour  of  this 
measure?  [**Yes;  large  numbers  of 
them."]  I  venture  to  say  that  the 
House  of  Commons  is  not  yet  quite  so 
lost  to  all  sense  of  what  is  right  and 
true  as  to  believe  the  assertion  that  the 
Irish  Protestants  are  in  favour  of  this 
measure,  even  although  the  statement 
should  be  made  in  this  House  by  an 
Abraham  backed  up  by  the  Lamenta- 
tions of  Jeremiah.  It  will  not  be  a  final 
settlement  of  the  question,  because  the 
strongest  part  of  the  Irish  population  are 
opposed  to  it.  [**  No !  "]  I  do  not  hope 
to  conciliate  the  opinion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister, 
because  he  has  thrown  overboard  all 
classes,  including  the  education  and 
property  of  the  country ;  and  he  be- 
neves  that  all  patriotism  dwells  outside 
that  category.  But  the  property,  the 
commerce,  and  the  education  of  the 
country  have  distinctly  declared  them- 
selves to  be  opposed  to  this  measure. 
["  No,  no ! "]  I  think  the  very  fact  of 
the  constitution  of  the  86  Members  who 
sit  below  the  Gangway  proves  what  I 
Bay.  Where  among  them  are  to  be 
found  the  bankers,  the  merchants,  and 
the  landlords  of  the  country  ?  I  am  not 
saying  this  in  any  invidious  way,  but  I 
am  simply  relating  a  fact  which  cannot 
be  denied.  There  are,  I  believe,  a  few 
landlords  among  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway ;  but  the  exception  proves 
the  rule.  I  believe  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Dublin  (Sir  Thomas 
lEsmonde)  is  a  landlord ;  but  that  was 
held  to  be  the  very  reason  why  he  should 
not  be  elected  tmtil  he  proved  to  de- 
monstration that  a  relation  of  lus  had 
been  hung  in  1798.  Now,  I  think  I  must 
inform  the  House  as  to  what  I  believe 


the  alternative  policy  should  be.  There 
was  an  interesting  work,  published  a 
good  many  years  ago,  entitled  Bejeeted 
Addressee.  It  would  be  an  interesting 
thingto  publish,  afterthis  debate  is  over, 
the  rejected  alternative  schemes,  headed 
by  the  measure  now  proposed  by  the 
Prime  Minister.  My  alternative  scheme 
is  a  very  simple  and  clear  one.  The 
great  argument  brought  forward  by  the 
Prime  Minister  and  those  who  support 
him  is  to  this  effect — that  everything  has 
been  tried  and  everything  has  failed. 
Well,  Sir,  when  a  physician  has  pre- 
scribed remedies  for  a  sick  man,  and 
when  he  finds  that  those  remedies  have 
not  succeeded  in  curing  the  patient,  he 
ought  to  find  out  first  of  all,  before  he 
changes  the  remedies,  or  before  he  gives 
up  the  patient,  whether  the  sick  man 
has  taken  the  remedies.  If  the  physician 
discovers  that  the  sick  man  for  whom  he 
has  prescribed  has  never  taken  any  of 
the  remedies,  but  that  the  attendants 
have  thrown  them  out  of  the  window, 
the  physician  would  then  be  justified  in 
saying — "  You  must  get  rid  of  the  at- 
tendants, and  let  them  follow  the  medi- 
cine." Now,  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  said  that  all  the  re- 
medies applied  to  Ireland  have  failed. 
Why  have  they  failed  ?  When  I  chal- 
lenged the  right,  hon.  Gentleman  some 
time  ago  to  whitewash  the  charac- 
ter of  his  future  Irish  Prime  Minister, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  paid  no  atten- 
tion to  my  invitation.  I  observe,  how- 
ever, that  Earl  Spencer  went  down  to 
Newcastle  and  attempted  that  process. 
He  also  went  to  Leeds,  where  the  opera- 
tion was  repeated ;  but  I  venture  to  say 
that,  instead  of  the  noble  Earl  improving 
the  case,  like  an  inexperienced  rubber- 
out  he  has  madethe  smudge  still  worse. 
What  ^d  Earl  Spencer  say  with  regard 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell)?  He  said  at  Newcastle 
that  one  of  the  objections  urged  against 
the  hon.  Member  becoming  a  Minister 
for  Ireland ;  was  that  some  men  had  con- 
nected him  with  crime  in  Ireland ;  but  of 
that  he  entirely  absolved  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. Now,  Sir,  I  want  to  know  who  it 
was  that  accused  the  hon.  Member  of 
having  been  connected  with  crime  in 
Ireland?  It  was  the  Prime  Minister 
himself.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
accused  the  hon.  Member  of  being  the 

[head  of  an  organization  whose  steps 
were  dogged  by  crime,  and  he  accused' 
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him  also  of  leading  men  on  a  pilgrimage  I  and  proceeding  to  cut  off  one  of  the 
of  plunder  and  spoliation.   Why  did  not  |  limbs  of  England,  should  we  not  try  and 


Earl  Spencer  at  the  time  go  and  tell  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  hon. 
Member  was  entirely  guiltless?  Why 
did  he  allow  the  Prime  Minister  to 
remain  under  the  impression  that  the 
hon.  Member  was  guilty  of  the  crimes  of 
which  he  was  accused  P  Earl  Spencer 
then  went  on  to  explain  how  it  was  that 
Ireland  had  not  yet  been  pacified  by  the 
efforts  made  by  successive  Liberal  Ad- 
ministrations. Listen  to  this,  which  I 
think  is  very  interesting.     He  said — 

"  They  (the  Liberal  Goyemmeiit)have  passed 
dratti'o  measares  to  relieve  the  ffrievanoes  of  the 
tenants.  They  have  lowered  the  rents  and  de- 
prived the  landlords  of  a  great  part  of  their 
profits.  They  have  done  much  to  remove  the 
difficolties  of  the  Irish  Question;  but  that 
question  was  never  settled.  It  was  never 
allowed  to  be  settled  by  the  Irish  National 
League  Party,  and  it  will  never  be  allowed  to 
be  settled  by  the  National  League  Part^  until 
they  have  a  Home  Rule  Government  m  Ire- 
land.»' 

At  Newcastle  he  said  much  the  same 
thing.     He  said — 

"  Some  of  the  measures  were  so  strong  " — 
these  were  the  measures  passed  by  the 
Liberal  Party  to  try  and  coerce  Ireland — 

**  that  we  had  to  strain  the  loyalty  of  many 
English  Members  to  carry  those  measures,  and 
yet  those  measures  were  hardly  allowed  to  take 
effect  in  Ireland  by  the  National  Party  in  order 
to  get  the  government  into  their  own  hands — 
the  self-government  of  their  land— they  would 
not  allow  those  remedial  measures  to  take 
effect;  they  would  not  allow  them  then,  and 
they  will  not  allow  them  hereafter." 

And  so,  because  an  organization  led  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Oity  of  Cork 
would  not  allow  those  great  remedial 
measures  to  be  accepted  by  the  Irish 
people,  because  the  hon.  Member  has 
prevented  the  Irish  people  from  reaping 
the  benefit  of  those  measures,  we  are  to 
disintegrate  and  dismember  the  British 
Empire.  Is  it  possible  that  the  House 
of  Commons  will  consent  to  a  proposal 
BO  monstrous  and  so  devoid  of  common 
sense  as  that  ?  First  of  all,  let  us  get 
rid  of  the  National  League.  That  is 
supposed  to  be  an  impossibility.  Eight 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  have  simply 
thrown  up  the  sponge.  They  say  they 
are  incapable  of  coping  with  that  or- 
ganization, which  prevents  the  Irish 
people  from  obtaining  the  advantage 
6f  the  great  Acts  which  have  been 
passed  for  their  benefit.     Then  why. 


see  what  would  take  place  in  Ireland  if 
we  restore  the  authority  of  the  law,  and 
crush  the  coercive  authority  of  this  ne- 
farious organization,  which  has  destroyed 
the  life  and  the  liberty  of  our  native 
country?    Is  it  impossible  to   do  so? 
I  venture  to  say — and  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  know  perfectly  well 
— that  if  the  Government  would  put  its 
foot  down — if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  himself  put  his  foot  down — which 
he  never  has  done  without  allowing  a 
little  streak  of  daylight  to  be  seen  be- 
neath it — ^if  he  would  put  his  foot  firmly 
down,  not  only  would  he  be  backed  up 
by  the  Protestants  and  Orangemen  of 
Ulster,  but  by  those  very  farmers  and 
tenants  whose  condition  has  been  and 
will  be  so  much  improved  by  the  Land 
Laws  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself    has    passed.      A    remarkable 
speech  was  made  at  Monaghan  on  Oc- 
tober 10,  1885,  by  a  distinguished  Mem- 
ber below  the  Gangway  on  this  very 
subject;  and  it  is  important  to  notice 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gang- 
way know  very  well  that  one  of  their 
great  difficulties  is  to  prevent  the  tenant 
Armors  of  Ireland  from  asserting  their 
right  to  enjoy  the  benefits  of  the  legis- 
lation which  has  been  passed  for  them. 
The  hoD.  Member  to  whom  I  refer  said 
in  that  speech  that  there  were  two  points 
that  should  be  seen  to— two  chinks  in 
their  armour ;  and  the  first  was  a  com- 
bination that  would  make  it  impossible 
for  the  rich  farmer  to  break  up  that  or- 
ganization— thatis,the  Nationid  League. 
What  does  **  seeing  to  "  a  man  in  Ire- 
land mean  ?    It  means  preventing  him 
from  paying  his  rent.     [**No!"J     In 
the  part  of  Ireland,   at  least,  that  is 
under  the   dominion  of    the  National 
League,  it  is  a  thing  that  is  thoroughly 
understood.  The  Southern  and  Western 
farmers  are  to  be  "seen  to,"  in  order 
that  they  may  not  break  up  the  Na- 
tional League— there  will  be  no  more 
necessity  for  "seeing  to"  the  farmers 
in  the  South  or  West  of  Ireland.     Our 
alternative  policy,  then,  is  to  crush  the 
National  League.    If  you  are  not  men 
enough  to  deal  with  the  National  League 
the  days  of  England  will  not  be  many. 
But  you  must  do  something  more.    You 
must  deal  generously  with  Ireland  ;  you 
must  help — and  that,  I  beHeve,  will  be 
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must  help  the  Irish  farmers  to  become 
the  owners  of  the  land  they  till.  That 
is  the  policy  which  I  have  main- 
tained for  years.  I  believe  that  if  you 
spend  that  £60,000,000  in  helping 
the  farmers  of  Ireland  to  own  the  land 
they  till,  you  will  raise  up  a  wall  and 
barrier  which  that  miserable  organiza- 
tion cannot  overthrow.  Now,  Sir,  there 
is  one  more  point  I  wish  to  touch  upon 
before  I  sit  down.  The  attitude  which 
the  Northern  Protestants  now  occupy 
with  respect  to  this  Bill  has  been  anim- 
adverted upon  very  freely  in  this  House 
and  in  the  country.  We  are  called  half 
rebels  and  disloyal  men  because  we  have 
asserted  publicly,  as  I  now  assert  before 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Parnell),  that  as  long  as  we  have 
the  power  we  shall  use  that  power  to 
prevent  the  hon.  Member  and  his  Friends 
from  ruling  Ireland.  I  admit  that  the 
House  can  pass  any  Bill  it  pleases.  But 
even  if  the  House  has  got  that  power, 
there  are  certain  things  it  has  no  right 
to  do.  Allow  me  to  put  a  case  which 
exactly  illustrates  what  I  mean.  Let 
me  suppose — which,  of  course,  is  very 
hard  to  suppose — that  Bussia  succeeded, 
by  corruptly  subsidizing  a  certain  num- 
ber of  Members  of  this  House,  in  get- 
ting a  Bill  passed,  and  the  Bill  was 
passed  by  a  majority  of  the  men  so 
bribed,  should  we  not  be  justified  in  em- 
ploying all  the  power  we  possess  in  con- 
tending against  and  in  fighting  against 
such  a  measure  ?  Well,  Sir,  what  is  the 
case  at  present  ?  There  are  85  Members 
of  this  House  paid  by  America. 

Mr.  W.  O'BEIEN  (Tyrone,  S.):  It 
is  false.     Becall  that  statement. 

Mr.  T.  C.  HARRINGTON  (Dublin, 
Harbour) :  You  know  well  that  it  is 
false. 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  W. 
O'Brien)  not  to  interrupt  the  hon.  and 
ffallant  G-entleman.  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, or  any  other  hon.  Member,  con- 
tinues this  interruption  it  will  be  my 
duty  to  take  serious  notice  of  it. 

Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN :  As  a  matter  of 
Order,  Sir,  I  will  ask  whether  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  is  justified  in  stating 
here  what  he  knows  to  be  a  falsehood  ? 
l^Crm  of  '♦  Order! "  and  "Name  !  "] 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  expression 
which  the  hon.  Member  has  just  used 
is  quite  un-Parliamentary.  On  the  other 
hand,  I  am  quite  sure  that  if  the  hon. 


and  gallant  Gentleman  intended  to  im- 
pute any  unfair  motive  to  any  hon. 
Member  of  this  House  he  will  at  once 
withdraw  the  imputation. 

Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN :  That  is  aU  we 
ask  him  to  do. 

Major  SAUNDERSON:  I  did  not 
mean  to  imply  anything  derogatory  to 
hon.  Members. 

Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN:  Withdraw  the 
expression.  

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
I  rise  to  a  point  of  Order.  I  saw  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr. 
W.  O'Brien)  get  up  in  his  place  and 
accuse  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
North  Armagh  (Major  Saunderson)  of 
stating  what  he  knows  to  be  a  false- 
hood. I  ask  you,  Sir,  whether  an  ex- 
pression of  that  kind  can  be  allowed  to 
pass  without  its  being  fully  withdrawn  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  I  have  already  told 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr. 
W.  O'Brien)  that  the  expression  he  has 
used  is  un-Parliamentary,  and  must  be 
withdrawn.  On  the  other  hand,  I  must 
say  that  the  imputations  contained  in  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber are  very  irritating.  I  must  call  upon 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  now  in 
possession  of  the  House,  and  also  upon 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr. 
W.  O'Brien),  to  withdraw  the  expres- 
sions they  have  used. 

Major  SAUNDERSON:  I  withdraw, 
with  pleasure,  any  expression  I  may 
have  used  which  is  contrary  to  the  Rules 
of  this  House. 

Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN:  Then,  Sir,  so 
do  I. 

Major  SAUNDERSON:  I  hope  some 
hon.  Gentleman  from  below  the  Gang- 
way will  rise  in  his  place  and  inform  the 
House  whether  the  Fund  called  the  Par- 
liamentary Fund  is  not  derived  princi- 
pally from  America  ?  The  accounts  of 
that  Fund  are  published  periodically  by 
The  Freeman^  Journal^  and  a  sum  of 
£12,000  was  mentioned,  at  a  very  recent 
date,  as  having  been  received  from 
America.  I  do  not,  therefore,  think 
that  any  hon.  Member  belonging  to  the 
National  Party  will  be  able  to  get  up 
and  say  that  they  derive  no  money  from 
America — money  which  is  contributed 
for  the  purpose — perhaps  a  very  laud- 
able purpose—of  enlisting  the  services 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway. 
If  they  tell  me  that  no  money  has  been 
received  from  America  for  that  purpose, 
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of  course  I  shall  only  be  too  happy  to 
withdraw  any  expression  I  may  have 
used ;  but  I  do  not  believe  that  any  hon. 
Member  will  get  up  in  his  place  and  say 
that  the  Nationalists  derive  no  money 
from  America. 

Me.  W.  O'BRIEN:  I  say  so  most 
distinctly. 

Majoe  8AXTNDER80N:  The  diffi- 
culty is  this — that  we  have  below  the 
Gangway  85  Members  who  have  dis- 
tinctly stated  over  and  over  again  that 
their  object  is  to  dismember  the  Empire, 
and  bring  about  a  separation  between 
England  and  Ireland.    [<'  No! "] 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  rise  to 
Order.  I  ask  you,  Sir,  whether  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  is  entitled  to 
accuse  the  Irish  Members  of  desiring  to 
bring  about  a  separation  between  Eng- 
land and  Ireland  ? 

Majoe  SAUNDERSON  :  I  will  again 
withdraw  the  expression  which  I  used. 
Hon.  Members,  it  appears,  do  not  like 
the  word  '*  separation  ;^'  and  I  will,  there- 
fore, say  that  their  object  is  to  place  Ire- 
land in  such  a  position  that  she  will  be 
free  from  any  control  or  interference  on 
the  part  of  England.  I  call  that  separa- 
tion. Hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Grang- 
way  do  not  call  it  separation.  If  this 
Bill  is  carried,  it  will  be  carried  by  a 
majority  which  will  be  formed  from  he- 
low  the  Gangway^  and  a  measure  carried 
in  that  way  in  this  House,  which,  to  my 
mind,  leads  to  separation  between  Eng- 
land and  Ireland,  is  a  measure  to  which 
I,  and  those  who  think  with  me,  would 
never  give  our  adhesion.  We  do  not 
intend — we  are  not  quite  so  foolish — ^to 
rise,  as  some  hon.  Members  apparently 
imagine  that  we  should  rise,  in  arms 
against  the  passing  of  this  Bill;  but 
what  we  say  we  are  prepared  to  do,  and 
what  we  intend  to  do,  is  this — to  abso- 
lutely refuse  to  acknowledge  the  autho- 
rity of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  and  his  Friends,  when 
their  Government  is  formed.  I  believe, 
Sir,  that  that  determination  will  be  ap- 
proved by  the  great  mass  of  the  people 
of  this  country.  I  should  like  to  appeal 
to  the  memory  of  the  Prime  Minister  as 
to  his  former  experiences  with  regard  to 
Ireland,  and  ask  whether  they  ought 
not  to  lead  him  to  pursue  an  entirely 
different  course  from  that  which  he  is 
pursuing  at  the  present  time  ?  What  is 
statesmanship?  Statesmanship,  accord- 
ing to  my  notion,  may  be  roughly  de- 
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scribed  as  the  science  of  giving  post 
experience  a  concrete  form  in  legislative 
enactments.  What  is  the  past  expe- 
rience of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman? 
Irish  wrongs  took  the  shape  with  him 
of  a  Upas  tree,  and  with  the  desire  he 
always  manifests  to  cut  down  eveiy  tree 
he  sees  he  determined  that  it  diould 
fall.  It  appeared  that  the  tree  had 
three  branches — the  Church,  the  land, 
and  education.  The  right  hon.  G^tle- 
man  cut  off  two  of  the  branches;  the 
third  he  attempted  to  cut  off,  but  it  fell 
upon  himself,  and  swept  him  and  his 
Colleagues  ^m  the  Treasury  Bench. 
He  first  disestablished  the  Church  to 
satisfy  the  demands  and  to  acquire  the 
loyalty  of  the  Roman  Catholics.  But 
did  he  acquire  their  loyalty?  Is  the 
priesthood  of  Ireland  loyal  to  the  Crown 
of  England?  The  very  paper  which 
contained  the  letter  from  Archbishop 
Croke  to  the  Prime  Minister  also  con- 
tained a  letter  firom  him  subscribing  to 
the  murderers'  fund  at  Manchester. 
[Mr.  T.  M.  Healy:  No  murderers.! 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  disestablishea 
the  Church  in  Ireland,  but  he  has  not 
satisfied  the  Catholic  clergy;  he  dis- 
established the  landlords  to  satisfy  the 
tenants,  but  has  he  satisfied  them? 
And  now,  as  the  culminating  act  of  his 
great  career,  he  proposes  to  dismember 
the  Empire  to  satisfy  rebels.  Sir,  in 
conclusion,  I  can  assign  85  reasons  why 
the  House  of  Commons  should  not  con- 
sent to  this  Bill.  These  are  not  abstract, 
but  concrete  reasons,  and  they  are  to  be 
found  sitting  below  the  Gangway.  I 
ask  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway 
opposite  whether  they  would  consent  to 
place  themselves  under  the  authorify  of 
those  hon.  Members  ?  I  venture  to  say 
that  the  most  rampant  Radical  in  this 
House  would  scorn  the  notion  of  being 
governed  by  them.  Sir,  I  see  two  roads 
which  we  can  take.  One  of  them  is  the 
adoption  of  this  Bill,  and  I  believe  it  to 
be  a  sinister  path  that  leads  to  confu- 
sion, to  bloodshed,  and  to  the  destruc- 
tion of  my  country;  the  other  is  the 
path  of  resolution ;  it  is  a  difficult  one, 
but  I  believe  it  is  the  path  that  wiU 
lead  ultimately  to  the  salvation  of  the 
Empire  and  the  happiness  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester):  Sir,  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
who  has  just  sat  down  (Major  Saun- 
derson)  illustrates,  I  think,  more  than 
anything   else  the  futility  of  a  policy 
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of  exasperation ;  and  I  cannot  help  con- 
trasting the  hon.  and  gallant  Member's 
speech  with  that  delivered  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Longford  (Mr.  Justin 
McCarthy)  at  the  commencement  of 
the  evening.  That  speech  was  charac- 
terized by  a  union  of  patriotism  and 
philanthropy,  which  are  too  often  sepa- 
rated the  one  from  the  other.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Longford  did  not  allow  the 
earnestness  of  his  political  aspirations  to 
lead  him  into  any  uncharitable  or  unjust 
aspersions  on  those  who  differed  from 
him ;  on  the  contrary,  the  hon.  Member 
held  out  the  olive  branch  to  those  who 
have  hitherto  opposed  this  measure,  and 
endeavoured  to  show  how  all  may  work 
together  for  the  good  of  his  native  laud. 
Very  different  has  been  the  tone  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  who  has  just 
sat  down ;  but  I  hope  that  the  advice  and 
counsels  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Long- 
ford will  yet  prevail  in  the  North  of 
Lreland,  and  that  Irishmen  will  make 
up  their  minds  to  work  together  for  the 
good  of  their  common  country. 

There  was,  however,  one  point  in  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Longford 
in  which,  I  think,  he  committed  a  little  in- 
justice to  a  distinguished  Member  of  this 
House.  Speaking  of  the  noble  Marquess 
theMember  f or  Bossendale  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartinffton),  he  said  that  the  speech 
delivered  by  the  noble  Marquess  recently 
in  Bradford  did  not  contribute  anything 
to  the  discussion  of  the  Irish  Question. 
I  am  not,  of  course,  giving  his  exact 
words ;  but  that  I  believe  was  the  sub- 
stance of  what  he  said.  Sir,  I  cannot 
but  think  that  certain  words  uttered  by 
the  noble  Marquess  towards  the  close  of 
his  speech  at  Bradford  give  us  the  cue 
to  the  whole  problem  before  us,  and 
that  if  that  advice  were  acted  upon  we 
should  very  speedily  pass  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess, in  disavowing  any  sympathy  with 
the  measure  proposed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment, went  on  to  say  in  conclusion  that, 
for  his  part,  he  was  in  favour  of  doing 
away  with  every  grievance  of  which  the 
Irish  people  could  complain,  and,  he 
added,  of  extending  to  Ireland  ''the 
liberties  which  you  claim,  and  which 
you  value  for  yourselves."  This  was 
before  an  audience  of  some  8,000  or 
4,000  English  people,  members  of  a 
mighty  nation,  well  competent  to  manage 
its  own  a&irs,  and  thinking  itself  well 


able  to  manage  the  affairs  of  other 
people  as  well.  What  are  the  liberties 
which  we  value  for  ourselves?  They 
are  that  the  majority  of  the  inhabitants 
of  this  country  shall  have  their  way, and 
that  all  our  affairs,  whether  Imperial  or 
local,  shcdl  be  conducted  in  accordance 
with  the  opinions  of  that  majority. 

But  many  hon.  Gentlemen  say — "That 
is  precisely  what  we  want  the  Irish 
people  to  submit  to ;  they  are  parts  of 
the  United  Kingdom  politically ;  and  they 
are  bound  to  submit  to  the  voice  of  the 
majority."  But,  Sir,  I  think  that  that 
argument  omits  to  notice  certain  essen- 
tial conditions  apart  from  which  the  rule 
of  the  majority  cannot  be  just  or  fair. 
Those  conditions  are  that  any  group  of 
men  amongst  whom  the  rule  of  the  ma- 
jority is  to  prevail  must  have  certain 
interests  in  common,  and  interests  which 
are  more  or  less  equably  diffused  through- 
out the  community,  out  of  which 
the  ruling  majority  is  taken.  Ton  can- 
not take  any  group  of  persons  at  hap- 
hazard, and  say  that  the  rule  of  the 
majority  will  act  fairly  amongst  them. 
Take,  for  instance,  a  small  number  of 
capitalists,  and  a  large  number  of  work- 
men. "Would  you  think  it  right  to 
combine  them  together,  and  to  decide 
the  rate  of  wages  by  the  voice  of 
the  majority?  The  capitalists  would 
think  it  a  very  unjust  way  of  deciding 
it,  because  they  form  a  little  group 
amongst  themselves,  and  have  their  own 
interests.  Similarly  the  workmen  have, 
or  believe  they  have,  certain  common 
interests  on  which  a  majority  of  them- 
selves alone  ought  to  decide.  But  to 
throw  the  two  groups  together  and  to 
let  the  majority  in  the  combination  de- 
cide would  be  clearly  unjust. 

Now.  I  say  that  we  ought  not  to  act  on 
this  principle  in  politics.  Is  it  not  an  ob- 
vious fact  that  there  are  a  considerable 
number  of  local  interests  in  Ireland  which 
are  not  shared  by  the  majority  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  which  they  ought 
to  be  allowed  to  manage  for  themselves  ? 
If  I  wanted  an  illustration  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  opinion  of  the 
majority  In  Ireland  has  been  unjustly 
overruled,  I  would  not  go  back  to  the 
history  of  the  last  century,  or  to  the 
days  when  Catholics  were  oppressed ;  I 
should  be  content  to  appeal  to  recent 
legislation,  even  in  the  last  Parliament, 
and  I  should  find  abundant  proof  of  it. 
I  would  refer  to  the  case  of  the  Irish 
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Church,  where  the  property  which  ought 
to  have  gone  to  the  secular  uses  of  the 
Irish  people  was  lavished  away  on  the 
indulgence  of  that  Establishment,  and,  as 
it  was  said,  of  the  disendowed  clergy  of 
the  Ohuroh ;  and  then  I  would  refer  to 
the  Irish  Land  Act,  in  which  case  what 
I  should  call  the  rights,  or  certainly  the 
needs,  of  hundreds  were  forgotten,  be- 
cause of  the  opinions  held,  not  by  the 
majority  in  Ireland,  but  in  this  country. 
I  might  refer  also  to  the  fiasco  of  the 
Education  Acts  in  Ireland,  which  have 
always  broken  down,  because  they  were 
not  -drawn  in  accordance  with  the  opinion 
of  the  majority  in  Ireland. 

The  problem  is  to  make  our  Empire 
exhibit  an  instance  of  unity  in  variety, 
and  it  is  perfectly  true  in  this  case  that 
the  greater  the  variety  the  greater  the 
union.  Of  course,  different  conditions 
are  needed  for  the  adaptation  of  this  prin- 
ciple to  various  parts  of  the  Empire.  It 
is  laid  down  that  whatever  the  feeling 
may  be  in  various  parts  of  Ireland 
the  supremacy  of  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment must  be  preserved.  We  have  been 
told  over  and  over  again  that  the  Bill 
before  us  does  away  altogether  with 
the  supremacy  of  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament. I  should  like  to  know  whe- 
ther or  not  Parliament  is  supreme  over 
the  Isle  of  Man  ?  It  is  a  small  Island  ; 
but  the  principle  involved  is  the  same 
as  on  the  larger  scale  of  Ireland. 
The  House  of  ISIeys,  if  I  understand 
the  matter  rightly,  is  an  ancient  Insti- 
tution ;  but  it  is  strictly  subordinate  to 
the  Imperial  Parliament,  although  it 
manages  the  local  business  of  the  Island. 
The  same  may  be  said  in  principle  with 
regard  to  the  Channel  Islands. 

I  should  like  to  refer  to  certain  remarks 
made  by  an  authority  already  referred  to 
by  the  Prime  Minister,  and  one  which  I 
am  certain  will  be  received  by  the  eminent 
legal  Members  of  the  House  who  are 
present  with  respect.  Speaking  of  the 
relations  between  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment and  the  Parliaments  of  the  Colo- 
nies, Professor  Dicey  says  that  the  as- 
sertion, although  it  might  seem  para- 
doxical, is,  nevertheless,  strictly  true, 
that  the  acknowledged  supremacy  of 
the  Imperial  Parliament  is  one  of 
the  main  causes  of  the  wide  power  of 
legislation  allowed  to  Colonial  Assem- 
blies ;  that  the  Constitution  of  the  Colo- 
nies depends,  directly  or  indirectly, 
upon  Imperial  Statutes ;  that  no  lawyer 
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imagines  that  Parliament  could  not 
abolish  any  Colonial  Constitution,  or  re- 
peal or  override  any  Colonial  law  what- 
soever ;  that  Parliament  constantly 
passes  Acts  affecting  the  Colonies ;  and 
that  the  Colonial,  no  less  than  the  Im- 
perial Courts,  admit  the  principle  that 
an  Act  of  the  English  Parliament  binds 
in  any  part  of  the  Dominions  to  which 
it  is  intended  to  apply.  And  he  says 
that  if  an  Act  of  the  Victorian  Parlia- 
ment contravenes  an  Imperial  Statute  it 
is  for  legal  purposes  void ;  and  if  an  Act 
of  the  Victorian  Parliament  is  con- 
sidered so  opposed  to  the  interests  of 
the  Empire  that  it  ought  not  to  be 
passed,  the  British  Parliament  may 
render  it  of  no  effect  by  means  of  an 
Imperial  Statute.  Thus,  a  Colonial 
Parliament,  which  is  apparently  almost 
unlimited  in  its  powers,  is  limited  in 
everything  which  affects  the  security  of 
the  Empire  by  the  acknowledged  su- 
premacy of  the  Imperial  Parliament. 
But  it  is  said  that,  according  to  the 
Bill,  Parliament  altogether  resigns  the 
power  to  control  the  Irish  JParlia- 
ment,  unless  it  at  first  sends  for  the 
Irish  Eepresentatives.  Well,  Ireland  is 
much  nearer  to  us  than  any  of  our  Colo- 
nies; and  our  relations  with  her  must 
continue  proportionately  intimate.  We 
may  alter  the  laws  passed  by  the  Irish 
Parliament  in  a  way  we  should  never 
dream  of  altering  the  laws  of  the  Colo- 
nies ;  and,  therefore,  it  may  be  neces- 
sary occasionally  to  send  for  Irish 
Members  to  this  House.  For  these 
reasons  I.  think  that  the  argument  as 
to  the  supremacy  of  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament ought  to  be  given  up. 

I  should  like,  before  concluding,  to  say 
one  word  as  to  the  state  of  opinion  on 
which  we  have  to  depend  for  the  pas- 
sage of  this  Bill.  No  one  can  dispute 
that  a  marvellous  impulse  of  opinion  in 
the  direction  of  Home  Eule  has  recently 
been  developed  in  this  country.  It  is 
said  that  a  great  change  in  popular 
feeling  has  been  brought  about;  it  is 
alleged  that  this  is  due  entirely  to  the 
authority  of  one  distinguished  man ; 
and  it  is  assumed  that  if  by  any  evil 
fate  his  voice  should  be  silenced,  we 
should  hear  nothing  more  of  the  ques- 
tion. But,  Sir,  I  take  that  to  be  an 
egregious  mistake.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman at  the  head  of  the  Government 
is  the  cause  of  an  outburst  of  popular 
opinion  in  favour  of  Home  Bule  for 
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Ireland  at  the  present  time  only  in  the 
sense  that  the  engineer  who  lifts  the 
weight  from  the  valTe  is  the  cause  of  an 
outburst  of  steam ;  the  pressure  was 
there  before,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself  was  the  main  cause  of  its 
being  kept  down.  But  now  he  signifies 
his  opinion  that  the  time  has  come  when 
Home  Eule  may  be  granted  to  Ireland ; 
and  thus  it  is  that  the  feeling,  which 
has  been  developing  for  a  long  period  in 
the  hearts  of  the  people  of  this  country, 
breaks  through.  His  powers  may  be 
great;  but  even  he  has  not  sufficient 
strength  to  put  a  hook  in  the  jaws  of  the 
leviathan  democracy  and  to  lead  it  as  he 
will.  He  has  the  perspicuity  and  he 
has  the  legislative  ^ill  to  give  definite 
form  to  the  ideas  which  have  been  lying 
dormant  in  the  mimls  of  the  people. 
He  has  the  inspiring  power  to  concen- 
trate all  popular  forces  on  the  attain- 
ment of  a  great  purpose.  These  are 
the  powers  which  he  has  exercised,  and 
not  those  dictatorial  powers  to  which  it 
is  assumed  the  democracy  are  so  ready 
to  bow  down.  The  action  of  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  in  regard  to  this  mea- 
sure reminds  me  of  what  took  place  on 
the  occasion  of  the  Disestablishment  of 
the  Irish  Church.  Only  two  years  before 
the  Act  of  Disestablishment  was  passed 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  (Mr.  Gladstone)  told  the  House 
and  the  country  that  such  a  measure 
was  altogether    outside  the    range  of 

Practical  politics ;  but  when  two  years 
iter  he  took  the  weight  of  his  influence 
off  the  safety  valve  of  public  feeling, 
the  impulse  in  favour  of  Disestablish- 
ment spread  with  the  rapidity  of  a  fire 
on  the  prairie  driven  by  the  wind,  and 
he  carried  his  Bill.  I  maintain  that  that 
is  the  case  now,  and  I  know  from  my 
own  experience,  not  only  in  one  centre 
alone,  that  for  years  past  the  democracy 
have  been  ashamed,  bitterly  ashamed, 
of  the  relations  between  this  great  coun- 
try and  Ireland.  They  have  longed  for 
the  time  to  come  when  they  may  extend 
their  hands  to  their  brethren  in  Ireland, 
not  to  wish  them  a  long  farewell,  but  to 
bid  them  good  luck  and  God  speed  in 
managing  their  own  affairs. 

I  am  not  in  the  least  degree  desirous  of 
implying  that  any  blame  is  due  to  the 
statesmanship  of  the  Prime  Minister,  be- 
cause I  know  it  is  not  for  a  man  in  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  high  position  to 
sat  as  any  obscure  Badical  mignt  do.  The 


right  hon.  Gentleman  has  exhibited  great 
statesmanship.  If  he  ever  utters  an 
opinion  in  favour  of  a  particular  mea- 
sure, he  is  expected,  and,  indeed,  he 
must  introduce,  a  plan  upon  the  subject, 
and  carry  it  out  at  once.  Therefore,  I 
think  he  has  acted  properly  in  keeping 
this  great  measure  back  until  the  time 
came  to  carry  it  through ;  but  the  demo- 
cracy have  a  too  long  political  education 
to  follow  blindly  in  the  wake  of  any 
Leader,  and  they  are  in  the  habit  of 
looking  calmly  and  dispassionately  at 
the  proposals  of  those  Leaders.  Of  this 
we  bad  a  very  remarkable  instance  in 
the  recent  meeting  of  the  Liberal  Federa- 
tion. It  would  be  a  mistake  to  suppose 
that  it  has  forgotten  for  a  moment  the 
man  to  whom  it  owes  its  birth,  nor  has 
the  Federation  ceased  to  regard  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain) 
as  amongst  the  supreme  statesmen  of 
the  future.  But  when  it  became  a  ques- 
tion between  the  older  and  more  expe- 
rienced statesman  and  the  younger  one 
they  came  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
settlement  of  this  great  question  is  to 
be  expected  from  the  Prime  Minister 
rather  than  from  his  former  distinguished 
Colleague.  It  would  be  a  mistake  to 
suppose  that  any  recasting  of  this  mea- 
sure, or  any  shuffiing  of  Offices,  or  any 
Dissolution  of  Parliament  can  make  any 
change  in  the  inevitable  condition  of  the 
problem  which  lies  before  us;  and  why  ? 
Because,  however  ignorant  the  people 
may  be  supposed  to  be,  they  have  learnt 
the  duty  of  doing  to  others  as  they 
would  that  others  should  do  to  them;  and, 
in  the  present  instance,  that  duty  takes 
the  form  of  demanding  fair  play  for 
Ireland. 

There  are  those  who  are  convinced 
of  the  necessity  of  carrying  Home 
Eule,  but  who  say  with  more  or  less  re- 
gret that  this  Bill  will  not  do.  I  am 
boimd  to  acknowledge  that,  when  I  first 
saw  this  Bill,  I  noticed  many  points  in 
it  which  I  did  not  like ;  but  I  thought 
more  of  the  Bill  when  I  had  examined 
into  it  a  little  further,  and  the  more  I 
study  it  the  more  convinced  I  am  of  its 
being  a  wonderful  piece  of  legislative 
statesmanship.  Taking  the  Bill  as  a 
whole,  I  think  it  an  admirable  one — in 
fact,  a  work  of  consummate  political 
excellence.  There  are  others,,  however, 
who  will  not  consent  to  go  into  Com- 
mittee on  this  Bill,  for  fear  that  they 
will  not  be  able  to  effect  alterations  in 
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it;  but,  for  my  part,  I  wish  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  remember  that,  on  the  second 
reading  of  a  Bill,  they  are  only  called 
upon  to  affirm  the  principle. 

At  the  same  time,  I  admit  that,  when 
the  lives  and  liberties  of  millions  are  con- 
cerned, statesmen  and  Members  of  Par- 
liament may  not  unnaturally  wish  to  take 
the  safest  course.  But  are  there  no  dan- 
gers on  the  other  side  ?  When  I  consider 
the  circumstances,  I  am  convinced  that 
no  more  dreadful  blow  could  be  struck 
against  tbfe  welfare  of  both  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland  than  would  be  dealt  by  the 
rejection  of  this  measure.  The  mere 
introduction  of  this  Bill  has  already 
worked  a  wonderful  change  in  the  con- 
dition of  Ireland.  The  Prime  Minister 
of  the  United  Eangdom  is  lauded  and 
praised  for  his  liberal  policy  even  by  the 
men  who  have  at  other  times  bitterly 
assailed  him.  The  language  of  violeuce 
is  changed  into  the  language  of  mode- 
ration, such  as  we  have  listened  to  to- 
night. Even  Earl  Spencer,  who  has 
been  the  subject  of  so  many  attacks  in 
Ireland,  is  applauded  by  his  accusers; 
and  the  memory  of  the  late  Mr.  Forster 
is  hailed,  as  it  deserves  to  be,  with  re- 
spectful honour.  Not  only  do  Irish 
exiles  rejoice  in  the  better  prospects  of 
their  country,  but  our  own  Colonists 
applaud  the  measure.  America,  always 
generous  to  the  best  aspects  of  our 
national  life,  pronounces  its  deed  sym- 
pathy with  us  in  the  measure  ;  and  even 
Germany,  Italy,  and  France,  little  com- 
paratively as  they  know  of  Consti- 
tutional order  and  freedom,  see  that 
we  are  going  in  the  right  way  to 
solve  this  great  problem.  The  whole 
world  gathers  round  us  to  welcome 
the  reconciliation  between  the  Sister 
Islands  as  a  work  of  good,  strong,  and 
generous  statesmanship.  Shall  we 
disappoint  assembled  mankind  ?  [_A 
laugh,']  There  are  hon.  Members  who 
think  they  can  afford  to  laugh  at  the 
sentiments  of  assembled  mankind  ;  yet 
the  very  same  Gentlemen  declared  that 
they  were  shamed  and  disgraced  when 
foreign  critics  sneered  at  our  generous 
peace  with  the  Boers.  I  think  we  ought  to 
be  so  much  in  accord  with  humanity  that 
its  blame  or  encouragement  ought  to  be 
of  some  value  to  us.  "Whatever  may  be 
the  risks  of  this  act  of  statesmanship,  I 
believe  that  the  evils  involved  in  the  re- 
jection of  the  Bill  are  far  more  terrible ; 
and  though  its  defects,  which  I  hux)e 

Mr.  Picton 


may  even  yet  be  improved  away,  were 
far  worse  than  they  are,  I  would  say,  in 
the  language  of  one  of  old — '*  Destroy 
it  not,  for  a  blessing  is  in  it." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (  Viscount  Lymington.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  further  adjourned  till  Monday 
next. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Londonderry, 
S.)  :  Will  the  Government  say  wh^ 
Class  of  Supply  they  propose  to  take  on 
Monday  next  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Arnold  Morlet)  (Notting- 
ham, E.) :  Civil  Service. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Will  the  hon. 
Gentleman  be  good  enough  to  say  what 
Class  will  be  taken  ? 

Mr.  ARNOLD  MORLEY:  AU 
Classes. 

COTTAGERS'  ALLOTMENT  GARDENS 

BILL.— [Bnj.  186.] 

{Mr,  Chaplin,  Sir   William  Hart  Dyke,  Colonel 

ffareourt,  Viscount  Ourzon,  Mr,  Charlet  Hall.) 

SECOND   READINO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford) :  I  beg,  Sir,  to  move  the  second 
reading  of  l£is  Bill,  and  in  doing  so  I 
will  not  delay  the  House  very  long  in 
ezplainiug  its  object.  The  object  of 
this  Bill  is  to  promote  and  facilitate 
the  acquisition  of  allotments  for  cot- 
tagers throughout  England,  where  they 
may  not  have  been  in  the  enjoyment  of 
them  hitherto.  In  other  words,  it  is  to 
give  to  every  agricultural  labourer 
throughout  the  country  an  opportunity 
of  acquiring  for  himself,  at  a  fair  and 
reasonable  rent,  the  use  of  an  allotment 
of  land  which  shall  not  be  less  than  half- 
an-acre  in  extent.  I  am  perfectly  well 
aware,  and  I  expect  that  most  Members 
of  this  House  are  aware,  that  a  great 
deal  has  already  been  done  in  regard  to 
providing  allotments  without  any  legis- 
i  lative  interference  whatever.  Under 
I  the  auspices  of  an  Association,  of  which 
I  the  Earl  of  Onslow  is  the  head,  the  work 
I  of  providing  allotments  has  been  done 
to  a  great  extent  in  the  past ;  and  I  be- 
lieve it  is  progressing  with  even  greater 
rapidity  at  the  present  time  than  here- 
tofore.   I  am  led  to  believe  that  the 
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proviBion  of  allotments  is  proceeding 
with  greater  rapidity  by  purely  volun- 
tary and  private  means  than  it  has  done 
for  vears  in  the  past ;  but  although  that 
is  the  case,  there  is  still  an  unsatisfied 
demand  for  allotments  in  the  country, 
and  it  is  with  regard  to  that  that  I  desire 
to  introduce  legislation  which  shall  have 
the  effect  of  hastening  and  stimulating 
the  good  work  which,  I  believe,  is  now 
going  on  to  a  very  considerable  extent. 
It  has  been  objected  that  if  any  measure 
of  this  sort  is  necessary,  it  ought  to  be 
in  the  hands  of  the  Oovemment,  and 
not  of  a  private  Member.  I  am  quite 
prepared  to  admit  that.  No  doubt  it  is 
desirable  that  it  should  be  in  the  hands 
of  the  Government;  but  although  the 
Tory  Party,  and  the  late  Tory  Adminis- 
tration, when  they  sat  on  that  Bench 
opposite,  were  dismissed  from  their  posi- 
tion because  of  their  supposed  delin- 
'quencies  in  this  respect,  yet  from  that 
time  to  the  present  no  action  has  been 
taken  by  the  present  Gt>vemment  in  the 
matter;  and  it  seems  to  me,  therefore, 
that  it  is  not  inopportune  that  it  should 
be  dealt  with  by  a  private  Member.  I  am 
not  blaming  the  Government  for  them- 
selves, except  as  far  as  the  introduction 
of  their  Irish  measure  is  concerned, 
for,  no  doubt,  it  is  impossible  for  them 
to  deal  with  this  question  as  well  as 
with  their  Irish  Business;  but,  under 
the  circumstances,  it  does  not  seem  to 
me  unreasonable  that  the  task  should  be 
undertaken  by  a  private  Member.  Now, 
Sir,  with  the  permission  of  the  House, 
I  will  endeavour  to  describe  the  pro- 
visions of  this  measure.  In  dealing  with 
this  question  I  have  proceeded  on  the 
assumption  that  the  instances  would  be 
very  rare  indeed  in  which  the  landlord 
would  refuse  to  give  the  land  for  allot- 
ment, and  that  where  this  unsatisfied 
demand  exists  at  the  present  time  it 
arises  from  the  fact  that  the  question 
has  never  been  brought  prominently  to 
the  notice  of  the  landlords.  It  is  pro- 
vided by  the  Bill  that  if  one-sixth  of  the 
cottagers  in  any  parish  in  England  want 
allotments  upon  fair  and  reasonable 
terms  and  cannot  obtain  them,  and  there 
is  land  in  the  parish  available  for  the 
purpose,  they  shall  be  entitled  to  make 
a  representation  to  that  effect  to  the 
County  Authorities.  Thereupon,  it  will 
become  the  duty  of  the  County  Authori- 
ties to  make  inquiries;  and  if  they  find  the 
representations  to  be  borne  out  by  fact, 


it  becomes  their  duty  to  communicate 
with  the  different  landlords,  with  the 
view  of  bringing  about  the  provision  of 
allotments  for  the  people  who  require 
them,  by  agreement  and  by  other  volun- 
tary means.  There,  in  99  cases  out  of 
100,  the  operation  of  the  Bill  will 
cease,  because  I  cannot  conceive  upon 
what  grounds  landlords  can  refuse  to 
afford  the  facilities  given  in  this  Bill  to 
the  labouring  population.  Speaking  from 
personal  experience  on  the  subject,  it  ap- 
pears to  me  to  be  distinctly  to  the  inte- 
rest of  the  landlord  to  afford  these  facili- 
ties. They  wiU  get  as  good  or,  perhaps, 
better  rent  for  the  land  than  they  would 
if  it  was  let  out  in  one  large  farm ;  and, 
in  addition  to  that,  there  is  no  doubt 
that  allotments  add  to  the  comfort  of  the 
labourers,  which  is  a  matter  of  no  small 
consideration  to  the  landlord,  as  the 
greater  the  comfort  the  greater  the  in- 
ducement for  him  to  remain  on  the  pro- 
perty. I  cannot  conceive,  therefore,  Sir, 
any  reason  which  should  induce  the 
landowners,  if  the  subject  is  brought 
under  their  notice,  to  be  backward  in 
providing  these  facilities.  But,  at  the 
same  time,  there  may  be  cases  of  failure 
where,  in  spite  of  these  representations, 
these  people  are  still  without  the  advan- 
tages ;  and  in  that  case  the  Bill  gives 
power  to  the  Local  Authority  to  obtain 
the  facilities  by  compulsory  means. 
Now,  Sir,  that  power,  under  those  cir- 
cumstances, may  be  obtained  in  this 
way.  The  Bill  gives  the  same  power 
for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  land  under 
this  Act  as  is  given  under  the  'Public 
Health  Act,  1885.  I  am  well  aware  that 
the  fact  that  the  power  of  the  compulsory 
acquisition  of  land  is  contained  in  this 
Act  at  all  may  be  a  very  grave  and 
serious  objection.  I  am  willing  to  admit 
that  if  a  Bill  upon  the  subject  could  be 
drawn  which  would  be  thoroughly  effec- 
tive for  its  purpose  without  such  a  pro- 
vision I  should  be  the  very  last  person 
in  the  world  to  propose  its  adoption. 
But,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  am 
not  aware  in  what  way  or  by  what 
means  a  Bill  can  be  drawn  which 
will  be  thoroughly  effective  without  in 
some  way  or  other  containing  compul- 
sory powers.  The  question,  therefore, 
presents  itself  to  my  mind  in  this  form. 
Either  we  must  accept  the  principle  of 
compidsion  in  some  form,  or  else  we 
must  abandon  the  idea  of  legislation  on 
the  subject  altogether.     That  being  so, 
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I  confess  that  I  have  no  hesitation  in 
introducing  a  Bill  which  contains  this 
principle ;  because,  in  the  first  place,  I 
believe  legislation  is  desirable,  and  if  it 
was  ever  desirable  at  all  it  is  especially 
so  at  the  present  time.  I  will  tell  the 
House  why.  During  the  last  year  or 
18  months,  more  than  in  any  former 
period,  there  have  been  a  large  number 
of  aericultural  labourers,  in  consequence 
of  the  severity  and  continuance  of  agri- 
cultural depression,  out  of  work,  more 
than  I  ever  remember  at  any  other 
period  of  my  life ;  and,  therefore,  the  ad- 
vantages of  allotments  become  doubly 
great  to  them.  I  do  not  say  that  they 
are  out  of  work  altogether ;  but  there 
are  many  periods  of  the  year,  sometimes 
a  month,  sometimes  three  months,  or 
six  months,  when  labourers  who  used 
formerly  to  be  employed  all  the  year  round 
are  now  out  of  work,  and  the  House  will 
understand  that  the  advantages  of  allot- 
ments to  them  when  they  are  idle  are 
naturally  and  exceptionally  very  great. 
Then,  again,  the  principle  of  compul- 
sion in  the  acquisition  of  land  is  by  no 
means  a  novel  one.  It  has  been  adopted 
a  great  number  of  years,  and  everybody 
knows  that  for  many  public  purposes 
land  can  be  acquired  by  compulsory 
powers.  It  is  a  fact  that  even  so  late  as 
last  Session,  when  the  Conservative 
Party  were  in  power,  an  Act  was  passed 
for  housing  the  working  classes — called 
the  Housing  of  the  Working  Classes 
Act,  in  which  there  were  provisions 
giving  power  for  the  compulsory  acqui- 
sition of  land  for  the  building  of  cot- 
tages ;  and  **  cottage,"  according  to  the 
definition  in  that  Act,  was  to  include 
half-an-acre  of  land  for  a  garden. 
Therefore,  there  is,  as  a  fact,  absolutely 
and  incontestably  nothing  new  in  the 
adoption  of  this  principle  by  the  Con- 
servative Party,  or  by  any  other  Party 
in  the  House.  Well,  now,  the  House 
is  aware  that  where  the  principle  of 
compulsion  is  adopted,  of  necessity  it 
must  be  accompanied  by  certain  safe- 
guards ;  and  if  hon.  Members  will  do  me 
the  favour  of  looking  at  Clause  6,  they 
will  see  that  I  have  provided  that  land 
is  not  to  be  taken  for  the  purposes  of 
this  Act — 

«  Which  forms  part  of  aay  garden,  park,  or 
ffronncU  attached  to  a  dwelliDg-house,  or  which 
oy  reason  of  any  special  circumstances  is  let  or 
capable  of  being  let  at  a  rent  exceeding  the 
ordinary  agricultural  rent  of  land  of  like 
quality  in  the  same  parish,  or  which  is  not 

Mr,  Chaplin 


situate  in  the  same  parish  as  that  for  which 
the  allotment  gardens  are  required." 

The  object  of  that  clause  is  to  cover  land 
which,  under  special  circumstances,  it 
might  be  undesirably  to  take  for  the 
purpose  of  allotments.  Then,  again, 
there  is  another  limitation  in  Clause  16, 
and  it  is  one  which  I  think  is  very  ne- 
cessary in  any  measure  of  this  kind. 
The  object  of  Clause  16  is  this.  I  think 
it  would  be  most  unfair  and  unjust  to 
landowners  generally  that  a  speculator 
who  may  have  a  small  strip  of  land 
should  have  the  power  of  running  up  a 
number  of  cottages,  for  which  he  is 
unable  to  provide  half-an-acre  of  land, 
in  the  hope  that  he  will  be  able  to  get  it 
from  the  property  of  his  neighbours ;  and, 
therefore,  I  have  inserted  Clause  16, 
which  provide 


'*  If,  after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  any  cottage 
shall  be  built  in  a  parish  without  a  sufficient 
garden  or  allotment  attached  to  it,  this  Act 
shall  not  extend  to  authorize  the  compulsory 
acquisition  of  land  from  any  person  other  than 
the  owner  for  the  time  being  of  such  cottage,  for 
the  purpose  of  providing  an  idlotment  garden 
for  such  cottage." 

In   the  Bill   the  County  Authority  is 
described  in  this  way — 

**  County  Authority  means  any  representatiye 
County  Authority  that  may  be  established  in  the 
present  or  any  future  Session  of  Parliament, 
and  until  the  establishment  of  such  authorities 
means  the  Justices  of  the  Peace  in  Quarter  ix 
General  Sessions  assembled.*' 

Whenever  a  Local  Government  Bill  is 
introduced — and  I  suppose  it  will  be  one 
of  these  days — the  Body  created  by 
that  Bill  will  be  the  authority  to  deal 
with  this  question,  but  until  that  time 
arrives,  and  as  a  temporary  arrange- 
ment, I  have  provided  in  the  way  I  have 
mentioned.  Then  comes  the  question 
of  the  expense  of  providing  allotments. 
Well,  the  expenses  of  providing  allot- 
ments are  to  be  obtained  in  this  way,  as 
set  forth  in  Clause  14 — 

*'The  expenses  incurred  by  any  County 
Authority  in  proriding  allotment  gardens,  or 
otherwise  in  the  execution  of  this  Act  for  any 
parish,  shall  be  defrayed,  in  the  first  instance, 
out  of  the  county  rates,  or  out  of  the  money 
borrowed  on  the  credit  of  the  county  rate  under 
this  Act,  but  shall  be  recouped  to  the  County 
Authority  out  of  the  poor  rate  of  such  parish, 
by  such  instalments,  within  such  period,  and  in 
such  manner  as  the  County  Authority  may  deter- 
mine, and  such  instalment  shall  be  from  time  to 
time  levied  and  recovered  in  like  manner,  and 
with  the  like  powers  and  incidents,  as  contribu- 
tions to  an  ordinary  county  rate.'* 

Then  theee  allotments  are  to  be  limited. 
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aooording  to  the  Bill,  to  haU-an-acre 
apiece.     I  have  put  that  limit  in  the 
Bill,  because,  as  far  as  I  am  personally 
acquainted  with  the  subject,  it  appears 
to  me  that  that  is  the  amount  of  land 
which  would  be  most  adequate  to  the 
purpose,  and  most  convenient  for  those 
who  desire  to  use  the  land.     I  have  no 
bigoted  opinions  on  that  point,  however ; 
and  I  shall  be  glad  to  hear  the  opinions 
of  others  who  are  more  capable,  from 
experience,  of  forming  an  opinion  than 
I  am.  But  it  was  necessary  to  state  some 
limit  as  to  size,  and  I  therefore  fixed  it 
at  half-an-acre.    Let  me  say  one  word 
more,  and  then  I  will  not  detain  the 
House  any  longer.  It  may  be  asked  when 
I  introduce  a  Bill  of  this  character — 
"  How  is  it  then — what  have  been  your 
reasons  for  opposing  other  measures  of 
a  cognate  character?"     I  have  never 
been  taunted  with  anything  of  the  kind 
in  my  presence,  but  I  have  seen  it  stated 
that  I  have  abandoned  all  my  precon- 
ceived and  previously  expressed  opinions 
upon  this  subject;  but  I  absolutely  and 
totally  deny  the  statement,  for  which 
there  is  not  a  shadow  of  foundation,  and 
I  challenge  any  single  person  in  the 
House  or  out  of  it  to  produce  a  single 
statement  from  any  of  my  speeches  on 
the  subject  which  is  not  entirely  and 
completely  at   one    with  the  observa- 
tions which  I  have  made  on  this  BiU. 
I  did  oppose  a  Bill  upon  this  question 
the  other  day,  but  it  was  not  because 
it  contained  the  principle  of  compul- 
sion.    I  opposed  it  because  it  dealt 
with  an  inuDitely  larger  subject  than 
that  of  allotment,  and  because  it  con- 
tained provisions  giving  power  to  the 
Local  Authority  to  acquire  land  for  the 
formation  of  small  holdings  to  the  ex- 
tent of    40  acres  apiece,    by    methods 
which  appeared  to  me  to  be  totally  uu 
workable  and  impracticable,  and  which, 
if  carried  out,  will  not  be  to  the  interest 
of   those  whom    it    was    supposed    to 
benefit.    I  am  sure  it  will  be  in  the  re- 
collection of  the  House  that,  as  far  as 
allotments  of  this  nature  are  concerned, 
I  have  never  spoken  except  in  terms 
which  show  how  strongly  I  am  in  favour 
of   the  extension  of   the  system  con- 
tained in  this  Bill.     In  conclusion,   I 
desire  to  add  that  the  proposals  which 
I  have  made  in  this  Bill  to-night  are 
made  solely  and  entirely  on  my  own 
responsibility ;  and  there  is  no  person  in 
the  House  sitting  on  these  Benches,  or 


those  opposite  me,  who  are  committed 
in  any  way  to  the  Bill,  except  those  hon. 
Members  whose  names  appear  with 
mine  on  the  back  of  it.  I  believe  that 
there  wiU  be  a  general  concurrence  of 
opinion  that  the  extension  of  the  system 
of  allotments  throughout  the  country  is 
a  thing  which  is  desirable  in  itself,  and 
likely  to  do  something,  at  all  events,  to 
improve  the  condition  of  the  agricultural 
labourer.  Under  these  circumstances,  I 
hope  the  House  will  be  disposed  to  give 
the  Bill  its  favourable  consideration,  and 
will  consent  to  read  it  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
•'That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."--(l/r.  ChapUn.) 

Mb.  AEOH  (Norfolk,  N.W.) :  I  have 
not  the  slightest  doubt  in  my  mind  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
addressed  the  House  has  a  very  strong 
feeling  for  the  welfare  of    my  class; 
but  it  has  surprised  me  that  until  very 
lately  this  wonderful  desire  to  allow  the 
labourers  of  the  rural  villages  to  have 
allotments  had  not  been  shown  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  and  to 
me  it  means  something   which  I  can 
scarcely  conceive.    But,  Sir,  I  rise  to 
oppose  this  Bill,  because,  as  an  agri- 
cultural labourer,  I  think  a  more  flimsy 
or  more  worthless  Bill  was  never  intro- 
duced into  this  House.    It  is  an  insult 
and  a  mockery  to  us.    In  fact,  I  do  not 
consider  it  worth  the  paper  it  is  printed 
on.    Now,  first  of  all,  Sir,  I  should  like 
to  call  attention  to  Clause  2.    It  appears 
from  the  2nd  clause  that  if  a  number  of 
labourers  in  a  village  want  allotments, 
four  ratepayers  are  to  sign  their  names 
to  apply  to  the  authority — which,   of 
course,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
told  us  is  to  be  the  county  magistrates — 
and  these  four  ratepayers  are  to  apply 
to  the  county  magistrates  for  land  if 
one-sixth  of  the  people  want  it.     Why 
do  not  the  whole  sixth  make  their  appli- 
cations individually?     Why  should  it 
require  four  ratepayers,   who  in  most 
oases  are  the  shopkeepers  and  farmers 
who  do  not  require  allotments,  and  who 
may  be  unwilling  to  apply  to  the  Local 
Authority  P   Why  not  leave  the  power  to  . 
four  agricultural  labourers  ?  Now,  what 
has  been  done  since  1882,  when  the 
Allotments  Extension  Bill  passed  this 
House  ?    I  think  three  or  four  were  to 
apply  to  the  trustee  of  the  land,  and  by 
tfie  Act  they  had  a  perfect   right  to 
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obtain  land ;  but  we  have  had  the  utmost 
difficulty  not  only  in  getting  the  land, 
but  in  getting  men  to  ask  for  it.    In 
some  instances  they  have  been  absolutely 
"Boycotted;"    and  I  assert  that  the 
Eatepayer   Clause  in    the    Bill   is   an 
absolute  mockery    to   agricultural    la- 
bourers.   The    right    hon.   Gentleman 
has    made    allusion    to  a  great    body 
of    gentlemen    who  have   done    much 
for  us.    I  had  the  honour,  the  other 
day,   of   having   a  long  interview    on 
the  subject  with  the  E^rl  of  Onslow. 
I  submitted  a  scheme  to  his  Lordship, 
which  I  believe  will  be  accepted  by  the 
noblemen  whom  he  represents.    If  they 
do  accept  that  scheme,  this  Bill  will  be 
of  no  earthly  use  anywhere.     The  2nd 
clause  of  this  Bill  tells  me  that  if  I  want 
an  allotment  I  have  to  ask  somebody 
else  to  sign  a  paper  requesting  that  I 
should  have  it.     I  believe  in  teaching 
the  labourers  of  this  country  self-help  ; 
if  60  men  require  land  let  60  men  apply 
for  it.     Well,  then,  further  on  in  the 
Bill  we  find  that  the  county  magistrates 
have  the  power  to  decide  as  to  whether 
the  representations  are  correct  or  not. 
Four  agricultural  labourers  have  to  sign 
a  requisition  to  the  authority ;  the  au- 
thority is  the  county  magistrates;  the 
county  magistrates  have  to  inquire  into 
the  case,  and,  if  satisfied  of  the  truth  of 
the  representation,  the  application  can 
be  granted.     What  an  invidious  posi- 
tion to  place  me,  as  a  labourer,  in !    1 
have  made   my  appeal    through    four 
men ;  but  it  happens  that  they  are  not 
right  in  the  representations  they  make ; 
the  consequence  is  the  magistrates  say — 
'^  We  have  inquired  into  the  case ;  we 
are  not  satisfied  with  the  representations. 
Mr.  Arch,  you  shall  have  no  land."     I 
say  again,  it  is  a  mock  benefit  offered  to 
my  class.    Then  we  have  another  very 
important  clause — Clause  8.     The  cot- 
tager's allotment  garden  provided  by 
the  County  Authority  will  not  exceed 
half- an- acre,  and  the  person  shall  not 
hold  more  than  one  allotment.     Sup- 
posing I  am  fortunate  enough  to  get 
half-an-acre,  and  my  next-door  neigh- 
bour has  half-an-acre;   my  neighbour 
leaves  the  parish  or  dies' ;  his  half-acre 
of  land  nobody  cares  to  take ;  his  widow 
does  not  care  to  cultivate  it,  perhaps, 
because  it  is  too  large,  and  I  ask  may  I 
have  it  ?    No,  says  the  right  hout  Gen- 
tleman in  his  Bill. 

Mr,  Phaphn 


Me.  CHAPLIN:  Perhaps,  Mr. 
Speaker,  you  will  allow  me  to  explain. 
I  took  great  care,  in  moving  the  second 
reading,  to  say  it  was  necessary  to  put 
in  some  provision  as  to  the  size  of  tlie 
allotment ;  but  I  added  that  I  was  not 
in  any  way  committed  to  the  size  of  the 
allotments,  and  I  was  most  anxious  to 
hear  the  opinions  of  practical  men  like 
the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mb.  ABCH  :  Of  course,  I  accept  the 
explanation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ;  but  I  am  sure  he  will  pardon  me 
for  making  my  point  distinct.  The 
clause  provides  that  the  allotment  shall 
not  exceed  half-an-acre,  and  that  one 
person  shall  not  hold  more  than  one 
half- acre  at  a  time.  On  reading  the 
clause  I  naturally  came  to  the  concla« 
sion  that  if  I  had  an  opportunity  of 
taking  a  second  allotment,  if  I  could 
make  £5  off  half-an-acre,  and  if  another 
half-acre  was  lying  idle,  and  I  oouid 
make  another  £5  off  it,  the  Bill  prevents 
me  doing  so.  I  am  quite  pleased  to 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  im- 
proved so  very  much  in  his  views  re- 
garding the  agricultural  labourer.  Now, 
Clause  9  provides  that  no  building  of 
any  description  shall  be  erected  upon 
the  allotment  and  used  as  a  dwelling- 
house  or  workshop.  I  should  have  liked 
very  much  that  this  clause  had  been 
much  more  definite.  For  instance,  my 
experience,  and  that  of  thousands  of 
labourers,  has  been  that  when  allot- 
ments have  been  asked  for  they  have 
been  generally  allotted  a  mile,  or  a  mile 
and  a- half,  or  two  miles  from  the  village 
in  which  the  labourer  lived.  Very  well, 
may  I  not  put  up  a  pigstye  upon  my 
allotment,  or  am  I  not  to  be  allowed  to 
erect  a  toolhouse  ?  Am  I  to  be  obliged 
to  carry  my  tools  niffht  and  morning  a 
mile  and  a- half  eaimway?  Am  I  not 
to  be  allowed  to  put  up  any  building 
without  the  authority  having  power  to 
pull  it  down  and  sell  the  materials  ?  I 
say  the  Bill  is  a  monstrous  insult  to  my 
class ;  and  I  must  oppose  it  strenuously. 
[A  laugh,']  You  may  laugh ;  but  I  am 
speaking  the  voice  of  thousands  of  agri- 
cultural labourers  who  have  returned 
hon.  Members  to  this  House. 

Me.  CHAPLIN :  I  beg  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's  pardon.  If  he  will  read  the  clause 
again  he  will  see  that — 

**  No  building  is  to  b^  ereotetil  as  a,  dweUinf- 
honse  or  workshop." 
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A  pigstye  will  soaroelj  oome  within  that 
detinition. 

Mb.  ABOH:  I  am  sure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  excuse  me  when  I  said  I 
wanted  the  clause  more  definite. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN :  It  is  quite  definite— 
**  dwelling  house  or  workshop." 

Me.  ARCH:  **  No  building  of  any  de- 
scription  "— [  Cries  of  **  Read  on ! '']  I 
will  accept  the  explanation  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  pass  to  Clause  11. 
By  this  clause  it  is  provided  that  the 
County  Authority  having  the  manage- 
ment of  these  allotments  shall  have  the 
power  of  adjusting  the  rents.  Now,  the 
Earl  of  Onslow  has  distinctly  laid  it 
down  in  his  allotment  scheme  that  the 
land  shall  be  let  at  the  same  rent  that 
agricultural  land  in  the  district  fetches. 
I^thin^  of  the  sort  is  incorporated  in 
this  Bm.  [Mr.  Chaplin:  Yes,  it  is.] 
There  is  no  fixity  of  rent.  [Mr.  Chap- 
ijn:  C^use  10.]  Clause  10  does  not 
say  the  land  shall  be  let  at  the  same 
rent  that  agricultural  land  in  the  district 
fetches;  but  Clause  11  gives  the  au- 
thority the  right  to  adjust  the  rents. 
Does  it  or  does  it  not  give  the  authority 
power,  if  they  think  fit,  to  raise  my  rent  ? 

Mb.  CHAPLIN:  May  I  explain? 
By  the  Bill  allotments  are  to  be  ac- 
quired by  the  Local  Authority,  and  the 
Local  Authority  are  then  to  let  them  to 
agricultural  labourers  at  a  rent  not  ex- 
ceeding the  ordinary  fair  agricultural 
rent  of  the  land  of  the  same  quality  in 
the  district. 

Mb.  arch  :  I  accept  the  explanation 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ;  but  I  cer- 
tainly must,  injustice  to  my  class,  move 
that  this  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  on 
this  day  six  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  ''now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  ''  upon  this 
day  six  months." — {Mr.  Arch.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  now '  stana  part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  BETHELL  (York,  E.R.,  Holder- 
nees):  I  find  myself  on  this  occasion 
taking  the  same  side  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  North-West  Norfolk  (Mr. 
Arch);  but  I  am  aftaid  I  shall  op- 
pose the  Bill  from  a  point  of  view 
which  will  scarcely  be  so  popular  on 
the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House  as 
the  point  of  view  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Chaplin),  in  moving  the  second  reading, 


said  he  had  no  doubt  that  the  principle 
of  compulsion,  as  here  introduced,  would 
be  a  very  great  objection  in  the  minds 
of  many  Gentlemen  sitting  on  the  Oppo- 
sition side  of  the  House  to  the  Bill.  I 
do  not  know  how  it  may  be  viewed  by 
other  hon.  Members;  but  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  upon  all  platforms  in  agri- 
cultural constituencies  I  have  always 
maintained  that  the  principle  of  com- 
pulsion ought  not  to  be  incorporated 
in  our  system  unless  it  could  be  shown 
that  there  was  good  reason  for  the 
incorporation,  and  that  view  I  feel 
myself  obliged  to  hold  here  on  these 
Banohes.  Sir,  I  should  not  offer  any 
obstinate  resistance  to  the  broad  prin- 
ciple of  compulsion  if  it  were  shown  that 
chere  was  a  necessity  for  the  compulsory 
principle  being  applied  on  account  of 
landlords  and  possessors  of  land  de- 
clining to  let  their  land  upon  reasonable 
terms  in  any  large  quantity.  I  do  not 
think  that  has  been  proved.  All  the 
evidence  we  have  tends  to  show  that  the 
allotment  system  is  extendiug ;  and,  so 
far  as  I  can  find  out,  there  are  no  cases 
where  men  are  unable  to  obtain  allot- 
ments at  reasonable  rents.  I  do  not 
mean  to  say  there  are  no  individual 
cases ;  but  there  are  no  counties,  taken 
as  a  whole,  in  respect  of  which  it  can 
be  said  that  labourers  are  unable  to  ob- 
tain allotments.  I  think  that  is  a  fair 
statement  of  the  case.  [*'  No !  "J  Hon. 
Gentlemen  will  have  an  opportunity  in 
a  moment  of  pointing  out  where  I  am 
wrong.  I  do  not  propose  to  speak  at 
any  length  upon  this  Bill ;  but  there  is 
one  clause  I  should  like  to  mention,  a 
clause  which  seems  to  me  to  be  very 
objectionable,  and  in  regard  to  which  I 
think  I  shall  have  the  sympathy  of  hon. 
Members  on  that  side  of  the  House.  It 
is  the  clause  which  provides  that  allot- 
ments are  to  be  let  to  the  labourer  with 
the  rates  and  so  forth  already  paid. 
Now,  I  should  like  to  remind  hon.  Mem- 
bers that  we  are  all  looking  forward — 
all  of  us  on  this  side  of  the  House  as 
well  as  all  on  that  side — to  the  time 
when  we  shall  have  an  improved  system 
of  local  government,  a  system  under 
which  every  man  will  have  a  share  in 
the  representation  and  responsibility. 
Personally,  I  trust  to  see  the  new  system 
speedily  adopted ;  but  I  am  bound  to 
say  I  do  not  think  it  will  be  right  that 
those  men  who  do  not  pay  a  share  of  the 
rates  should  have  a  direct  share  in  the 
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government  of  a  looalitj.  That  will 
separate  responsibility  from  power ;  and 
I  maintain  that  is  not  a  sound  principle 
to  adopt.  It  is  perfectly  true  that  as 
a  rule,  in  the  cases  contemplated  by  this 
Bill,  rates  are  paid  by  the  landlords; 
but  this  clause  would  prevent  the  land- 
lord transferring  the  rates  to  the  occu- 
pier if,  in  the  event  I  have  indicated,  it 
should  be  desirable  to  do  so.  These  are, 
briefly,  the  objections  I  have  to  this 
measure,  and  I  felt  I  ought  to  give  ex- 
pression to  them. 

Mr.  JOHNS  (Warwick,  Nuneaton): 
We  have  heard  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  North- West  Norfolk  (Mr.  Arch)  that 
this  is  certainly  not  a  Bill  that  will 
satisfy  the  agricultural  labourers.  We 
may  take  him  as,  perhaps,  the  best  ex- 
ponent in  the  House  of  the  feelings  of 
the  agricultural  labourers,  and  do  that 
without  any  disparagement  whatever  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Chaplin) 
who  introduced  this  measure.  There 
are,  in  my  opinion,  a  great  many  clauses 
in  this  Bill  that  would  be  very  harassing 
to  the  agricultural  labourer.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  fair  and  rea- 
sonable terms ;  but  the  fair  and  reason- 
able terms  are  to  be  decided  by  the  Jus- 
tices of  the  Peace  of  the  county.  [Mr. 
Ohapun  :  That  is  only  a  temporary  ar- 
rangement.] My  experience  during  the 
last  Election  leads  me  to  believe  that  if 
we  were  to  adopt  this  Bill  it  would  be 
very  much  like  handing  over  the  lambs 
to  the  wolves.  To  that  I  cannot  be  a 
party.  But  the  question  is  one  which 
interests  a  great  many  Members  who 
are  not  present  to-night ;  and,  therefore, 
I  think  the  best  thing  to  do,  considering 
the  hour  (1.35)  at  which  we  are  now 
sitting,  is  to  adjourn  the  debate.  I, 
therefore,  beg  to  move  that  the  debate 
be  now  adjourned. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (J/r.  Johns,) 

LoBD  WILLIAM  COMPTON  (War- 
wick,  Stratford-upon-Avon) :  I  am  very 
anxious.  Sir,  to  support  the  Motion  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate.  It  seems 
to  me  that  the  Bill,  as  brought  in  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Chaplin), 
will  not  only  not  satisfy  the  agricultural 
labourers 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  The  noble  Lord  is 
not  able  to  speak  on  the  Main  Question. 
The  Question  before  the  House  i^  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate, 

ilr,£0theU 


Mb.  CHAPLIN :  I  venture  to  make 
an  appeal  to  the  House.  I  think  it 
would  be  very  undesirable  at  this  hour 
of  the  morning  that  the  debate  upon 
this  Bill  should  be  adjourned,  especially 
when  I  am  sure  the  House  perceives 
that  no  adequate  reasons  have  been 
offered  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Johns)  who  moved  the  adjournment,  or 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  William  Compton) 
who  supported  it,  for  the  adoption  of  such 
a  course.  If  it  were  in  Order  for  me  to 
do  so — of  course,  it  is  not  in  Order, 
therefore  I  shall  not  attempt  it  —  it 
would  be  the  easiest  thing  in  the  world 
to  shatter  the  reasons  given  against 
the  Bill  so  far.  There  may  be  good 
reasons  to  be  advanced  against  the 
Bill  and  in  favour  of  the  adjournment ; 
but  I  submit,  with  all  deference  and 
respect  to  the  House,  that  we  have 
not  heard  one  single  word  yet  which 
would  justify  us  in  assenting  to  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate.  That  being 
the'  case,  I  shall  most  certainly  oppose 
the  Motion  for  the  adjournment.  If  it 
be  carried,  I  hope  those  who  are  chiefly 
interested  in  the  Bill—the  agricultural 
labourers — ^will  thoroughly  appreciate 
the  action  of  their  professed  Friends  in 
endeavouring  to  defeat  the  measure. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  106;  Noes 
91 :  Majority  15.— (Div.  List,  No.  108.) 

Debate  cdjourned  till  Monday  next. 

MOTIOirS. 


LOOAL  OOVEItHlfBirr  PBOVISIONAI.  0BDXB8 

(OAS)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Borlase,  BiH  to  confirm 
certain  Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  under  the  provisions  of  **  The  Gas 
and  Waterworks  Facilities  Act,  1870,"  and 
*<  The  Public  Health  Act,  1875/*  relaUng  to  the 
Botough  of  Droitwioh,  and  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Districts  of  Marsden  and  Penrith,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Borlase  and  Mr.  St&ns> 
feld. 
Bi\lpre$ented,and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  232.] 

LOOAL  GOVERITMBITT    PBOVISIOKAL  OBDEES 

(no.    3)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Borlase,  Bill  to  confirm 
certain  Orders  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
relating:  to  the  Improvement  Act  District  of 
Cambridge,  the  Local  Government  Districts  of 
Cheshunt  and  Cleckheaton,  the  Borough  of 
Portsmouth,  and  the  Rural  Sanitary  Districts 
of  the  Stockport  and  Wangford  Unions  (two], 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Borlase  and 
Mr.  Stansfeld. 
BilliirMm^andreAd  the  first  time.  [Bill  21^8.] 
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AOCAL  OOYEBNKBNT  PBOVISIOKAL  0BDEB8 
t  (no*    4)   BILL.  t 

r  On  Motion  of  Mr.  Borlaae,  Bill  to  confirm 
•ortain  Proviaional  Orders  of  the  Local  (Jovem^ 
ment  Board  relating  ta  the  ^umley  Joint  Hos- 
pital District,  the  Local  Goyemment  District 
of  Buxton,  the  Church  add  Clayton-le-Moors 
f  oint  Cemetery  District,  the  Local  Government 
Bistricts  of  East  Ham  and  Llangollen,  and  the 
Boroughs  of  Halifax  and  West  Bromwich  (two), 
ordered  to  he  hrought  in  hy  Mr.  Borlase  and 
Mr.  Stansfeld. 

*  'BiMpretented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  224.] 
z 
UOGkL    GOVEBNMENT    PROVISIONAL  OBDlfB 

(COTTNTY   divisions)   BILL. 

)  On  Motion  of  Mr.  Borlapei  Bill  to  confirm  a 
Provisional  Order  of  the  j^cal  Gk>vefnment 
Board  under  the  provisions  of  **  The  Redistri- 
bution o\  Seats  Act,  1885,**^  relating  to  the 
f^biish  of  Misson,  ordered  to>he  brought  In  by 
Mr.  Borlase  and  Afr.  Stansfeld.  >  « 
oBill  preten^edy  and  r«ad  the  first  time.  [Bill  22^] 

1?BIBNDLY   SOCIETIES  ACT    (1^75)   AMEND- 
MENT BILL.  '  ' 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Norton;  Bill  to  amend^the 
Friendly  Societies  Act  of  1876,  ordered  i  to  be 
^^ught  in  by  Mr.  Norton,  Yii^uqt  FoUoeStone, 
^ir  Herbert  Maxwell,  and  Mr.  Hoyle.        j 
BiWpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  ^28.^ 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 
*  Two  o'clock  till  Monday  next. 


HOpSE     OpP     LppDS,  ; 
Monday,  2m  May,  188^.    •' 


Argued  in  that  House,  and  difficult  be- 
cause he  felt  unable  to  tread  Worthily 
fltt  fihe  steps  of  those  who  had  paved  the 
way  for  him.      Bt®.   ^ipoke  with   difii- 
dence  in  the  presei^qa  of  so  manyl^^rned 
Lords  when  he  e^pre8se4  his  l^iikble 
opinion    that    the    Marriage    Lai^  of 
Europe  was  founded  rather  on  Bom  an 
than  on  Levitical  Law.     They  knew,  on 
Divine  authority,  that  Mbses,  for  the 
hardness  of  their  hearts,  gave  great  lati- 
tude tQ  the  Jews  in^  this  respect,   and 
tfaey  read  that  iKinff  Solomon  had  300 
wives  and  3,000  omicubines.      He  did 
not  say.  this  irret^entljr,  but  to  show 
the  absurdil^  of  drawing  any  analogy 
betweem    the    state    of   society    which 
existed  among  tb^  ancient  Hebrews  and 
that  of  out  day.  /  Polygamy  was  a  cus- 
tom aikBong  the  Jews,  and  existed  among 
the    Christian    Societies    in    the  East 
to  the  4th  centurji);  the  i  Bishops  being 
restricted'  to   on«  wif^^i^He    fcelieved 
theifd  was  nothing  in  the  Old  Testament 
again^  a  ibandage  With'  a  sirter  ^f  a 
deceased  wife,  except  oo^vii^f^Mr-fetdied 
suppositions ;  (and  he  askecb  pdri^issiott 
to  read  the  fdtse  rin  Levitieus  on  which 
for  many  years  the  Bill  was  opposed-^  ' 
**  Neither  shalt  thou  tl^t  a  wif&  to  her  sister,'* 
in  thb  margiii  the  words  w.ere  'yohe  wife 


1  

#  )  .       '       r 

J1INUT?S.]— Sat   First    in  .Parhambxt-;^ 

The  Lord  Brougham  and  Vaux,    after  the 
"  death  of  his  father.  '  * 

WuvLic    Bills  —  Second    Reading  —  Marriage 

with   a   Deceased  Wife's  Sister  (62),  negaA 
^'  tived;  Oxford  University  (Justices)  *  (119^, 
Jteport — Bai)krupt9y  (Agricultural  Liahourers' 

Wajres)  *  (70) ;  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors 

on  Sunday  (Durham)  •  (123).  ' 

^Mrd  Reading  —  West  Lddian  Incnmhered  Es-> 

tates  *(115) ;  British  North  America  *  (lldj; 

Companies  Acts   Amendment*    ^l^)t   ^^ 

.paeaed. 

l^KOYisiONAL  Ordbr  Bill —  Th&d  Midgiing — 

-  Local  Government  (Ireland)  (PhMio  igRMlth 

/  Act*  (83),  andjNMftfe^.  .    •         rr   f^'^- 

JiARMAGB  WITH  A  DECfeASED  .^iifPFE'S 
SISTER  BILL.~^Nft.  62.) 
(The  Duke  of  Saint  A^bofie.y/  '  \  .,     ,> 
SECOND  BIfiAOIKQL 

Order  of  the  Day  for  tbte  SeooVid  Beam- 
ing read.  ^  ^  > 

Thb  Duke  of  ST.  ALBANS,  in 
moving  that  the.  Bill  l)e  read  t}(e  second 
time,  said,  his  taslc  w^s  at  onjie  'easy  and 
difficult — easy  beo4uBe  the  measure  ha& 
on  so  many  previous  bbdasions  j^en  ablv 

yOL.  CJOOy/  [raiBD  sBaiBs.] 


ti  another  "— 

"to  vex  her,  to  uncover  her  nakedness,  he- 
side  the  othei>  in  her  lifetime," 

which  in  the  Eeyised  Version  was  ren- 
deredr- 

*'  And  thou  shalt  not  take  a  woman  to  her 
sister  io  h^  a  rival  to  her  to  uncover  her  naked- 
ness heside  the  other  in  her  lifetime.*' 

He  could,  if  necessary,  quote  Hebrew 
scholars  in  suppqrt  of  the  plain  Eng- 
lish reading  that  where  polygamy  was 
allowed  this  verse  prohibit^  a  man 
marryipg.two  sisters  at  the  same  time, 
Ti{e  papyrus  pf  the  Ancient  could  not, 
t)ieretojf  e^  be  infroked  to  leave  its  impress 
on^e  parchment  of  jthe  Modem  in  ih^ 
sei^e  advei;§e  to^the  ]^U1k  In  speaking 
of  !^man  law,  he  did  npt  mean  that  the 
ec^e^iastical  adopted  the  heatheii  forms^ 
but  that  the  pestf  ictions  as  to  relationship 
by/!6nsanguinity  and  affinity  and  previous 
^arri^ge  were,  ip  the  in/ftin,  those  which 
had  continued  to  preyail  in  modpm 
Europe.  Witl^  rega^d.to  Ecclesiastioal 
or  Gai^ooLaw,  he^should  be  glad  to  read 
the  opinion  given  by  Lord  Stowell ;  and 
he  believed  it  was  admitted  that  there 
was,  f  o  ecclesiasitieal  lawyer  of  greater 
ai^^hori^y  th^  Lord  Eldon's  brother— 


dM 
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**  Whec  the  natural  or  civil  contract  is  formed 
it  had  the  full  essence  of  matrimony  without 
the  intervention  of  a  priest.  It  had  even  in 
that  case  the  character  of  a  sacrament,  for  it 
is  a  misapprehension  to  suppose  that  this  inter- 
vention was  required  as  a  matter  of  necessity, 
even  for  that  purpose,  before  the  Council  of 
Trent." 

In  this  respect  this  Bill,  therefore,  only 
reverted  to  the  earlier  form  and  practice 
of  Christianity.  The  decisions  of  the 
Council  of  Trent  were  generally  adopted 
at  the  Beformation,  and  had  regulated 
the  Marriage  Law  of  Europe  ever  since. 
He  admitted  that  the  authority  of  the 
Canons  of  the  Church  was  against  him, 
though  he  denied  that  the  Canons  could 
fairly  lay  claim  to  the  title  apostolic.  A 
Canon,  dated  about  305,  forbids  mar- 
riage with  a  deceased  wife's  sister ;  and 
though  he  must  remind  them  that  these 
Canons  were  only  for  the  guidance  of  the 
clergy,  he  admitted  that  what  was  good 
for  the  life  of  a  Christian  clergyman  was 
good  for  a  Christian  layman.  But  these 
same  Canons  of  the  Church  forbad  a 
man  to  marry  a  widow,  or  to  marry  a 
second  time.  He  did  not  agree  with 
Athenagoras,  writing  160  a.d.,  that 
second  marriage  was  deemed  adul- 
tery. Now,  there  were  Members  of  the 
right  rev.  Bench  who  themselves  had 
broken  this  Canon ;  but  it  was  difficult 
to  maintain  that  these  Prelates  were 
leading  blameless  lives,  with  the  autho- 
rity of  their  Canons  to  regulate  our 
Marriage  Laws.  On  the  Canons  rested 
the  authority  of  the  Table  of  De- 
grees which  was  formulated  by  Arch- 
bishop Parker,  and  adopted  by  Convoca- 
tion in  1603.  It  was  printed  in  the  Prayer 
Book,  to  which  the  clergy  declared  their 
assent  and  consent ;  but  it  was  not  in 
the  sealed  compact,  and  had  no  more 
authority  than  the  h3rmns— namely,  the 
humour  of  the  printer,  as  it  was  termed. 
When  Lord  Lyndhurst  introduced  his 
Bill,  in  1835,  dealing  with  this  subject, 
the  law  stated  that  marriage  with  a 
deceased  wife's  sister  was  voidable  and 
void — that  was,  that  either  party,  if  they 
chose  to  pay  the  penalty  of  making  the 
children  illegitimate  by  bringing  an 
action,  could  have  their  marriage  de- 
clared void  in  a  Court  of  Law.  It  was 
also  open  to  an  independent  party  to  do 
this ;  but  this  last  could  be  blocked  by  a 
friendly  suit.  After  the  death  of  any 
parent,  however,  the  children  were  legi- 
timate, and  no  proceedings  could  bar  the 
validity  of  the  marriage.  Lord  Lynd- 
hurst wished  to  do  away  with  this  un- 

ne  Duke  of  8t.  Albme 


certainty,  and  proposed  to  limit  this 
time  to  six  months  in  respect  of  existing 
marriages,  for  two  years  in  regard  to 
future  marriages.  But  the  Bill  was 
opposed  by  the  right  rev.  Bench,  and  to 
enable  it  to  pass  an  alteration  was  in- 
troduced declaring  all  past  marriages 
valid  and  all  future  ones  void.  When 
it  was  argued,  with  apparent  weight, 
that  this  Bill  was  retrospective  and  dealt 
with  only  one  of  the  degrees  of  affinity, 
he  must  remind  their  Lordships  that 
Lord  Lyndhurst's  Act  of  1835  did  the 
same,  and  yet  it  was  eventually  passed 
in  that  form  at  the  instance  of  two  of 
the  most  eminent  Prelates  of  the  day — 
Blomfield,  Bishop  of  London,  and  Phil- 
potts,  Bishop  of  Exeter.  There  were 
many  who  desired  relief  now,  and  they 
could  as  justly  demand  that  change  in 
the  law  as  those  in  whose  interest  Par- 
liament granted  it  in  1835.  The  law 
forbidding  this  marriage,  though  ancient 
in  principle,  had  been  spasmodic  in 
practice.  In  Eoman  Catholic  times  it 
could  be  evaded  by  a  dispensation  of  the 
Pope.  In  the  Eeign  of  Mary  these  mar- 
riages were  decreed  lawful.  Elizabeth, 
for  reasons  of  succession,  was  opposed  to 
their  legality.  During  the  Common- 
wealth they  were  valid  and  le^i^.  In 
Charles  II.'s  time  they  were  illegal — 
During  Queen  Anne's  Eeign  they  were 
common,  and  were  not  absolutely  illegal 
until  1835.  Instead  of  enumerating 
a  long  list  of  our  own  Colonies 
and  other  countries  where  this  mar- 
riage was  legal,  he  should  best  place 
the  facts  before  their  Lordships  when 
he  said  that  our  insular  opinion  in  this 
respect  was  at  variance  with  the  rest  of 
the  civilized  world,  and  with  two- thirds 
of  the  English-speaking  countries.  The 
inconvenience  was  apparent,  and  though 
Lord  Cairns  stated  his  opinion  that  a 
man  and  woman  having  solemnized  this 
marriage,  being  domiciled  in  the  Colo- 
nies, would  on  landing  here  continue 
man  and  wife,  yet  there  could  be  no 
legal  doubt  that  their  children  would  be 
illegitimate  as  regarded  the  inheritance 
of  a  title  or  real  property.  This  alone, 
he  thought,  should  justify  the  alteration 
of  the  law,  unless  any  valid  objection 
could  be  shown  to  the  contrary.  It  was 
a  fact  worthy  of  remark  that  the  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll),  who  now 
moved  the  rejection  of  the  Bill,  was 
a  Member  of  the  Government  which 
advised  the  Boyal  Assent  being  given 
to  legalize  marriage  with  a  deceased 
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wife's  sister  in  South  Australia,  Yio- 
toria,  and  Tasmania;  and  perhaps  the 
noble  Duke  would  explain  his  ab- 
sence of  responsibility  in  the  matter, 
and  why  he  opposed  for  this  ooun- 
irj  what  he  thought  right  for  those 
Colonies.  A  better  instance  could  not 
be  shown  of  the  confusion  of  the  present 
law  than  a  recent  decision  of  the  Indian 
Courts  in  **  Lopez  v.  Lopez,"  in  which  it 
had  been  ruled  that  these  marriages 
were  legal  between  European  Eoman 
Catholics,  but  illegal  between  European 
Protestants.  He  thought,  however, 
that  their  Lordships  would  be  most  in- 
fluenced in  giving  their  votes  by  the 
social  view  of  the  case.  It  was  said 
that  no  sister-in-law  could  take  charge 
of  a  brother-in-law's  house  if  this  Bill 
were  to  pass.  He  asked  their  Lordships, 
as  men  of  the  world,  could  a  young 
sister-in-law  do  so  now  ?  Would  their 
Lordships  allow  their  daughters,  in  the 
present  state  of  the  law,  to  occupy  such 
a  position?  He  was  afraid  the  evil 
tongue  of  gossip  would  prevent  it.  Proof 
had  been  asked  for,  and  doubts  raised, 
whether  the  working  classes  desired 
this  Bill.  Men  who  led  simple  lives 
adopted  simple  forms  of  thought,  and 
working  men  did  not  appreciate  the 
subtleties  and  refinements  with  which 
this  Bin  was  opposed.  Grief  as  well  as 
joy  was  a  luxury  of  wealth,  and  the 
poor  man  must  again  start  on  the  bread- 
•winner's  errand,  and  experience  showed 
that  the  natural  person  he  looked  to  for 
the  care  of  his  children  was  the  sister  of 
his  deceased  wife.  The  accommodation 
of  a  poor  man's  house  made  marriage 
almost  imperative;  these  marriages 
constantly  occurred  in  this  class, 
and  the  parties  to  them  neither  lost 
in  public  opinion  nor  in  social  status. 
He  was  afraid,  if  their  opponents 
were  not  convinced  by  the  Petitions 
presented  in  favour  of  that  Bill  from 
the  Nonconformist  Bodies,  which  were 
essentially  the  church  of  the  working 
and    middle  classes,  the   Trades  Con- 

fress,  the  Convention  of  Eoyal  and 
arliamentary  Burehs  in  Scotland,  and 
by  the  fact  diat  the  labour  Bepresen- 
tatives  in  the  House  of  Commons  were 
pledged  to  vote  for  it — ^they  did  not  wish 
to  be  convinced.  He  wished  to  draw 
special  attention  to  a  Petition  signed  by 
9,000  London  cabmen,  an  intelligent 
class,  in  favour  of  this  Bill.  He  was, 
however,  not  one  of  those  who  thought 
that  they  should  legislate  for  any  one 


class,  however  numerous ;  but  there  were 
abundant  proofs  that  the  middle  class 
desired  this  change,  and  of  this  he  was 
sure — there  was  no  body  of  men  who 
would  constrain  their  sympathy  more 
than  the  farming  class.  Their  lives  were 
isolated,  and  of  the  middle-class  mar- 
riages of  this  kind  one-fourth  were  of 
farmers.  They  were  not  a  body  easily 
moved ;  but  in  Norfolk  4  500  out  of 
5,500  petitioned  through  the  Prince  of 
Wales;  in  Buckinghamshire  1,300  out 
of  possibly  1,700,  and  in  Essex  there 
were  similar  results  in  favour  of  the 
Bill.  He  had  received  numerous  letters, 
expressing  the  feeling  of  rural  districts, 
hoping  the  Bill  would  pass.  Those  of 
the  wealthy  classes  who  had  made  these 
marriages,  perhaps,  least  claimed  their 
sympathy ;  but  there  were  these  extenu- 
ating facts.  This  Bill  had  several  times 
passed  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
would  pass  it  again.  The  House  of 
Lords,  after  rejecting  it  by  very  small 
majorities  on  several  occasioos,  in  1883, 
passed  the  second  reading,  and  adopted 
the  unusual  course  of  throwing  it  out 
on  the  third  reading.  He  did  not  de- 
fend these  persons,  he  only  excused 
them,  on  the  ground  that  they  acted  on 
the  general  supposition  that  it  was  only 
a  matter  of  time  before  this  Bill  would 
become  law.  He  believed  a  large  num- 
ber of  their  Lordships  were  in  his  favour 
on  the  abstract  question  of  legalizing 
these  marriages ;  but  many  objected  to 
marriages  being  declared  valid  which 
had  already  taken  place  in  the  teeth  of 
the  law.  They  might  be  right  in  theory, 
but  he  was  not  prepared  to  set  aside  the 
precedent  adopted  by  the  right  rev. 
Prelates  in  1635,  as,  in  effect,  the  guilty 
parties  would  have  their  marriage  made 
legal  the  day  after  this  Bill  passed,  and 
the  entire  punishment  of  their  acts 
would  fall  on  the  innocent  offspring. 
When  he  mentioned  that  it  was  esti- 
mated that  from  800  to  1,000  of  these 
marriages  annually  took  place  here,  their 
Lordships  would  realize  what  a  matter 
of  importance  it  was  to  a  vast  number 
of  persons.  This  Bill  was  short,  and 
its  meaning  clear.  It  sought  to  make 
these  marriages  in  the  future  valid  and 
the  children  legitimate  by  a  civil  con- 
tract. It  was  retrospective,  as  was 
Lord  Lyndhurst's  Bill,  but  it  avoided 
disturbing  the  existing  rights  of  succes- 
sion and  property.  If  their  Lordships 
elected  to  amend  the  Bill  by  a  clause  to 
protect  a  clergyman  olm|inpf^  such  a^ 
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lAarriage,  or  to  prevent  his  bein^  com- 
pelled to  celebrate  one  against  his  con- 
sfeientious  objections,  he  should  not 
c6nsider  the  point  vital  to  the  Bill. 
There  was  nothing  in  the  Bill,  as  it  stood, 
to'pref  ent  the  religious  ceremony  being 
performed,  and,  indeed,  in  the  present 
state  of  the  law,  persons  usually  desired 
the  blessing  of  the  Church  on  their  at 
present  illegal  union .  These  m  arriages, 
hdWever,  as  the  Bill  at  present  stood, 
would  legally  hinge  on  the  Eegister. 
They  were  twitted  in  1883  that  the 
Bishop  of  Peterborough  remained  un- 
answered the  year  previous.  There  were 
few  who  would  willingly  wrestle  in  de- 
bate with  the  right  rev.  Prelate ;  but  that 
speech,  shorn  of  the  brilliant  rhetoric  of 
which  he  wa^  so  great  a  master,  read 
in  the  cold,  calm  pages  of  Haneard, 
amounted  to  this — the  Levitical  ground 
of  defence  so  long  garrisoned  was  aban- 
doned, and  tliey  were  asked  to  reject 
this  Bill  because  the  sister  of  the  de- 
ceased w9e  might  become  the  step- 
mother, and  might  be  inj'usta  noverca^ 
and  that,  to  prevent  any  woman  incor- 
porating in  her  own  person  the  double 
sin  of  the  unjust  step-mother  and  the 
unkind  aunt,  they  were  to  reject  the  Bill. 
He  trusted  their  Lordships,  on  the  ground 
of  ifs  and  ands,  would  not  refuse  a  relief 
which  was  earnestly  asked  for  by  so  large 
a  number  of  persons.  He  had  en- 
deavoured as  briefly  as  possible,  from 
the  Scriptural,  the  historical,  and  the 
social  point  of  view  to  induce  their 
Lordships  to  grant  the  second  reading 
of  this  Bill.  He  felt,  however,  when 
they  would  be  listening  to  the  stirring 
tones  of  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Argyll),  what  a  disadvantage  the  sub- 
ject incurred  by  being  placed  in  his 
himds. .  He  trusted,  however,  that  they 
would  decide  on  the  merits,  of  the  case, 
remembering  the  Divine  pi^cept,  *^  man 
was  not  made  for  the  law,  but  the  law 
for  man/'  and  he  confidently  adked  their 
Lordships  to  pass  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*."' 
--{The  Duke  of  Saint  Albans.) 

The  Duke  op  ARGYLL  said,  he 
could  assure  the  House  that  it  was  with 
extreme  reluctance  he  had  consented  to 
move  the  rejection  of  this  Bill.  Not 
that  he  had  any  doubt  that  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  House  to  reject  it,  but  he 
was  afraid  this  great  cause  would  suffer 
in  his  hands.    Their  Lordships  would 
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not  be  astonished  that  he  should  have 
taken  this  view,  when  he  explained  whlLt 
was  his  own  personal  connection  witii 
this  question.     He  was  afraid  it  was' 
now  close  upon  40  years  since  he  had 
the  honour  of  entering  that  House,  and 
he  had  found    upon    caclulation    that 
during  that  long  period  of  years  this 
Bill,  or  another  Bill  with  the  same  ob- 
ject, had  been  before  the  House  once 
every  three  years.    During  the  whole  of 
that  time  he  had  voted  steadily  against 
it ;  but  he  had  as  steadily  preserve  a 
rigid  silence  upon  the  subject  until  com- 
paratively the  other  day.     In  his  early 
years  in  Scotland  these  marriages  were 
never  mentioned  except  in  terms  ot  re- 
probation and  abhorrence.     He  remem- 
bered, when  A  boy,  hearing  of  a  mar- 
riage of  the  kind  which  had  taken 'place 
in  Qlasgow ;  but  the  parties  could  not 
get  admitted  into  any  civilized  society. 
So,  after  he  became  a  Member  of  that 
House,  he  was  brought  into  close  per- 
sonal connection  with  the  man  who  in- 
troduced this  measure  into  Parliament, 
Lord    Francis    Egerton,   afterwards    a 
Member  of  that  House  under  t^e  title 
of  Lord  Ellesmere,  one  whom  he  loved 
and  respected.     About  the  same  time 
another  man  whom  he  greatly  respited, 
Mr.  Hook,  afterwards  the  Dean  of  Chi- 
chester, was  a  supporter  of  the  measure. 
The  views  of  these  two  men  ihook  his 
own   opinion   on  the   subject ;  but  he 
might  say  that  after  that  date  he  wa^ 
conscious  that  he  had  voted  on  authority 
and  tradition,  and  not  upon  thatperson^^ 
conviction  which  arose  out  of  a  close  ex- 
amination of  the  facts.  Then  came  a  re^ 
markable  event,  the  speech  of  his  rights 
rev.  Friend,  whom  he  was  sorry  not  to' 
see  in  his  place,  the  Bishop  of  Petef-^ 
borough  (Dr.  Magee).     The  Bishop  of 
Peterborough  had  been  understood   to 
say  that  he  gave  up  the  Scripture  ar^- 
ment,  and  that  made  a  g^at  impression' 
on  his  mind.    But  he  believed  that  tihe 
Bishop  was  wholly  misunderstood.  What 
I  he  did  say  was  that  he  gave  up  the  par- 
ticular text  on  which  so  much  stress  had 
been  laid.     He  (the  Duke  of  Ajgyll) 
himself  had  misunderstood  him,  because 
he    thought    the    Scripture    ai^puuent 
rested  mainly  on  that  particmlar  text. 
He  then  felt  the  tifne  had  come  when  it 
was  necessary  for  eveiy  man  to  look  into* 
the  subject  himself,  and  he  determined 
to  investigate  it  as  far  as  he  oould,  and 
he  determined  to  vote  in  favour  of  that 
view  of  the  case  which  be  should  find  to 
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be  supported  by  the  evidence  of  the  case. 
He  had  carried  on  his  investigations  for 
several  years  with  a  deep  personal  con- 
viction such  as  he  never  had  before;  and 
he  ventured  to  ask  the  House  to  follow 
him  for  a  short  time  along  the  path  he 
had  taken.  It  was  necessary  to  go  to 
the  centre  of  the  question  at  once,  and 
to  ask,  What  right  had  the  Legislature 
to  prohibit  this  particular  kind  of  mar- 
riage ?  Since  he  last  spoke  on  this  sub- 
i'ect  he  had  been  overwhelmed  with 
etters  —  a  correspondence  voluminous 
and,  he  might  also  say,  painful.  He 
had  generally  found  the  question  pressed 
home  as  the  burden  of  their  sone — 
"  What  right  have  you  to  interfere 
with  my  individual  freedom  in  this 
matter  ?  You  may  not  approve  of  the 
marriage,  and  I  do  not  ask  you  to; 
but  what  right  have  you  to  prevent  in- 
dividual men  from  exercising  their  in- 
dividual discretion  upon  the  matter  ? 
He  still  adhered  to  &e  principle  that 
society  should  not  interfere  with  indi- 
vidual freedom  except  on  clear  and  dis- 
tinct grounds;  but  he  need  not  point 
out  that  the  question  of  right,  as  applied 
to  this  class  of  marriage,  involved  the 
general  question  of  the  right  to  impose 
all  prohibitory  degrees,  and  he  would 
reply — **We  have  the  same  right  to 
interfere  in  this  case  as  we  have  to  pro- ' 
hibit  a  man  marrying  his  step-daughter. 
We  have  the  same  right  as  that  by 
which  we  draw  our  prohibitory  degrees 
at  all."  Every  one  of  these  Marriage 
Laws  was  a  restriction  upon  individual 
freedom.  That  was  no  accident  of  one 
part  of  the  law  any  more  than  another. 
It  was  of  the  essence  and  of  the  nature 
of  all  Marriage  Laws.  If  he  was  asked 
upon  what  the  right  to  interfere  depended, 
he  would  say  it  depended  upon  the  fact 
that  on  the  Law  of  Marriage  in  its  two 
great  divisions — namely,  the  conditions 
under  which  a  man  might  contract  a 
marriage,  and  thie  conditions  under 
which  a  man  might  dissolve  his  mar- 
riage— society  itself  depended.  The 
noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  St.  Albans) 
who  moved  the  second  reading  had  said 
there  was  no  text  in  the  Old  Testament 
prohibiting  this  marriage.  Neither  was 
there  any  in  the  New  Testament.  It  had 
simj^ly  been  killed  by  the  spirit  of  Ghris- 
tiamty.  One  of  the  greatest  and  most 
curious  difficulties  the  United  States 
had  now  to  contend  against  was  that  a 
ffreat  society  had  been  formed  there 
founded    upon    polygamy,    and    that 


society  had  been  recruited  out  of  oi^r 
own  country  and  not  out  of  the  ranks  <;^ 
native  Americans.  He  ^ouW  not  waste 
time  by  arguing  the  question  jsrhether 
society  rested  upon  the  Marriag;e  Laws 
or  not;  but  there  was  one  illustration 
which  struck  him  forcibly,-  for  it  was 
one  of  the  most  wonderful  phenomena 
of  our  day.  Why  was  it  that  every 
Mahommedan  country  in  the  world  was 
in  a.  state  of  irretrievable  decay  ?  He 
believed  that  it  was  a  consequeoce  of 
the  practice  of  polygamy,  and  because 
the  principle  of  the  family  did  not  exist. 
Great  men  of  extraordinary  virtue  and 

Eower  had  risen  up  and  had  disappeared 
ecause  their  virtue  was  not  perpetuated. 
He  thought,  then,  that  there  could  be 
no  question  of  the  right  of  society  to 
dictate   to    individual   men    upon   this 

freat  question  of  the  Law  of  Marriage* 
he  next  question  that  had  been  ad- 
dressed to  him  was — "Admitting  that 
you  have  the  right  to  interfere,  why 
should  you  exercise  it  ?  Why  cannot 
you  trust  to  the  natural  repugnance  of 
men  for  marriages  that  are  unseemly  ?  " 
Here,  again,  he  had  to  answer  that  upon 
the  universal  consent  of  all  civilized 
nations  they  coiild  not  trust  to  the  in)- 
dividual  will  in  this  matter.  In  virtu^ 
of  his  prerogative  of  reason,  man  had 
not  that  gui£uice  of  the  instinct  which 
made  the  comparatively  perfect  wisdom 
of  the  beasts.  He  went  on  from  reason 
to  corruption  and  debasement,  of  whic];L 
the  beasts  were  not  capable.  All  civi- 
lized nations  that  had  adopted  the 
Marriage  Law  at  all  had  adopted  it  on 
the  assumption-; — on  the  wiUing  assumj^ 
tion  very  often — that  in  those  highe^: 
and  dearest  interests  of  Christianity  the 
individual  conscience  and  the  individual 
will  were  incapable  of  keeping  men 
within  the  restraints  which  were  the 
safety  of  society.  He  felt  that  when  he 
had  got  so  far  he  had  already  an  in,- 
vincible  annoury  against  many  of  th^ 
arguments  put  forward  in  favour  of  the 
Bill.  As  to  the  argument  that  marriage 
wais  a  civil  contract,  he  would  like  to 
ask  ^hat  other  civil  contract  there  was 
which  could  not  be  dissolved  by  thp 
consent  of  the  two  parties  f  If  marriagp 
was  a  civil  contract  it  was  a  civil  cour 
tract  having  most  peculiar  attribute^ 
and  the  bargain  between  man  and 
woman  in  respect  of  marriage  could  not 
be  broken  by  the  consent  of  the  two 
parties.  It  was  absurd  to  complain  of 
the  prohibition  of  this  marriage'  on  the 


le 


1803    Mturiag$  with  a  D$eM9$d        {LOBDS} 


WifeU  Sister  BiU. 


1804 


groand  that  it  interfered  witli  indiyidual 
nberty.  As  to  the  argument  about  the 
inconvenience  of  not  culowing  a  man  to 
marry  his  deceased  wife's  sister,  what 
was  that  compared  to  the  inconvenience 
involved  in  tne  indissolubility  of  the 
marriage  tief  Had  they  not  all  seen 
young  people  marry  in  infatuation,  and 
soon  discovering  that  they  were  unsuited 
to  each  other,  yet  that  unless  proof 
could  be  given  in  particular  cases  the  two 
persons  were  kept  together  all  their 
uves  by  the  law  of  Ohristian  marria^^e  ? 
Therefore,  when  they  spoke  of  prohibi- 
tion in  regard  to  the  one  particular 
class  with  which  this  Bill  dealt  it  was 
absurd ;  and  he  thought  that  there  were 
few  cases  in  which  a  man  who  wanted  a 
second  mother  for  his  child  could  not 
find  a  sensible  and  suitable  person  to 
take  charge  of  them  without  being  com- 
pelled to  marry  his  late  wife's  sister. 
Dili  there  was  a  question  more  im- 
portant. Every  society  was  bound  to 
draw  up  some  Marriage  Law  interfering 
with  individual  liberty.  When  indivi- 
duals— ^the  units— could  not  be  trusted 
in  this  matter,  were  we  sure  that  the 
aggregate  of  society,  guided  by  prin- 
ciples of  mere  reason  and  convenience, 
could  be  trusted  to  draw  up  a  sound 
and  sacred  Marriage  Law  ?  Me  doubted 
greatly  whether  society  could  safely  be 
trusted  to  draw  up  a  Marriage  Law 
which  should  stand  the  test  of  genera- 
tions. Then,  had  we  any  knowledge  of 
some  enlightened,  some  golden  age, 
when  man  was  pure,  to  which  we  could 
go  back  for  an  example  ?  Of  primeeval 
man  we  knew  nothing,  unless  we  ac- 
cepted the  narrative  of  revelation.  Ac- 
cording to  the  majority  of  our  philo- 
sophers, primeeval  man  was  lower  than 
any  existing  savage.  It  was  clear, 
therefore,  that  we  could  not  go  to 
primflsval  man  for  an  example.  If  we 
could  hear  the  voice  which  on  a  memor- 
able occasion  uttered  the  words,  ''But 
in  the  beginning  it  was  not  so,"  we 
might  be  guided  to  the  whole  of  the 
Marriage  Law.  Unfortunately,  we  had 
now  no  such  voice  to  listen  to,  and 
therefore  we  must  go  back  to  what  was 
best  and  greatest  in  the  history  of  our 
race,  and,  in  the  first  place,  to  the  history 
and  literature  of  the  Jewish  prophets 
and  lawyers.  We  had  lost  entirely — 
thank  Qod  for  it — that  old  antipathy  to 
the  Jews  which  was  the  disgrace  of 
medieeval  Ohristianity,  and  we  had  been 
d^ooked  to  see  in  recent  times  something  j 
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like  a  revival  of  it  in  other  European 
countries.  We  had  admitted  the  Jews 
into  both  Houses  of  Parliament;  they 
were  honoured  members  of  our  society, 
and  fulfilled,  as  many  Christians  did 
not,  the  highest  duties  of  citizenship  and 
the  highest  charities  of  life.  But  he 
regretted  to  say  that  the  old  feeling  ol 
contempt  was  not  extinct;  insteadf  of 
religious  antipathy  we  had  arrived  at  the 
stage  of  philosophic  contempt.  People 
asked  why  we  should  go  for  guidance  in 
these  matters  to  the  Jews,  saying  that 
they  were  only  a  little,  insignHicant 
people  settled  in  the  extreme  Western 
part  of  Asia  ?  He  was  surprised  that 
people  should  so  talk  as  if  they  had 
been  the  first  to  discover  that  the  Jews, 
as  a  people,  were  very  insignificant. 
Why,  what  did  their  own  lawgivers  say 
to  them  ?  '*  The  Lord  has  not  set  his 
love  upon  you  nor  chosen  you  because 
you  were  more  in  number  than  other 
people."  Their  lawgivers  reiterated 
over  and  over  again  that  they  were 
small  and  insigni&cant,  and  drew  the 
inference  that  a  higher  power  must  be 
supporting  them,  there  being  no  other 
way  to  account  for  their  extraordinary 
history.  From  their  Lordships,  who 
were  supposed  to  revere  the  hereditary 
principle,  the  Jews  could  claim  speei^ 
regard.  What  were  their  titles  of  no- 
biuty  compared  with  the  descent  of  the 
Jews?  Tney  were  proud  when  they 
could  go  back  to  the  Norman  CSonquest 
or  to  the  Anglo-Saxon  race— dates  of 
yesterday  as  compared  with  those  of  the 
ancestry  of  the  Jews.  He  did  not  under- 
stand why  the  Jews  were  spoken  of  dis- 
paragingly. What  a  wonderful  thing 
was  their  preservation  as  a  separate 
people !  It  had  been  said  that  they  had 
been  preserved  by  natural  causes.  That 
might  be  so ;  but  from  the  working  of 
so  many  natural  causes  for  the  preser- 
vation of  a  special  people  supernatural 
interference  in  its  lavour  might  be  in- 
ferred. If  a  philosopher  without  any 
knowledge  of  Christian  doctrines,  and 
without  belief  in  the  continuity  of  the 
Jewish  and  Christian  Churches,  could 
appear  suddenly  in  this  world,  he  would, 
he  believed,  after  investigating  history, 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  if  there  were 
a  God  in  Heaven  and  if  the  Divine  voice 
had  ever  spoken  to  man  on  earth  it  had 
done  so  tlurongh  the  Jews.  He  held, 
then,  that  it  was  most  reasonable  to  go 
back  to  the  history  of  the  Jews  for 
guidance  in  this  matter.    Looking  at 
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the  chapter  in  Levitioiis  it  was  apparent 
that  it  laid  down  a  certain  principle,  and 
gave  certain  examples,  but  that  it  did 
not  pretend  to  exhaust  the  examples. 
It  laid  down,  first,  a  prohibition  of  mar- 
rying with  nearest  kin;  and,  secondly, 
laid  down  the  principle  that  in  calcu- 
lating nearness  of  kin  affinity  was  equal 
to  consanguinity.  There  were  12  ex- 
amples given  of  forbidden  marriages, 
and  of  these  no  less  than  seven  were 
instances  of  affinity — such  as  that  of  a 
man  marrying  with  his  deceased 
wife's  aunt,  the  reasoning  being  that 
she  is  his  aunt  by  marriage,  and  there- 
fore equivalent  to  his  aunt  by  blood.  A 
marriage  of  this  kind  at  the  present 
time  occasionally  occurred  on  the  Con- 
tinent by  special  dispensation,  and  it 
there  provoked  no  repugnance,  though 
it  would  here,  where  it  was  unknown. 
He  did  not  wish  to  dictate  to  any  Mem- 
ber, of  the  House  as  to  what  weight  he 
should  attach  to  the  practice  of  the 
Jewish  Ohurch.  But  if  they  could  find 
in  any  part  of  human  history  anything 
like  a  voice  higher  than  our  own  it  was 
in  the  Jewish  Marriage  Laws,  which 
were  so  intimately  connected  with  the 
preservation  of  the  Jews  to  the  pre- 
sent day.  But  turning  away  from 
the  Jews  to  another  people,  perhaps 
the  noblest  specimens  of  humanity  ever 
seen  upon  this  earth  —  the  Boman 
people  —  this  prohibition  was  also 
found.  One  was  apt  to  think  of  the 
Homans  as  mere  soldiers.  They  cer- 
tainly were  great  soldiers ;  but  there 
were  at  the  present  moment  millions  of 
people  whose  ancestors  never  saw  the 
gleam  of  a  Eoman  sword  who  were  now 
living  under  the  influence  of  Boman 
law.  The  Bomans  were  not  mere  sol- 
diers ;  they  were  the  greatest  lawgivers 
and  the  greatest  magistrates  that  the 
world  had  ever  seen,  and  they  forbade 
such  marriages  as  these.  So,  again,  the 
Cod$  Civile t  which  Was  one  of  the  noblest 
works  of  the  First  Napoleon,  prohibited 
marriage  with  a  deceased  wife's  sister. 
Napoleon  engaged  the  greatest  jurists  in 
Fnmce,  who  had  escaped  from  the  Bevo- 
lution.  They  sat  from  week  to  week,  and 
from  month  to  month,  calling  in  all  pos- 
sible assistance  that  they  could  obtain, 
and  a  meeting  was  held  with  regard  to 
the  subject  of  marriage  in  1805,  with 
Napoleon  himself  in  the  chair.  The 
point  arose  whether  marriage  with  a 
.deceased  wife's  sister  should  or  should 


not  be  allowed  ?  Some  of  the  Oommis- 
sioners  were  of  one  opinion  and  others 
of  another.  The  Minister  for  Justice 
argued  that  such  marriages  should  be 
prohibited,  and  stated  that  the  permis- 
sion given  to  such  marriages  by  the  law 
of  1 792  had  brought  trouble  into  families, 
and  was  the  chief  cause  of  the  applica- 
tions for  divorce  then  before  the  Courts. 
Another  of  the  Commissioners  demanded 
the  prohibition  on  the  ground  of  morality, 
though  suggesting  that  they  might  be 
allowed  where  a  dispensation  was  ob- 
tained. Another  stated  that  all  the 
Courts  of  Justice  testified  against  such 
marriages.  Now,  the  men  composing 
that  Commission  were  wholly  free  from 
Church  authority  of  every  kind,  and  con- 
sidered this  question  upon  the  basis  of 
their  experience  as  men  of  the  world. 
Napoleon  himself  spoke,  and  then  it  was 
resolved — first,  *' that  marriages  between 
brothers  and  sisters-in-law  are  prohi- 
bited;" and,  secondly,  ''that  no  dis- 
pensation for  these  marriages  be  per- 
mitted." He  had  now  quoted  the 
opinion  of  the  Jews— a  nation  whose 
laws  were  by  many  believed  to  be  of 
Divine  origin — the  opinion  of  the  Bo- 
mans, the  most  magisterial  people  in  the 
world,  and  the  opinion  of  the  jurists  of 
the  French  Empire,  and  all  these  agreed 
in  prohibiting  that  class  of  marriages 
which  this  House  was  now  asked  by  this 
Bill  to  permit.  He  would  now  call  to 
his  aid  the  authority  of  reason  and 
logic.  In  the  nearest  and  dearest  of  all 
human  concerns  society  was  bound  by 
the  intelligible  method  of  reason,  and  to 
carry  it  out  to  its  logical  results ;  and  he 
maintained,  therefore,  that  the  degree 
of  affinity  would  stand  or  fall  as  a 
whole.  Two  years  ago  he  had  said  that 
he  had  never  heard  any  argument 
brought  in  favour  of  this  Bill  on  the 
ground  of  reason,  or  consistency,  or  logic 
which  would  not  go  equally  to  the  aboli- 
tion of  all  degrees  of  affinity,  and  he 
had  referred  to  the  case  of  a  man  marry- 
ing his  wife's  daughter  by  a  former  mar- 
riage. The  noble  Lord  who  had  fol- 
lowed him  had  expressed  his  abhorrence 
of  such  a  marriage,  and  he  had  no  doubt 
that  that  abhorrence  was  genuine ;  but 
persons  would  rise  and  ask  what  right 
they  had  to  interfere  with  a  man's 
liberty  in  this  respect?  With  regard 
to  this  case  of  a  step-daughter,  they  were 
accustomed  to  think  of  cases  in  which 
the  step-father  and  the  step-daughter 
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were  separated  by  a  great  <^kib)nl$lBr  q€ 
years,  which  added  to  the  disgust  felt 
as  to  the  idea  of  sach  a  marriage:  But 
if  they  laid  down  the  principle  that 
affinity  was  nothing,  he^  did  not  see 
where  they  could  stop. '  He  remembered 
a  case,  which  many  probably  of  t&eir 
Lordships  would  also  recdlect,  whei^  a 
young  and  handsome  man  had  married 
an  elderly  lady  who  had  two  handson^e 
daUffht^dt^,  from  whom  he  was  not  sepa- 
rated by  any  nfumber  of  years,  and  whom 
he  had  constantly  taken  out  in  society. 
Thus,  as*  idk  as  repugnance  went,  they 
could  not  trust  to  it  the  moment  that  the 
law  was  altered.  Logic  required  that  if 
they  prohibited  any  of  these  degrees 
they  mtist  |)rohibit  them  all.  In  every 
Ohurch*,  including  all  the  Reformed 
Churches  and  ^e  Ohurches  of  the  East 
and  Wesrf,  it  was  affirmed  a  logicid  prin- 
ciple that  a  man  might  not  many  any 
woman  nearer  in  affinity  te  his  wife 
than  would'  be  lawful  if  the  affinity 
were  to  himself.  His  noble  Friend 
(the  Duke-  of  St.  AlbaAs)  hacf  talked 
about  the  inconsistency  and  confusion 
of  th**  present  law ;  but,  f&r  his  own 
part;^  he  must  say  that  it  required  a 
great  deal  of  boldness  to  talk  alKHit  the 
inconsistency  of  the  law.  It  was  now 
quite '  consisteVit.  It  was  those  who 
wished  to  chaiige  it  who  would  makef^t 
inconsistent.  Many  who  had  spoken  of 
Lord  'Lyndhurst's  "Act  seemed  to  have 
been  grossly  misinformed.  He  used  to 
hear  it  said  in  that  H6use  that  these 
marriages  had  been  voidable,  bnt  not 
void,  and  had  been  made  void  for  the 
first  time  by  that  Bill.  He  had  studied 
the  Bill,  and  firom  the  beginning  to  the 
end  of  it  there  was  not  one  word  about 
wives*  sisters;  the  change  had  been- a 
general  one  in  the  whole  of  the  law,  and 
Lord  Lyndhnrsf  had  not  picked  out  this 
marriage  and  made  it  void.  Nine 
speakers  out  of  10  seemed  to  think  that 
this  was  so  ;  but  tho'case  was  nothing  of 
the  kind.  All  marriages  of  affinity,  all 
prohibited  degrees,  had  been  on  the 
same  footing  before  Lord  Lyndhurst'e 
Act,  and  they  were  on  the  same  footing 
now.  There  was  another  part  of  the 
Bill  which,  in  his  opinion, -would  add 
enormously  to  the  muddle  and  con- 
fusion of  the  law^  He  did  not  know 
whether  their  Lordships  %olild  recollect 
that  on  a  previous  occasion  it  had  been 
pointed  out  that  if  the  prohibition 
against  marriage  with  a  deceased  wife's 
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%i0tsr  were  ^withdrawn  It  "would  have  a 
nfeet  unfortunate  effect  upon  the  law  of 
divorce.  In  *tkis  country  a  woman  was 
not  on  the  satne  footing  as  a  man  with 
regard  to  the  power  of  getting  a  divorce 
for  what  was  cadled  simple  adultery ;  but 
in  the  case  6f  incestuous  adultery  she 
could  get  a  divorce.  If  this  Bill  were 
passed  a  wife  would  lose  the  power  of 
getting  a  divorce  when  tiie  husbanjiL 
committed  adultery  with  her  sistev. 
Lord  Houghton  had  been  so  oonsciooB 
of  this  injustice  that  in  hif  Bill  he  had 
distinctly  saved  the  woman'a  remedy  in 
such  <a  case.  Now  they  were  to  be  de- 
prived <)f  that  remedy,  so  that  a  woman 
who  saw  an  intrigue  going  on  in  her 
own  hbuse  between  her  husband  and 
her  sister  would  have  no  remedy  for 
such  a  monstrous  wrong.  He  aaked 
legal  Members  of  that  House,  who  bad 
been  brought  up  in  one  of  the  noblest  of 
all  Professions  to  interpret  the  law  in  a 
sehse  of  equity  between  all  parties,  whe- 
ther they  could  vote  for  a  measure  whidi 
introduced  such  absolute  confusion  and 
such  hideous  injustice  into  the  relation^ 
between  man  and  woman?  Before  he 
sat  down  he  wished  to  refer  for  a  ma- 
ment  to  an  appeal  which  had  been  made 
by  the  late  Lord  Houghton  with  regard 
to  this  matter.  Lord  Houghton  had  ap- 
pealed to  the  younger  Members  of  that 
House  against  the  antiquated  prejudieeB 
of  their  elders.  They  would  perhaps 
allow  him  to  say,  as  one  who  haid  spent 
much  time  over  these  matters,  that  thcise 
great  problems  of  humanity  could  not 
be  solved  by  reason  and  common  sense 
without  an  appeal  to  any  higher  autho- 
rity. If  our  reason  were  supplied  with 
false  data  from  the  passions  it  must 
^arry  us  wrong.  However  indifferent  a 
man.  might  be  to  the  authority  of  the 
Christian  Church,  he  could  not  oonoeiwe 
of  anyone  disregarding  the  fact  that  ike 
Eastern  and  the  Western  Churches  and 
the  Ohurches  of  the  Beformation  weie 
united  on  this  matter.  He  admitted  that 
Churches  and  General  Councils  had  erred* 
and  might  err,  in  matters  Divine ;  but 
he  believed  that  in  this  great  question 
of  law,  this  ethical  foundation  of  society, 
we  ought  to  hear  a  voice  saying-— <'  This 
is  the  way,  walk  ye  in  it."  The  voioe 
speke  to  us  through  the  ages,  from  the 
days  ^f  Patriarchs  and  Prophets,  through 
Boman  Emperors  and  French  BepublicCs 
and  it  called  upon  us  to  reject  this  Bill 
and- to  stand  fast  in  the  ancient  ways. 
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He  moved  that  tbe  Bill  ber^d^  second 
time  that  day  siZf  monthe. 

Amendment  nioud^  to  leave  6ut(^*  'now" ) 
and  add  at  the  end  of  the  Motion  (''  this 
day  six  month8?*)--(jrAd  Duke  of  Argyll) 

LoBD  BBAMWJILL  said,  he  as  em- 
phatically ad^ed  their  Lordships  to  read 
the  Bill  a  second  time,  and  he  would 
g^ye  his  reasons  for  saying  thfit  the  law 
which  it  was  intended  to  repeal  was  a 
most  cruel  and  tftisohievous  one,  and 
one  which  was  utterly  without;  justifica- 
tion— at  least,  accordmg  to  the  best  opi- 
nion he  could  form.  He  hoped  that  the 
speech  which  h^  just  been  delivered 
with  so  much  zeal  and  earnestness,  and 
with  so  much  eloquence  byl  the  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll) »  would  not 
have  the  effect  intended.  No  one  denied 
that  the  State  had  a  right  to  interfere 
between  men  and  women  in  regard  to 
marriage ;  but  what  was  denied  was  the 
right  to  interfere  with  this  particular 
marriage.  No.  one  denied  the  right  of 
society  to  prevent  marriages  which  would 
be  injurious  to  society.  What  was  de- 
nied was  the  right  to  prevent  the  mat-; 
riage  of  two  persons  of  fit  age  anfl 
jaiation  in  life  who  were  in  every  way 
fitted  to  enter  into  matrimonial  relations. 
In  many  cases  there  was  the  additional 
fact  that  the  woman  was  tenderly  at- 
tached to  her  bereaved  nieces  and 
nephews,  and  desired  to  take  care  of 
them  decently  and  properly ;  yet  the 
law,  while  it  did  not  prohibit  the  mar- 
riage ceremony,  said  that  the  marriage 
was  void.  He  would  read  to  their  Lord- 
ships a  letter  he  had  received,  and  whicn 
he  hoped  would  not  be  published,  as  it 
might  interfere  with  the  writer's  peace 
of  mind.  The  letter  seemed  perfectly 
genuine,  and  the  writer  seemed  to  have 
acted  with  the  greatest  propriety.  He 
states  that  V  he  is  a  tradesman,  that  his 
wife  died  four  years  ago;  her  sister  had 
then  live^  with  them  for  13  years;  and 
it  was  the  express  wish  of  the  dying 
wife  that  her  sister  should  take  her 
place.  The  parties  desired  to  do  what 
was  right  in  the  matter,  and  they  waited 
for  some  time  in  the. hope  that  this  Bill 
would  become  law.  Finding  that  there 
was  nothing  in  the  Word  of  God  against 
the  marriage  of  a  dece^ed  wife's  lister, 
he  and  the  lady  |>rooQeded  to  Switzer- 
land, where  the  oeremoay  was  celebrated. 
He,  th^  writer,  added,  that  th^  union 
was  a  very  happy  one,  and  he  was  sin- 


cerely glad  he  had  taken  that  step;  but, 
he  added,  it  involved  an  expense  which 
in  his  position  he  coul4  not  well  afford, 
and  he  knew  others  in  a  similar  position 
on  whose  account  he  should  be  glad  to 
see  an  alteration  in  the  law.  The  man 
desired  to  obey  the  law,  and  tp  act  accord- 
ing to  his  notion  of  religious  obligation. 
£[i$  case  was  that  of  a  largp  number  pf 
other  persons,  who  either  went  abroad  to 
be  mavHed,  believing  the  marriage  valid, 
or  who  went  through  the  ceremony  here, 
knowing  well  that,  although  the  qere- 
mo|i^  itself  wa^  9ot  itf  egal,  the  i^arnage 
was  veid.  A  pamphlet  had  been  issued, 
in; which  100  cases  were  mentioned  ifi 
;ii^hich  miseiy  h&d  'Resulted  jErom  iq- 
fibility  to  marry..  .:The  law  was  cruel — |t 
w^  also  mischievous  In  Glasgow  there 
were  27,000  ^  fafailie^  living  m  single 
tpOms.  In  thos0  families  mjany.mothets 
^ust  die  in  the  cqprse  of  tha«y.ear,  Son^e 
,woman  must-bo  found  to  take  care  of  t]|e 
children  left.  T^e  most  natural  perso#i 
^to  do  so  was  the 'deceased  wife's  sister. 
'The  noble  Di|](^had  written  a  letter,  i|i 
which  jbe  said*  tiiat  rea^pn  and  instinat 
.could  not  1^  trusted  in  this.imattfif, 
showing  th^  they  were  not  opposed  to 
marriage .jv^itli:  a  deceaaed  wife^s  sister, 
yet  the  law.4enied  it.  <Had  the  nol^ 
Duke  conteimplated  what  must  and  whf  t 
did  happez]^?  Was  not  this,  f^miechief  a%d 
a  grievance  that  oughjir  to  be  looked  ;jtpf? 
This  wasia  practical  measure;  and  %t 
was  no  objection  to  it  ^  sp,y  that  it  wfs 
theoretically  imperfegt  qr  logically  in- 
complete: As  to  the  suggestion  that^ 
man  might  claim  to  matry  his  step-chijlj, 
he  was  inclined  to  thiidc  that  s(i;chcjti 
marriage  was  forbidden.  If  a  meai 
were  forbidden  to  m^fj  his.^/a^e^s 
widow,  who  was  .not  his  mo^her^^  it 
seenx^d  to  follpw  as  a  logica)  conse- 
quence that  the  marriage  of<a  step- 
parent with  a  step-child  was  fcvbiddeil, 
and  tliat  the  step-father  could  xiot  manV 
the  step-child  any  more  than  the  step- 
son could  marry  the  step-mother.  Wi^^ 
regard  to  theological  arguments,  he  ad- 
mitted that  he  did  not  love  theologiaiA. 
If  they  were'  to  bum  all  /theologicdl 
books  from  the  earliest  doyn  to  the  la§t 
issued,  and  read  the  Sermon  on  tl^p 
Mount,  the  world  would  be  more  Ohrii- 
tian  and  happy  than  it  was  at  preset. 
The  noble  Duke  whon^pyed  the  r^jef- 
tion  of  the  Bill  (the' Duke  of  Argy4) 
gave  his  assent,  when  Sectary  of  Stale 
for  India,  as  one  of  the  Cabinet  whijp 
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assented  to  the  Acts  authorizinfif  those 
marriages  in  South  Australia,  Victoria, 
and  Tasmania ;  but  when  he  was  asked 
bj  the  noble  Duke  who  moved  the 
second  reading  (the  Duke  of  St.  Albans) 
how  he  accounted  for  his  apparent  change 
of  opinion,  no  answer  was  given. 

The  Dttke  op  ARGYLL :  No  answer 
was  due.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
must  know  perfectly  well  that  these 
things  are  done  without  the  slightest  re- 
ference to  indiyidual  or  personal  opinion. 

LoKD  BRAMWELL  said,  he  did  not 
know  that  that  was  so.  He  thought 
that  when  a  Cabinet  gave  its  assent  to 
a  measure  it  approved  of  it ;  but  that 
might  not  be  the  case.  It  was  argued 
from  the  words  of  the  Scriptural  text, 
"man  and  wife  are  one  flesh,"  that 
there  could  not  properly  be  a  marriage 
between  a  man  and  his  deceased  wife's 
sister.  The  quotation  was  simply  a 
metaphor,  and  it  was  utterly  unreason- 
able to  turn  a  metaphor  of  that  kind 
into  a  positive  law.  The  noble  Duke 
said  that  he  (Lord  Bramwell)  would 
object  to  the  expression  '*  marriage  tie.** 
Not  so.  But  he  should  object  if  any- 
body said  there  was  a  tie,  and  so  a  man 
could  not  be  sent  to  prison  without  his 
wife  going  too.  If  the  expression  was 
treated  not  as  a  metaphor,  but  a  state- 
ment of  a  physical  fact,  then  it  would  fol- 
low that  if  a  man  and  a  woman  married, 
the  brother  of  the  man  and  the  sister  of 
the  woman  could  not  marry.  He  saw 
no  answer  to  that.  If  by  the  marriage 
of  A  and  B  they  became  one  flesh,  then 
0,  who  was  A's  brother,  could  not  marry 
D,  who  was  B's  sister.  Then  as  to  the 
argument  from  the  Old  Testament.  An 
A^deacon  had  said — 

'*  As  for  the  Septna^nt  translation,  we  know 
perfectly  well  that  it  was  not  made  by  one 
author  or  by  one  set  of  authors,  but  by  dif- 
ferent men  at  different  times,  and  of  very  un- 
equal knowledge  of  Hebrew.  And  it  is  more 
than  possible  that,  this  being  a  difficult  expres- 
sion, the  translator  merely,  as  in  many  other 
instances,  rendered  the  original  word  for  word. 
Its  difficulty  and  the  example  of  the  Septuagint 
were  a  double  snare  to  the  fnmers  of  the 
authorized  reraion ;  but  though,  out  of  defer- 
ence to  the  Septuagint,  to  which  they  were  in 
other  places  much  indebted,  they  gave  this 
rendering  in  the  text,  they  placed  an  alterna- 
tive readmg  in  the  margin,  which,  no  doubt,  is 
the  true  one." 

Therefore,  according  to  the  Archdeacon, 
out  of  deference  to  the  Septuagint,  the 
framers  of  the  Authorized  Version  put 
the  wrong  translation  in  the  text  and  the 
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right  one  in  the  margin.  That  seemed 
strange,  especially  when  it  was  remem- 
bered that  99  Bibles  out  of  100  were 
printed  without  anything  in  the  margin. 
It  was  suggested  that  verse  18  prohibited 
polygamy,  which  was  strange,  consider- 
ing the  wives  of  David  and  Solomon. 
But  the  Bevised  Version  set  that  right. 
It  showed  that  the  body,  and  not  the 
margin,  of  the  Authorized  Version  was 
correct.  But  that  text  was,  by  implica- 
tion, a  permission  of  these  marriages. 
To  forbid  them  in  the  lifetime  of  the 
sister  was  to  permit  them  afterwards. 
Their  Lordships  would  remember  that 
the  third  of  the  Patriarchs  married 
two  sisters,  Leah  and  Bachael,  both 
being  still  living.  It  was  afterwards 
prohibited  that  a  man  should  marry 
the  second  sister  while  the  first  was 
alive ;  but  was  it  conceivable,  aa  con- 
trary to  nature  and  instinct,  that  that 
marriage  of  the  Patriarch  would  have 
taken  place  if  there  had  been  anything 
intrinsically  wrong  in  it  ?  He  could  not 
but  think  that  if  it  were  intended  to  pro- 
hibit polygamy  it  would  have  been  pro- 
hibited in  direct  terms.  The  text  was 
interpreted  by  the  Jews  themselves  in  the 
way  he  contended  for,  and  who  would  say 
that  he  could  interpret  the  books  of  the 
Jews  better  than  the  Jews  themselves  ? 
The  text  was  so  interpreted  by  all  the  best 
authorities  out  of  England— in  the  Oolo- 
nies,  and  in  general  in  all  foreign  coun- 
tries. In  all  the  countries  to  which  he 
referred,  every  authority  was  in  favour 
of  the  interpretation  for  which  the  sup- 
porters of  the  Bill  contended.  The  law, 
as  it  stood,  contained  some  of  that  spirit 
which  in  former  days  made  theologians 
persecute.  The  belief  of  the  Jews  was 
that  th^  might  marry  a  deceased  wife's 
sister.  The  law  at  present  said  they  could 
not  do  BO  validly.  By  what  possible  right 
could  we  compel  tiLem  not  to  do  t^t 
which  they  thought  it  perfectly  reason- 
able for  them  to  do  ?  But  if  the  law  was 
wrong  as  to  them,  it  was  equally  wrong 
as  to  the  Christian  who  did  not  agree 
with  it.  Direct  persecution  for  opinion 
was  given  up.  A  man  was  not  punished 
for  not  believing  in  the  Trinity  or  Epis- 
copalianism.  He  was  allowed  his  opi- 
nions on  those,  why  not  on  this  matter  ? 
According  to  the  law,  as  it  at  present 
stood,  a  man  could  not  act  upon  his 
opinion.  That  was  persecution.  There 
were  many  hundreds  who  would  gladlj 
suffer  imprisonment  and  pay  a  heavy 
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fine  if  they  could  make  these  marriages 
yalid.  But  these  marriages  were  ob- 
jected to  on  social  grounds.  It  was 
said  that  perfect  intimacy  might  exist 
between  a  man  and  his  wife's  sister, 
the  wife  living  without  danger,  as  they 
would  know  that  if  the  wife  died  they 
could  not  marry.  The  argument  was 
shocking ;  for  it  involved  that,  if  they 
could  marry,  the  intimacy  would  be  dan- 
gerous. Was  this  true  of  Enelish  men 
and  women?  Did  men  indulge  a  de- 
testable passion  for  their  wives'  cousins 
and  friends  because  after  the  wife's 
death  they  could  marry  ?  If  every  other 
consideration  of  decency  and  morality 
had  been  got  rid  of,  was  it  to  be  sup- 
posed that  an  inability  to  marry  would 
deter?  Another  argument  against  the 
Bill  was  that  after  the  wife's  death  the 
sister  might  live  with  the  husband  with- 
out reproach,  because  he  could  not  marry 
her.  JBut  Archbishop  Whately  had  said 
that  it  would  be  much  more  reasonable  to 
suppose  that  they  could  live  together 
without  reproach  if  they  could  marry. 
He  had  called  the  attention  of  their 
Lordships  to  what  he  considered  to  be  the 
evils  of  the  present  law,  and  he  would 
now  again  remind  them  that  though 
this  law  existed  here  it  did  not  exist  in 
our  Oolonies.  That  this  provision  of 
the  law  was  a  cruel  one  could  not  be 
doubted,  and  it  could  not  be  doubted 
that  it  was  mischievous.  He  maintained 
that  neither  in  the  Old  Testament  nor  in 
the  New  was  there  any  foundation  for 
this  law ;  and  as  for  the  social  considera- 
tions which  had  been  advanced  in  sup- 
port of  it  they  were  utterly  untenable, 
and,  as  far  as  they  were  of  any  value, 
they  went  to  show  that  the  law  should 
be  altered. 

The  Abchbishop  of  OANTEEBURT 
(Dr.  Benson)  said,  he  was  sure  he 
was  speaking  the  feelings  of  the  Bench 
to  which  he  had  the  honour  to  belong 
when  he  said  that  they  had  been  proud 
to  listen  to  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll),  and  to  feel 
that  there  were  laymen,  with  dear  and 
powerful  intellects,  who  had  followed 
up  conclusions  at  which  they  had  arrived, 
and  had  verified  them.  The  noble  Duke 
had  said  that  he  did  not  know  whether  he 
could  pass  muster  with  them.  He  (the 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury)  could  only 
say  that  if  the  noble  Duke  always  looked 
into  the  arguments  used  by  the  Bench 
for  many  generations  in  such  style  as  he 


had  looked  into  them  that  evening,  they 
would  be  thankful  to  pass  muster  with 
him.  He  thought  it  was  well  that 
they  should  realize  that  the  old  social 
fabric  was  based  upon  the  family  group ; 
that  the  family  bond  was  in  harmony 
with  all  the  conditions  and  wants  of  life ; 
and  that  any  prosperous  community  must 
be  an  aggregate  of  happy  families.  There 
was,  in  fact,  little  happiness  that  was  not 
connected  with  domestic  life ;  and  if  there 
was  a  country  in  the  world  where  that 
was  true,  all  were  glad  to  believe  that 
it  was  true  in  England.  As  to  what  was 
the  family,  the  present  law  was  clear  and 
distinct.  The  composition  of  the  family 
was  made  up  of  the  married  pair  and 
their  children,  as  its  centre,  and  each 
partner  contributed  a  set  of  relations, 
their  own  intimate  blood  relations. 
Those  component  parts  formed  the 
family  circle.  Each  partner  contributed 
a  semi-circle.  The  mark  which  was  set 
on  the  members  of  the  family,  as  re- 
garded one  another,  was  that  they  who 
formed  its  centre  might  not  marry  or  be 
given  in  marriage.  That  was  the  safe- 
guard. The  children  and  the  parents 
might  not  marry  each  other,  nor  might 
they  marry  the  nearest  blood  relatives 
of  either  parent.  The  actual  steps  had 
never  been  named  more  simply  and 
clearly  than  by  Oranmer,  in  a  State 
Paper  addressed  to  Thomas  Cromwell  in 
1536.  He  said,  regarding  the  family, 
that  the  women  whom  a  man  should  not 
marry  were  his  mother  and  mother-in- 
law,  his  daughter  or  daughter-in-law, 
his  sister  or  sister-in-law,  his  aunt  or 
aunt-in-law,  his  niece  or  niece-in-law. 
That  was  clear,  and  intelligible,  and  con- 
sistent. But  the  proposal  now  before 
them  would  except  ^m  the  family 
circle  one  single  woman  in  an  arbitrary 
way.  The  first  woman,  in  fact,  chosen 
for  him  to  be  allowed  to  marry  was  the 
person  whom,  since  his  marriage,  and 
possibly  prior  to  it,  he  had  always  spoken 
of  as  his  sister.  That  was  wiUiout  pre- 
cedent in  the  Christian  Church,  it  was 
unknown  to  the  Eoman  Law,  and  it  was 
unknown  to  Judaism.  What  he  wished 
now  to  insist  upon  was  that,  if  this  mar- 
riage was  not  immoral,  it  was  still  im- 
penect  in  principle.  Such  a  step  was 
a  retrogprade  step,  going  back  beyond 
anything  that  was  known  of  law.  It 
would,  in  fact,  constitute  in  public 
opinion  an  inferior  class  of  marriages, 
^fore  he  went  further  on  this  subject, 
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he  yentured  to  declare  that  the  con- 
sciences of  the  poor  on  this  subject  in 
no  way  differed  irom  the  consciences  of 
the  rich.  No  doubt,  opinion  would  be 
divided  among  the  poor;  but  he  was 
satisfied  that  the  number  of  the  poor 
who  wished  for  the  Bill  to  pass  was  not 
larger  in  proportion  than  that  of  the 
rich.  The  working  man  was  always 
brought  forward  as  a  sort  of  spectre  on 
occasions  of  this  sort,  or  he  was  thrown 
in  as  an  unknown  quantity  to  make  up 
some  weight  that  was  felt  to  be  too  light 
to  pass  without  him.  But  he  ventured 
to  think  it  was  insulting  to  the  working 
man  to  be  put  forward  in  this  case  as  in 
favour  of  a  Bill  which  really  had  its 
origin  with  a  few  rich  people.  He  recol- 
lected that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(Lord  Bramwell)  who  had  just  sat  down 
said  two  years  ago  that  if  the  prohibition 
was  to  be  found  in  the  Scripture  there 
was  an  end  of  the  matter.  That  state- 
ment made  a  great  impression  on  him 
at  the  time,  because  he  supposed  it  to 
imply  that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
knew  and  bad  accurately  examined 
what  was  in  the  Scripture.  He  found 
himself  considerably  relieved,  how- 
ever, by  one  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord's  arguments  that  evening,  which 
proved  that  in  this  supposition  he 
had  been  mistaken.  He  himself  had 
come  to  the  opposite  conclusion,  based 
not  upon  a  single  text,  but  upon  the 
distinct  construction  of  the  entire  con- 
text. Moreover,  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  had  not  observed  that  there  were 
two  classes  amongst  the  Jews  themselves, 
and  therefore  his  whole  argument,  as  to 
the  interpretation  of  the  Jews,  came  to 
nothing.  Now,  as  to  the  Levitical 
Law,  he  wished  to  inquire  whether  it 
sanctioned  the  idea  of  the  family  we  had 
in  England ;  and  whether  the  Marriage 
Law  in  Leviticus  rested  on  the  same 
foundations  as  the  law  of  England]?  It 
was  an  error  to  suppose  that  the  con- 
troversy turned  upon  one  verse  in  Levi- 
ticus. That  was  a  very  difficult  and  ob- 
scure text ;  the  expression  in  it  on  which 
all  turned  was  continually  used  meta- 
phorically, and  there  were  two  schools 
among  the  Jews,  as  among  other  scholars, 
taking  different  views  as  to  its  force 
here.  The  interpretation  of  the  text  by 
the  Jews,  therefore,  had  no  determining 
weight.  In  support  of  his  case  he  pre- 
ferred to  take  a  broad  and  complete 
view  of   the   principle    of    the    whole 

The  Archbishop  of  CanUrlwry 


chapter.  It  sdid  that  among  the  nationa 
dispossessed  the  law  of  nature,  as  affect- 
ing the  family,  had  been  violated.  Now, 
the  family  treated  of  was  exactly  the 
same  as  existed  in  England  at  this 
moment,  and  therefore  the  law  of  naturt 
referred  to  in  the  chapter  was  appli- 
cable to  the  English  family.  In  the  list 
of  prohibitions,  each  case  stated  in- 
cluded, as  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
himself  maintained,  the  corresponding 
case.  The  series  stated  was  not  the 
double  series.  Thus  a  son  was  forbidden 
to  marry  his  mother  ;  but  it  was  not 
stated  that  a  daughter  was  not  to  marry 
her  father.  No  one  doubted  that  it  was 
included.  The  single  case  was  given  for 
the  aake  of  brevity.  If  one  pair  were 
expressly  forbidden  to  marry,  the  corre- 
sponding pair  were  under  the  same  pro- 
hibition. Throughout,  the  same  meUiod 
of  stating  appeared.  A  brother  was 
forbidden  to  marry  his  brother's  wife ; 
accordingly,  it  was  clear  that  a  sister 
must  not  marry  her  sister's  husband.  If 
it  was  not  meant  that  a  sister  should  not 
marry  her  sister's  husband,  then  either 
the  sister-in-law  was  out  of  the  family, 
while  the  brother-in-law  was  in  it ; 
or  else  she  was  in  the  family,  and  the 
one  sole  person  in  it  to  whom  the  rules 
regulating  the  marriage  relations  of  its 
members  did  not  apply.  The  dilemma 
was  absolute,  and  there  was  no  ground 
for  either  of  those  suppositions.  The 
principle  upon  which  the  prohibited 
marriages  were  forbidden  was  stated 
nearness  of  kin,  and  that  nearness 
of  kin  included  affinity  just  as  it  did  con- 
sanguinity. More  cases  of  affinity  were 
expressly  named  as  forbidden  than  cases 
of  consanguinity.  Not  only  so  ;  the  14th 
verse  laid  down  that  a  man  must  not 
marry  his  father's  brother's  wife  ;  and, 
read  in  conjunction  with  the  6th  versdi 
it  brought  in  express  terms  the  marriage 
of  affinity  into  the  category  of  marriages 
of  consanguinity.  ^'  Thou  shalt  not 
marry  her,  she  is  thine  aunt."  Yet  she 
is  no  blood  relative.  Some  people  said — 
''  If  this  marriage  is  wrong,  what  do  yom 
make  of  the  marriage  which  is  com- 
manded between  a  man  and  the  widow  of 
his  brother  who  has  left  no  children?  " 
His  reply  was  that  the  case  of  this  child- 
lesA  widow  was  not  only  an  ezceptioi^ 
but  that  it  was  treated  as  an  exceptioa. 
The  union  was  never  regarded  as  man- 
riage;  and  the  child  bom  of  it  waa  treated 
as  the  son  of  the  deceased  broths,  whose 
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heir  lie  was.  The  brother  of  the  de- 
ceased man  was  held  bound  to  give  his 
brother  an  heir  to  inherit  his  property, 
and  the  child  was  not  the  heir  of  his  na- 
tural father.  Again,  there  was  only  one 
instance  of  the  application  of  this  law  in 
the  Scriptures.  It  was  in  the  Book  of 
Buth ;  and  the  person  who  married  the 
deceased  man's  widow  was  not  his 
brother,  but  a  near  relation.  Then,  as 
to  the  argument  based  on  the  statement 
that  husband  and  wife  were  one  flesh. 
Whatever  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
might  rule,  it  was  by  no  means  clear  that 
physiologists  felt  certain  that  the  expres- 
sion was  wholly  a  metaphor ;  but  sup- 
posing it  were,  metaphors  were  used  to 
illustrate  principles,  and  the  principle 
which  this  one  illustrated  was  that  the 
two  heads  of  the  family  must  not  marry 
blood  relations.  It  affected  no  one 
else.  It  was  absurd  to  deduce  from 
this,  as  some  people  did,  in  order  to 
throw  ridicule  on  the  one-flesh  argument, 
that  the, relations  of  the  wife  must  not 
marry  tlie  relations  of  the  husband. 
But  BOW,  setting  aside  the  inferences  to 
be  dra^fu  from  Scripture,  was  it  expe- 
dient that  the  Bill  should  pass  ?  Was  it 
expedient  that  the  Legislature  should 
create  an  isolated  dass  of  marriaffes 
which  would  be  held  by  a  large  portion 
ot  the  community  to  be  a  violation  of 
the  family  tie  and  of  Scripture  ?    The 

freatest  happiness  of  the  greatest  num- 
er,  the  principle  upon  which  all  social 
legislation  ought  to  be  undertaken, 
woidd  not  be  promoted  by  this  measure. 
That  would  be  a  grievous  day  when,  ac- 
cording to  the  consciences  of  the  large 
population,  represented  by  the  moral 
and  religious  teachers  of  the  nation. 
Nonconformists  as  well  as  Churchmen, 
the  Divine  law  and  the  law  of  England 
should  be  at  variance.  He  did  not  be- 
lieve that  any  earnest  Nonconformist 
would  strive  to  wound  the  Ohurch  for 
eake  of  gisdning  a  momentary  triumph. 
But  supposing  that  the  Church's  in- 
fluence could  be  lessened  by  the  accept- 
ance of  legislation  such  as  was  pro- 
posed, what  would  be  the  next  step? 
The  views  of  the  Church  having  been 
disregarded,  what  set  of  opinions  could 
afterwards  be  sure  of  respect  ?  Any  in- 
crease of  happiness  that  the  passing  of 
the  Bill  would  create  would  be  bought 
at  the  price  of  very  heavy  sorrow,  for  it 
would  caUse  the  breaking  up  of  many 
homes.  He  had  received  many  letters 
on  this  subject— one  of  them  from  a 


lady,  who  wrote  that  she  had  recently 
recovered  from  an  illness,  during  three 
weeks  of  which  she  was  hanging  be- 
tween life  and  death;  she  had  two 
sisters  devoted  as  sisters  to  her  husband 
and  children,  but  they  would  never  con- 
sent to  All  her  place  ;  she  had  known 
that  if  she  died  those  sisters  would  have 
remained  and  mothered  her  children ; 
but  if  the  Bill  were  to  pass  they  must 
leave  the  house,  and  there  would  be 
I  no  one  to  take  care  of  her  orphans. 
There  were  many  similar  cases  to  this. 
I  On  the  other  hand,  if  the  Bill  passed, 
I  there  would,  no  doubt,  be  rejoicing  on 
the  part  of  the  few  who  had  broken  the 
law,  rejoicing  at  the  triumph  over  the 
experience  of  so  many  civilized  ages; 
the  rejoicing  of  persons  who  had  sacri- 
ficed their  reputation  and  risked  all  on 
the  prospect  that  the  old  law  of  England 
might  be  changed.  But,  even  if  the  law 
were  changed,  these  marriages,  however 
legal,  would  never  be  as  other  marriages 
in  the  view  of  almost  all  earnest  religious 
people ;  they  would  still  be,  as  they  were 
new,  ashes  in  the  mouth. 

On  Question,  That  ("now")  stand 
part  of  the  Motion  ?  Their  Lordships 
divided  :—GonteniQ  127;  Not-Contents 
149:  Majority  22. 
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Truro,  L. 

Tweedmouth,  L. 

Yauz  of  Harro  wden,L . 

Vernon,  L. 

Walsingham,  L. 

Wenlock,  L. 

Wentworth,  L. 

Westbury,  L. 

Wolverton,  L. 

Worlingham,  L.  (E, 
Ooeford.) 


NOT-OONTENTS. 


Canterbury,  L.  Arohp. 
York,  L.  Archp. 

Buckingham  and  Chan- 

dos,  I). 
Grafton,  D. 
Leeds,  l). 
Newcastle,  D. 
Northumberland,  D. 
Richmond,  D. 

Abercom,  M.  {D.Aber- 

corn,) 
Bath,  M. 
Bristol,  M. 
Bute,  M. 
Extter,  M. 
Hertford,  M. 
Salisbury,  M. 

Annesley,  E. 
Aylesford,  E. 
Beauchanip,  E. 
Belmore,  E. 
Buckinghamshire,  £. 
CaixBSyX 


Carnarvon,  E. 
Coventry,  E. 
Dartmouth,  E. 
Devon,  E. 
Doncaster,E.  (7).  Sue- 

clettch    and    QueenS' 

berryA 
Essex,  E. 
Gainsborough,  E. 
Haddington,  £. 
Hardwicke,  E. 
Harewood,  E. 
Harrowby,  E. 
Iddesleigh,  E. 
Luiesborough,  E. 
Lindsay,  E. 
Lindsey,  E. 
Lucan,E. 
Manvers,  E. 
Mar  and  Kellie,  E. 
Morton,  E. 
Mount  Edgcumbe,  E. 
Nelson,  E. 
Northesk,  E. 
Orkney,  E. 
Ponlett,  E, 


Powis,  E. 
Ravensworth,  E. 
Rosse,  E. 
Scarbrough,  £. 
Selbome,  E. 
Sondes,  E. 
Stanhope,  E. 
Strathmore  and  Eing- 

hom,  S. 
TankerviUe,  E. 
Waldegiave,  E. 
Wilton,  E. 

Bangor,  V. 
Bridport,  V. 
Clancarty,  V.  {E,  Clan- 

oarty.) 
Cranbrook,  V. 
HaUfax,  V. 
Hardinffe,  V. 
Hawarden,  V. 
Sidmouth,  Y. 

Bangor,  L.  Bp. 
Bath  and  Wells,  L.  Bp. 
Chester,  L.  Bp. 
Chichester,  L.  Bp. 
Durham,  L.  Bp. 
Gloucester  and  Bristol, 

L.  Bp. 
Hereford,  L.  Bp. 
Lichfield,  L.  Bp. 
Llandaff,  L.  Bp. 
London,  L.  Bp. 
Newcastle,  L.  Bp. 
Oxford,  L.  Bp. 
Rochester,  L.  Bp. 
St.  Albans,  L.  Bp. 
St.  Asaph,  L.  Bp. 
St.  David's,  L.  Bp. 
Truro,  L.  Bp. 
Winchester,  L.  Bp. 

Arundell  of  Wardour, 

Ashford,L.  (r. -Bury.) 
Bagot,  L. 

Balfour  of  Burley,  L. 
Bbichford,  L. 
Botreaux,  L.  {E.  LoU' 

doun.) 
Brancepeth,    L.      ( V, 

Boyne.) 
Braybrooke,  L. 
Brodrick,L.  (T.ifu^. 

t<tn,) 
Brougham  and  Vaux, 

L. 
Carysfort,      L.       (E. 

Carygfort,) 
Chelmsford.  L. 
Clanbrassill,    L.     (E. 

Roden.) 
Clifton,L.  (E.DamUy.) 
Colerid!ge,  L. 


Crewe,  L. 
Denman,  L. 
Deramore,  L. 
Digby,  L. 
Dinevor,  L. 
Douglas,  L.  {E,  JSTmm.) 
Egerton,  L. 
EUenborough,  L. 
Esher,  L. 
Fermanagh,    L.      (K. 

Erne,)     [Telhr,^ 
Forbes,  L. 
Forester,  L. 
Foxford,  L.  {E,  Limte- 

Hek,) 
Gage,  L.    (V.  Oaye.) 
Halsbuxy,  L. 
Hammond,  L. 
Harlech,  L. 
Hartismere,    L.      (£*. 

Jlenniker,)  [Telkr,'} 
Hawke,  L. 
Herries,  L. 
Heyteebury,  L. 
Hillingdon,  L. 
Howard  of  Glossop,  L. 
EenUs,  L.  {M,  Head^ 

Eenyon,  L. 

Ker,  L.  {U,  Lothian,) 

Laming^n,  L. 

Massy,  L. 

Montajg^  of  BeaulieOy 
L. 

Moore,  L.  (if.  Dro^- 
heda.) 

Mostyn,  L. 

North,  L. 

O'Neill,  L. 

Oranmore  and  Browne, 
L. 

Polwarth,  L. 

Ponsonby,  L.  {E,  Beee^ 
borough,) 

Raglan,  L. 

Rayleigh,  L. 

Ross,  L.  {E.  Olaegow,) 

Saint  Oswald,  L. 

Scarsdale,  L. 

SUohester,  L.  (E.  Long' 
ford,) 

Sinclair,  L. 

Somers,  L. 

Stratheden  and  Camp- 
bell, L. 

Sundridge,  L.  (D.  Ar^ 

Templemore,  L. 

Trevor,  L. 

Wigan,  L.  {E.  Craw- 
ford and  Balearree.) 

Windsor,  L. 

Winmarleigh,  L. 

Zouche  of  Haryng- 
worth,  L. 


Beeohed  in  the  negative. 

Bill  to  be  read  2*  on  thie  day  si*  months. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Eight  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

a  (quarter  past  Ten  o'clock, 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Monday^  24th  May^  1886. 


MINUTES.]  —  Sblbct   Committee  —  Divorce 

Bills,  nominated. 
Supply — eonaicUred  in  Committee — £2,266,400, 

on  Account,  Civil  Sebvices  and  Revenue 

Departments;    Abmy     Estimates;    Navy 

Estimates. 
Public   Bills  —  Committee  —  Losses    by    Riot 

(Compensation)*  [209]— r. p. ;  Parliamentary 

Elections   (Returning    Officers)    Act   (1875) 

Amendment*  [211]— b.p. 

QUESTIONS. 


POST  OFFICE— SECRECY  OF 
TELEGRAMS. 

Db.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  Secretary  to*  the  Treasury, 
Whether  the  attention  of  the  Post- 
master General  has  been  called  to  the 
following  statements  made  by  witnesses 
examined  by  Sheriff  Ivory,  and  pub- 
lished by  that  gentleman  in  a  pamphlet 
entitled  **  A  Report  by  the  Sheriff  of 
Inverness,  Nairn,  and  Elgin  to  the 
Commissioners  of  Supply  of  Inverness- 
shire:"— 

"  Deputy  Chief  Constable  Aitchison :  *  When 
he  (Captain  Mahon)  came  he  sent  for  the  In- 
speetor  and  myself,  and  we  met  him  then  and 
on  several  occasions  afterwards.  On  these 
occasions  he  showed  us  various  telegrams,  for 
some  of  which  he  applied  to  Sheriff  Spens  for 
authority  to  show  us,  but  he  had  also  shown 
several  to  us  before  he  got  such  authority  ; 

**  *  A  day  or  two  afterwards  he  came  to  us 

with  a  bundle  of  telegrams I  think 

he  showed  us  these  telegrams  on  this  second 
occasion; 

« *  Captain  Mahon  showed  us  (Inspector  Mac- 
donald  Qillander  and  me)  another  telegram  on 

a  third  occasion I  asked   Captain 

Mahon  to  aUow  me  to  get  a  copy  of  these  tele- 
grams. He  wired  for  leave  to  the  secretary  at 
Edinburgh,  and  he  showed  me  the  reply,  telling 
him  not  to  show  the  telegrams  to  anyone.  I 
then  told  him  he  must  show  them  privately  to 
the  Chief  Constable  at  Inverness  and  to  the 
Sheriff  in  Edinburgh,  and  he  said  he  would 
do  so;' 

**  Deputy  Procurator  Fiscal  Gillander : '  Cap- 
tain Mahon  showed  me  a  teleg^ram.  He  showed 
me  a  batch  of  twenty  or  thirty  telegrams,  all  or 
most  in  different  handwriting,  one  from  the 
Postmaster,  Portree,  and  the  others  from  the 
crofters  and  their  friends.*  " 

whether  Captain  lilahon  is  '^  a  person 
Juiving  official  duties  connected  with  the 
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Post  Office ;  "  and,  if  so,  whether  he  is 
forbidden  by  the  Electric  Telegraph  Act, 
1868,  Section  20,  to  disclose  or  in  any 
way  make  known  the  contents  of  tele- 
grams, except  under  certain  conditions 
prescribed  in  the  Act ;  whether  in  any, 
and,  if  so,  in  how  many,  of  the  instances 
quoted  Captain  Mahon  had  obtained  the 
authority  prescribed  by  Law  for  the  pro- 
duction of  the  telegrams ;  and,  if  their 
production  was  made  without  legal  au- 
thority, what  steps  the  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral proposes  to  take  for  the  vindication 
of  the  provisions  made  by  Law  for  the 
secrecy  of  telegrams  and  the  punishment 
of  Post  Office  officials  who  disclose  their 
contents  or  those  who  induce  such  offi- 
cials to  make  such  disclosure  ? 

Thb  SECRETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Hbnby  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.):  In  producing  these 
telegrams,  without  the  necessary  legal 
authority  for  so  doing,  Mr.  Mahon,  who 
is  an  Assistant  Surveyor  of  the  Post 
Office,  acted  under  a  mistaken  sense  of 
his  duty.  He  believed  that  in  showing 
the  telegrams  to  the  police  he  was  not 
only  not  contravening  the  law,  but  fur- 
thering the  ends  of  justice.  Mr.  Mahon 
has  been  informed  that  he  was  in  no 
way  authorized  to  disclose  the  telegrams 
in  question;  but  the  Postmaster  General 
is  advised  that  in  the  circumstances  it 
would  not  be  proper  to  institute  pro- 
ceedings against  him  under  the  Tele- 
graph Acts. 

Br.  CAMERON  said,  that  on  the 
Civil  Service  Vote  for  the  Telegraphs 
he  would  call  attention  to  that  matter. 


ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY— 
PENSIONS. 

Sir  THOMAS  ESMONDE  (Dublin 
Co.,  S.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  "Whether 
men  of  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary 
retiring  on  superannuation  allowance 
are  curtailed  in  their  pensions  for 
offences  in  respect  of  which  they  have 
been  already  punished;  whether  a  Com- 
mittee appointed  in  1882  to  inquire  into 
the  grievances  of  the  force  recommended 
that  no  member  of  the  force  should  be 
curtailed  in  his  pension  whose  record 
had  been  free  for  five  years  previous  to 
his  retirement ;  whether  the  finding  of 
the  said  Committee  was  approved  of 
by  Gbvemment;  and,  what  action  will 
be  taken  with  regard  to  any  members 
of    the    Royal  Irish   Constabulary  to 
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whom  the  fiading  of  the  said  Oommittee 
would  apply  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne):  The  rule 
of  the  force,  based  upon  the  Report  of 
the  Committee  of  1882,  is  that  uniayour- 
able  records  followed  by  continued  good 
conduct  shall  have,  as  a  rule,  no  effect 
upon  pension.  The  Pension  Board,  in 
considering  each  case  under  this  rule, 
make  their  recommendation  upon  all 
the  facts  represented  to  them ;  and  I  am 
informed  that  it  is  their  practice  to  act 
upon  the  rule  in  a  manner  characterized 
by  leniency  rather  than  strictness.  There 
are,  of  course,  instances  in  which,  owing 
to  misconduct,  not  followed  by  a  term  of 
good  behaviour,  the  pension  is  curtailed  ; 
and  the  Inspector  General  informs  me 
that  cases  sometimes  occur  in  which  men 
of  bad  character  become  entitled  to,  and 
claim  to  retire  on,  pensions,  although  a 
short  time  previously  they  had  been 
warned  for  dismissal.  In  such  cases  it 
would,  of  course,  be  manifestly  unjust 
that  the  pension  should  he  the  same  as 
that  ffiven  to  men  of  exemplary  charac- 
ter ;  but  cases  of  this  nature,  I  am  as- 
sured, are  quite  exceptional. 

INCOME  TAX  (GREAT  BRITAIN  AND 
IRELAND). 

SiBJOSEPHM*KENNA(Monaghan, 
S.)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
with  reference  to  the  incomes  set  forth 
in  the  Statistical  Abstract  for  England, 
Scotland,  and  Ireland  respectively, 
under  Schedule  (B.),  Whether  (apart 
from  all  deductions  and  allowances) 
there  are  in  fact  incomes  under  that 
Schedule  in  Ireland  which  exceed  in 
gross  amount  a  fifth  of  the  gross  amount 
of  incomes  under  the  like  Schedule  for 
England ;  and,  whether,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  gross  amount  of  incomes  under 
Schedule  (B)  in  Ireland  exceed  by  more 
than  30  per  cent,  the  gross  amount  of 
incomes  under  the  like  Schedule  in 
Scotland  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Hbwry  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton,  E.):  I  have  to  answer  both 
the  Questions  put  by  my  hon.  Friend  in 
the  affirmative. 

SCOTLAND— ISLAND   OF   SKTE— 
SCHOOL  AND  POOR  RATES. 

Mb.  eraser,  mackintosh 
(Argyll)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whe- 
ther the  Returns  promised  by  the  Se- 

Sir  Thomas  Esmandc 


cretary  for  Scotland  on  1st  March  last, 
showing  the  arrears  in  the  Island  of 
Skye  of  School  and  Poor  rates,  under 
the  heads  of  landlords,  tenanta  paying 
over  £30  a-year  of  rent, .  and  tenants 
under  £30,  will  now  be  laid  upon  the 
Table,  and  brought  down  to  30th  April 
last? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  The  in- 
formation in  the  possessiofi  of  the  Trea- 
sury and  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  will 
be  laid  on  the  Table  shortly.  If  any 
further  information  is  obtained  on  the 
same  subject  it  will  also  be  laid. 

CRIME    AND    OUTRAGE    (IRELAND)— 
DISTURBANCES  NEAR  COOKSTOWN. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Londonderry,  S.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Is  it  the  fact 
that,  on  15th  May,  some  Derry  Catholics 
returning  from  Gookstown  market  were 
set  upon  without  provocation  and  badly 
beaten  by  the  Orangemen  of  Coagh, 
county  Tyrone,  and  that  a  woman  named 
Rooney  was  dangerously  cut  on  the 
head ;  were  the  Orangemen,  although 
fully  identified,  adn^itted  to  bail  by  Mr. 
Nagle,  R.M.,  although  one  of  them, 
Nesbitt,  was  proved  to  have  fired 
several  shots  from  a  revolver,  and  al- 
though the  police  protested,  and  pro- 
duced a  doctor's  certificate  as  to  the 
dangerous  condition  of  the  wounded 
men  and  woman ;  and,  can  he  state  what 
is  the  practice  as  to  bail  in  the  South  of 
Ireland  in  similar  cases  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Moeley)  rNewcastle-on-Tyne):  A'rather 
serious  collision  took  place  on  thei  occa- 
sion mentioned  in  the  Questipp  rbetween 
a  party  of  Catholics  and  a  party  of  Pro-. 
testants,  and  some  severe  mjuries  were 
inflicted  upon  two  persons,  one  of  each* 
party,  who  have  since  been  certified  ta 
be  in  danger.  As  is  usual  in  such  bases, 
each  party  blames  the  other  as  the 
aggressors.  The  matter  will  be  investi- 
gated at  Petty  Sessions  to-morrow.  Mem- 
bers of  both  parties  were  attested  by 
the  police  at  the  time,  and  were  brought 
before  Mr.  Nagle,  the  Resident  Magis- 
trate, who,  in  the  execQise  of  his  disore^ 
tion,  took  bail  for  the  appearance  of  the 
accused  on  both  sides. 

ARMS  (IRELAND)  ACT— LICENCES. 
Mb.  GILHOOLY  (Ooflc,  W.)  asked  th« 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  laeutenmt  ht 
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Ireland,  If  it  is  true  that  two  guns  which 
have  been  seized  at  the  house  of  a  man 
named  Denis  Murphy,  who  resides  at 
Denyerkane  ^ear  Bantry),  have  been 
returned;  if  Murphy  or  his  sons  had 
licences  empoweriug  them  to  keep  these 
guns  at  the  time  they  were  seized ;  if 
Messrs.  Cronin  and  Warburton,  both 
resident  magistrates,  distinctly  stated 
that  the  guns  would  not  be  returned  to 
the  Murphys ;  if  Mr.  Oronin  further 
stated  that,  from  what  he  knew  of 
Timothy  Murphy,  he  considered  he  was 
not  a  fit  person  to  be  entrusted  with 
firearms ;  if,  in  opposition  to  the  wishes 
of  the  resident  magistrates,  Messrs.  J. 
W.  Payne  and  J.  E.  Barrett,  both  local 
justices  of  the  peace,  have  signed  certifi- 
cates for  Denis  Murphy,  junior,  and 
Timothy  Murphy,  enabling  them  to  pro- 
cure licences  to  carry  firearms ;  whether 
Denis  Murphy,  junior,  awaits  his  trial 
at  the  next  assizes  to  be  holden  in  the 
city  of  Cork  for  firing  at,  with  intent  to 
kill,  a  respectable  young  man  named 
William  Cottes ;  if  the  police  are  aware 
that  Denis  Murphy,  junior,  and  Timothy 
Murphy  have  on  various  occasions  pre- 
sented revolvers  and  threatened  to  shoot 
various  persons;  and,  if  the  above  state- 
ments are  true,  whether  the  licences 
given  to  the  Murphys  will  be  revoked, 
and  the  attention  of  the  Lord  Chancellor 
will  be  called  to  the  action  of  the  local 
magistrates  in  connection  with  this 
matter  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) :  On  April 
80  last  the  police  seized  two  guns  in  the 
house  of  Denis  Murphy,  senior,  as  he 
had  no  licences  to  keep  them.  Subse- 
quently his  two  sons  obtained  the  usual 
recommendations  from  Messrs.  Somers- 
Payne  and  Barrett,  were  granted  licences 
limited  to  their  father's  farm,  and  had 
the  guns  returned.  A  prosecution  is  pend- 
ing against  the  father  for  having  these 
arms  without  a  licence.  The  Resident 
Magistrates  did  not  state  that  the  guns 
would  not  be  returned,  and  Mr.  Cronin' s 
observation  was,  I  believe,  to  the  effect 
that  Timothy  Murphy  was  an  untrust- 
"worthy  person.  Mr.  Warburton  had  no 
option,  under  the  sub- section  of  the  Act, 
but  to  give  the  licences  on  the  certificate 
of  two  magistrates.  That  sub-section 
the  Government  propose  to  omit  from 
the  Continuance  Act.  I  understand, 
however,  that  it  was  not  in  opposition 
to  Mr.  Warburton's  wish  that  the  li« 

YOL.  OOOY.      [thisd  ssaiss.] 


cences  were  given.  The  question  of  re* 
voking  Denis  Murphy,  junior's,  licence 
must  await  the  result  of  his  trial.  The 
police  are  not  aware  that  on  various 
occasions  the  Murphys  presented  re- 
volvers and  threatened  to  shoot  several 
persons. 

ADMIRALTY— PAY  OF  COASTGUARDS- 
MEN. 

The  Eabl  of  MARCH  (Sussex,  Chi- 
chester) asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty, If  he  can  see  his  way  to  re- 
commend that  Coast  Guardsmen  should 
not  be  deprived  of  the  two  pence  per 
diem  increase  of  pay  which  seamen 
become  entitled  to  after  ten  years'  ser- 
vice? 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  Hibbert)  (Oldham) :  This 
question  has  been  very  frequently  con- 
sidered ;  but  I  do  not  thiuk  I  should  be 
justified  in  holding  out  any  hopes  to  the 
noble  Lord  that  the  2d,  a-day,  re-en- 
gaged pay,  can  be  allowed  to  the  Coast- 
guard. This  pay  is  granted  as  an  in- 
ducement to  men  who  serve  in  all  parts 
of  the  world  to  re-engage.  Moreover, 
the  conditions  of  pay  as  well  as  of 
service  in  the  Coastguard  differ  very 
materially  from  those  of  the  Meet. 
The  applications  for  entry  are  very 
numerous,  showing  that  in  spite  of  the 
present  regulations  as  regards  pay  it  is 
not  an  unpopular  branch  of  the  Ser- 
vice. 

GOVERNMENT  OF  IRELAND  BILL— 
THE  CIVIL  SERVANTS. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  (Shrop- 
shire, Oswestry)  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  will  lay  before  Parliament 
a  complete  list  of  the  Civil  Service 
appointments  which,  under  the  Bill  for 
the  future  government  of  Ireland,  are 
to  be  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  future 
Irish  Government,  together  with  the 
salaries  or  wages  attached  to  them ; 
and,  whether  any  provision  will  be 
made  to  give  the  present  holders  of 
such  situations  redress  in  case  of  dis- 
missal for  political  reasons  ? 

The  chief  SECRETAEY  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  (Newcastle  -  on  -  Tyne)  :  I 
really  do  not  think  it  would  be  reason- 
able to  put  upon  the  Public  Departments, 
whose  time  is  already  pretty  fVilly  oecu  - 
pied,  the  duty  of  preparing  a  list  which, 
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as  I  have  preyioaalj  explained  to  my 
hon.  Friend,  is  already  practically  given 
in  the  Oivil  Service  Estimates.  The 
intention  is  that  the  whole  of  the  Oivil 
servants  in  Ireland,  with  the  exception 
of  those  who  may  be  in  the  service  of 
the  Imperial  Government^  will  be  under 
the  Government  of  Ireland,  and  provi- 
sion is  made  in  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House  to  meet  the  case  of  those  whose 
services  may  be  dispensed  with. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  asked 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
object  to  the  number  and  a  lump  sum 
being  given,  which  it  would  not  perhaps 
take  so  much  time  for  the  Office  to  fur- 
nish? 

Me.  JOHN  MORLEY :  No.  I  think 
I  might  supply  the  hon.  Gentleman  with 
that  amount  of  information  if  he  would 
put  another  Question  in  a  day  or  two. 

POLICE  SUPERANNUATION  BILL. 

Mb.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  If  he  will 
name  the  day  upon  which  he  will  in- 
troduce the  Police  Superannuation  Bill, 
which  it  was  anticipated  would  be 
brought  in  at  the  latest  immediately 
after  Easter,  and  if  the  Scotch  Police 
will  be  included  in  its  provisions  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Childkes)  (Edinburgh,  S.):  I  presume 
the  hon.  Member  was  not  in  the  House 
when  I  recently  stated,  in  reply  to  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Essex 
(Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson),  that 
having  been  pledged  to  bring  in  four 
Bills  after  Easter  I  had  already  brought 
in  two,  that  I  should  in  a  few  days  ask 
leave  to  bring  in  a  third — the  Quarries 
Bill — and  after  that  would  come  the 
Pensions  Bill.  I  have  nothing  to  add 
to-day  to  this  answer. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— EDENDERRY 
INFIRMARY. 
Mb.  BIGGAR  (Cavan,  W.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  a  man  named 
Delahunt  was  admitted  to  the  Eden- 
derry  Infirmary,  and  left  nine  hours 
without  medical  attendance,  though 
known  to  be  in  a  critical  condition; 
whether  the  said  Delahunt  died  sixteen 
hours  after  admission ;  whether  the 
medical  officer  was  absent  on  this  and 
several  other  occasions  without  the  per- 
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mission  of  the  Board  of  Guardians; 
and,  whether  he  will  direct  the  Local 
Government  Board  to  institute  a  sworn 
inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  the  said 
medical  officer  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Jomr 
Morley)  (Newcastle  -  on  -  Tyne) :  It 
appears  that  Delahunt  was  admitted  to 
the  workhouse  at  1  o'clock  on  Sunday, 
April  11,  and  the  doctor  was  sent  for, 
but  was  unable  to  attend,  as  he  had 
received  a  sick  call  and  did  not  return 
until  7  in  the  evening.  He  then  visited 
the  patient,  who  died  at  4  o'clock  on 
the  following  morning.  The  police  did 
not  see  any  necessity  for  an  inquest. 
The  Local  Government  Board  are  not 
aware  that  this  medical  officer  is  in 
the  habit  of  absenting  himself  without 
notice.  The  case  does  not  appear  to 
the  Local  Government  Board  to  call  for 
further  inquiry. 

NAVY  (ORDNANCE,  &c.)-NAVAL 
GDNS. 

CoMMANDBB  BETHELL  (York,  E.R., 
Holdemess)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  any  heavy 
guns,  of  35-tons  and  upwards,  have 
recently  been  subjected  to  a  course  of 
firing  under  such  circumstances  of  con- 
tinuity and  rapidity  as  may  reasonably 
be  supposed  they  would  be  called  upon 
to  undergo  in  action ;  what  guns  have 
been  so  tested ;  and,  have  the  results 
proved  satisfactory  ? 

The  surveyor  GENERAL  op 
ORDNANCE  (Mr.  Woodall)  (Hanley) 
(who  replied) :  The  guns  to  which  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  refers  are  pre- 
sumably the  12-inch.  These  have  been 
tested  at  Shoeburyness  and  on  board  Her 
Majesty'sships  jETani^,  Coiossus,  Conqueror^ 
and  Collingwoody  in  addition  to  the  usual 
proof  rounds.  Thirty-three  rounds  were 
fired  in  the  Sandy  from  one  g^n,  1 6  in 
one  day;  10  rounds  from  each  of  the 
four  guns  of  the  Colosstu,  the  practice 
extending  over  two  consecutive  days; 
13  rounds  on  one  day  from  the  two  g^uns 
of  the  Conqueror  ;  and  12  rounds  on  one 
day  from  each  gun  of  the  CoUingwood'e 
fore  turret.  It  may  be  observed  that 
the  12- inch  guns  for  land  service  of  the 
same  design  have  been  similarly  tested. 
The  gun  at  present  at  Shoeburyness 
has  fired  108  rounds,  15  in  one  day,  and 
is  in  good  condition.  The  other  heavy 
breech-loading  guns  at  present  in  the 
Navy  are  the  8-inoh  and  9'2-inoh.  Th^sQ 
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have  been  similarly  tested.  One  of  the 
former  fired  67  rounds  of  battering 
charges  in  one  day,  the  last  five  being 
in  4^-  minutes.  One  of  the  latter  fired 
20  rounds  in  one  day,  the  last  eight 
being  delivered  within  1 0  minutes. 

Commander  BETHELL  inquired  whe- 
ther the  guns  had  been  allowed  con- 
tinuously to  heat  ? 

Mr.  WOODALL  said,  he  thought 
that  the  answer  he  had  given  was  con- 
clusive in  regard  to  that  point— namely, 
that  eight  rounds  had  been  fired  within 
10  minutes,  and  five  rounds  within  4^ 
minutes. 

Mr.  OARBUTT  (Monmouth,  &c.) 
asked  whether  there  had  been  full 
charges  in  each  instance  ? 

Mr.  WOODALL  said,  that  he  did  not 
know  positively,  but  presumably  they 
had  been  the  ordinary  charges. 

EDUCATION    DEPARTMENT  -  RELI- 
GIOUS INSTRUCTION  IN  SCHOOL 
BOARD   SCHOOLS. 

Sir  E.  ASSHETON  CROSS  (Lan- 
cashire, S.W.,  Newton)  asked  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council, 
Why  the  Return  to  an  Address  of  this 
House  as  to  the  provision  made  by  each 
School  Board  in  England  and  Wales  re- 
specting religious  teaching  and  religious 
observances  in  School  Board  schools, 
which  has  just  been  presented,  has  been 
presented  in  such  a  very  imperfect  state 
as  compared  with  like  Returns  asked  for 
in  1874  and  1879 ;  and,  what  steps  the 
Government  propose  to  take  to  make  the 
fieturn  complete. 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Lyon 
PiiAypair)  (Leeds,  S.) :  A  Return  moved 
for  by  Lord  Colchester  was  made  to  the 
House  of  Lords  in  1884,  No.  1.  The 
£eturn  just  presented  is  a  Continuation 
£etum  and  as  such  is  complete. 

SECRET  SERVICE  MONEY. 

Mr.  ALBERT  GREY  (Northumber- 
land, Tyneside)  asked  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  What  are 
the  sums  of  public  money  handed  over 
annually  to  the  Parliamentary  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury,  apart  from 
liis  salary ;  whether  any  portion  of  such 
money  is  exempt  from  the  scrutiny  of 
Government  audit;  whether  it  is  true 
that  a  large  proportion  of  such  money 
is  regularly  applied  to  electioneering  or 
party  purposes ;  and  undor  what  Act  or 


Votes  the  power  is  derived  which  places 
such  money  at  the  disposal  of  the  Par- 
liamentary Secretary  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henry  H.  Powler)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  :  A  sum  of  £10,000  is 
handed  over  annually  to  the  Parliamen- 
tary Secretary  to  the  Treasury  under  the 
Act  1  Vict,  c.  2.  This  sum  is  granted 
for  Secret  Service,  and  the  expenditure 
of  it  is  in  consequence  not  subjected 
to  the  scrutiny  of  the  Comptroller  and 
Auditor  General.  The  money  being 
granted  for  Secret  Service,  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  has  no  infor- 
mation as  to  the  objects  to  which  it  is 
applied.  The  sum  in  question  is  placed 
at  the  disposal  of  the  Parliamentary 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  under  the 
authority  of  Section  15  of  1  &  2  Vict. 
c.  2,  which  enacts  that  it  shall  be  lawful 
for  the  Commissioners  of  the  Treasury  to 
direct  the  issue  out  of  the  said  Consoli- 
dated Fund,  to  such  person  or  persons 
as  shall  be  named  in  any  warrant  or 
warrants  under  their  hands  to  receive 
the  same,  the  sum  of  £10,000  in  each 
and  every  year,  to  be  applied  to  the  same 
purposes  and  under  the  same  authority 
as  the  sum  of  £10,000  per  annum  for- 
merly charged  upon  the  4th  Class  of  the 
Civil  List  for  Home  Secret  Service  has 
heretofore  been  applied.  The  subject  of 
Secret  Service  has  been  before  the  Com- 
mittee of  Public  Accounts,  and  it  has 
also  been  before  the  late  and  present 
Governments,  and  a  Treasury  Minute 
has  been  passed,  of  which  the  following 
are  the  material  portions : — After  a  re- 
cital that  the  Treasury  has  had  under 
consideration  the  remarks  made  by  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee  in  their 
second  Report,  dated  July,  1885,  on  the 
expenditure  out  of  the  Vote  for  Secret 
Service,  and  also  of  the  sum  charged  for 
the  same  purpose  upon  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  and  after  a  statement  that  under 
the  arrangements  made  with  regard  to 
this  Vote,  in  pursuance  of  the  Exchequer 
and  Audit  Act,  the  duty  of  the  Treasury 
is  practically  restricted  to  obtaining  from 
the  Ministers  who  expend  the  money, 
certificates  of  the  amount  spent,  to  serve 
instead  of  vouchers  for  the  expenditure, 
the  Minute  proceeds — 

"  In  pursuance  of  this  duty,  my  Lords  pro- 
pose that  this  certificate  should  in  future  be 
worded  as  follows — *  I  hereby  certify  that  the 
amount  actually  expended  by  me,  or  under  my 
directions,  for  Secret  Service  in  the  year  ended . 
3l8t  March  18-,  ^aM,^„„  ,,efc?f4J^J^le 
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balance  in  my  hands  on  the  said  31st  March  was 
£  .    And  I  farther  solemnlj  declare  that 

the  whole  of  the  sum  so  expended  has  been  paid 
for  purposes  to  which,  in  my  belief,  Parliament 
intended  that  Secret  Service  money  may  be 
applied,  and  that  no  part  of  the  same  has  been 
paid  for  any  service  which  has  been  or  could 
properly  have  been  provided  by  an  ordinary 
Vote  of  Parliament.'  My  Lords  further  con- 
sider that  it  will  be  right  to  extend  the  rule 
which  applies  to  Voted  Secret  Service  to  the 
sum  charged  on  the  Consolidated  Fund  for 
similar  purposes ;  and  they  will  instruct  their 
Parliamentary  Secretary  accordingly." 

Mr.  BRODEIOK  (Surrey,  Guilford) : 
May  I  ask  if  any  balance  has  ever  been 
surrendered;  and,  if  so,  what  balance 
was  surrendered  on  31st  March  last  ? 

Mb.  henry  H.  fowler  :  I  in- 
formed the  House  that,  being  Secret 
Service  money,  the  Financial  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  is  in  a  hopeless  state  of 
ignorance  on  the  subject. 

Mb.  BOORD  (Greenwich) :  What  is 
the  date  of  the  Treasury  Minute  ? 

Mb.  henry  H.  FOWLER:  I  can- 
not give  the  exact  date,  but  it  is  within 
the  last  six  weeks  or  two  months. 

Sib  JULIAN  GOLDSMID  (St.  Pan- 
eras,  S.) :  The  hon.  Gentleman  stated 
that  the  Lords  Commissioners  of  the 
Treasury  were  to  say  by  warrant  to 
whom  this  money  was  to  be  paid.  T 
would  ask  has  any  warrant  been  signed 
by  them  saying  it  is  to  be  paid  to  the 
Financial  Secretary  ? 

Mb.  henry  H.  FOWLER:  Since 
Mr.  Burke  passed  the  Act,  in  1782,  it 
has  always  been  paid  to  the  Parlia- 
mentary Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

Mb.MITOHELL  henry  (Glasgow, 
Blackfriars) :  In  consequences  of  the 
answers  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  I  beg 
to  give  Notice  that  on  the  earliest  op- 
portunity I  will  move — 

"  That  it  would  be  an  abuse,  and  contrary  to 
public  policy,  that  any  money  raised  by  taxation 
should  be  expended  by  the  Government  of  the 
day  for  election  purposes." 

NORTH  AMERICA  — OANADL^ 
FISHERIES. 
Sm  FREDERICK  STANLEY  (Lan- 
cashire, N.,  Blackpool)  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  he  is  able  to  give  to  the 
House  any  further  information  as  to  the 
recent  fishery  disputes  in  North  Ame- 
rica; and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Oto- 
yernment  are  ready  to  offer  their  assist- 
ance towards  the  friendly  settlement  of 
such  questions  between  the   Dominion 
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Qovemment  of  Canada  and  the  United 
States  Government  as  have  now  arisen, 
or  may  hereafter  arise,  under  the  terms 
of  the  Convention  of  1818,  or  other- 
wise? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  (Den- 
bighshire,  E.) :  The  circumstances  under 
which  the  American  schooner  David  J. 
Adams  was  seized  by  the  Canadian  Au- 
thorities were  detailed  by  me  to  the 
House  on  May  13  in  an  answer  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Central  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Howard  Vincent).  They  were  given  in 
a  telegram  received  from  the  Governor 
General  of  Canada  on  the  preceding  day, 
which  I  read  to  the  House.  A  despatch 
which  we  have  subsequently  received 
substantially  confirms  this  telegram. 
Since  then  another  American  vessel,  the 
jaila  Doughty,  is  stated  in  the  newspapers 
to  have  been  seized ;  but  we  have  as  yet 
no  official  information  on  the  subject  of 
this  seizure.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  been  informed  by  telegram  that  a 
despatch  i^m  our  Minister  at  Washing- 
ton, embodying  a  communication  from 
the  United  States  Government  on  the 
Canadian  Fishery  Question,  is  on  its  way 
to  this  country.  That  communication, 
when  it  arrives,  will  be  considered  by 
the  Government  in  a  friendly  spirit  and 
with  a  due  regard  for  the  complete 
maintenance  of  the  fishery  rights  of  our 
Canadian  fellow-subjects.  I  hope,  there- 
fore, before  long  to  be  in  a  position  to 
give  the  House  further  information  on 
the  subject. 

ARMY  QUARTERMASTERS. 

Colonel  DUNCAN  (Finsbury,  Hoi- 
bom)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  he  intends  doing  any- 
thing with  reference  to  Army  Quarter- 
masters, by  way  of  improving  both  their 
position  while  serving  and  the  rules  as 
to  their  pensions  on  retirement  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Campbell  -  Bannerman)  (Stirling,  &c.): 
The  position  of  the  Army  Quarter- 
masters was  considered  in  1881,  and  a 
Warrant  was  issued  improving  it  in 
many  respects.  It  has  now  been  repre- 
sented that  in  some  points  that  Warrant 
has  not  been  completely  satisfactory; 
and  having  received  a  statement  on  the 
subject,  I  invited  one  or  two  officers  of 
the  Department  to  examine  and  report 
upon  it.  I  have  received  their  Report, 
and  it  is  now  being  considered, 
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INLAND  REVENUE  — INCOME  TAX  ON 
FOREIGN  RESIDENTS. 
Colonel  HUGHES-HALLETT  (Eo- 
chester)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
!Bzchequer,  Whether,  in  the  case  of 
Foreigners  marrying  English  subjects 
and  permanently  residing  in  England, 
lie  will  take  into  consideration  the  justice 
of  exempting  them  from  payment  of  the 
Income  Tax  which  is  levied  in  this 
Country  on  their  incomes  deriyed  from 

{roperty  in  their  own  Country,  where  an 
ncome  Tax  has  already  been  imposed  ? 
TheCHANCELLOE  of  the  EXOHE- 
ClTJBE(Sir  WilliamHabcottrt)  (Derby): 
An  English  subject  owning  property 
abroad  would  pay  Income  Tax  upon  the 
reyenue  he  derived  from  it  here,  and  a 
foreigner  residino^  here  and  owning  pro- 
perty abroad  unaer  the  same  conditions 
would  be  required  to  pay  Income  Tax  in 
thisoountry. 

EVICTIONS    (SCOTLAND)— ARDNA- 
MURCHAN. 

Mb.  MACFAELANE  (Argyll)  asked 
the  Lord  Advocate,  If  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  eviction  of  a 
tenant  named  Henderson,  in  Ardna- 
murchan,  by  a  body  of  soldiers  and 
sheriffs'  officers ;  whether  his  wife,  who 
was  ill  in  bed,  was  carried  into  the  open 
air  by  the  soldiers,  and  left  with  her 
children  without  shelter ;  and,  if  he  will 
cause  inquiry  to  be  made  as  to  the  causes 
which  have  led  to  this  operation  of  the 
Law,  which  has  created  much  feeling  in 
the  district  ? 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfottb)  (Clackmannan,  &c.),  in  reply, 
said,  that  Notice  of  this  Question  was 
only  given  on  Saturday,  and  he  had  not 
yet  been  able  to  obtain  any  information 
on  the  subject. 

TECHNICAL  INSTRUCTION  IN  BOARD 
SCHOOLS. 
Sib  BEENHAED  SAMUELSON 
(Oxfordshire,  Banbury)  asked  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  fact  that,  in  one  of  the  Board 
Schools  of  London  (the  Beethoven 
Street  School),  where  workshop  instruc- 
tion is  given  to  boys  in  the  Seventh 
Standard  during  a  certain  portion  of  the 
regular  School  hours,  the  time  so  occu- 
pied is  not  allowed  to  count  in  the 
register  of  attendance,  thereby  causing 
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a  reduction  of  the  grant  for  average 
attendance ;  and,  whether,  pending  the 
consideration  which  he  has  promised  to 
give  to  a  grant  for  technical  instruction 
of  this  kind  by  the  Science  and  Art 
Department,  he  will  at  any  rate  give 
directions  that  it  shall  not  cause  a  reduc- 
tion in  the  income  of  this  and  similar 
Schools? 

The  vice  PEESIDENT  (Sir  Lyon 
PuLYPAiB)  (Leeds,  S.) :  The  rule  applied 
in  the  Beethoven  Street  School  is  accord- 
ing to  the  Code,  inasmuch  as  workshop 
instruction  does  not  fall  within  the  sub- 
jects for  which  grants  can  be  made 
according  to  Articles  15,  16,  17 ;  and  I 
am  not  empowered  under  the  Code  to 
authorize  any  s^ant  to  be  paid  in 
respect  of  attendance  at  workshop  in- 
struction. 


NAVY— H.M.S.  "  COLLINGWOOD  '*— 
BURSTING  OF  A  OUN. 

Mr.  SEAGEE  hunt  (Marylebone, 
W.)  asked  the  Surveyor  General  of  Ord- 
nance, Whether,  in  consequence  of  the 
uneasiness  created  in  the  public  mind 
by  the  bursting  of  the  gun  on  board 
H.M.S.  CoUingwood^  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment will  grant  a  Eoyal  Commission 
to  inquire  into  and  Eeport  upon  the 
design  and  construction  of  our  modem 
ordnance  ? 

The  SUEVEYOE  GENEEAL  of 
OEDNANCE  (Mr.  Woodall)  (Hanley): 
I  must  refer  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  the 
replies  already  made  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  and  by  myself,  speci- 
fying the  Ordnance  Committee  with 
associated  members  as  the  tribunal  to 
which  had  been  referred  the  causes  of 
the  recent  failure  of  a  43-ton  ^un. 
Until  the  Eeport  of  that  Committee 
shall  be  received  no  other  action  can  be 
taken. 

NAVY— H.M.S.  "  CALYPSO." 
Captain  VEENEY  (Bucks,  N.,  Buck- 
ingham) asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  circumstances  under  which 
H.M.S.  Calypso  broke  down  during  the 
late  cruise  of  the  training  squadron; 
and,  whether,  as  stated  in  the  news- 
papers, the  vessel  was  imperfectly 
caulked,  and  her  keel  was  only  singly 
plated ;  and,  if  so,  who  is  held  respon- 
sible for  these  defects  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  ADMI- 
EALTY  (Mr.  Hibbebt)  (Oldham) :  Li 
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reply  to  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  I 
have  to  say  that  the  breakdown  in  the 
machinery  of  the  Calt/pso  was  confined 
to  the  feathering  gear  of  the  screw  pro- 
peller. The  feathering  lever  of  one  of 
the  blades  broke  when  the  ship  was  in 
the  West  Indies,  and  afterwards  the 
connecting  link  of  the  same  blade  broke 
on  the  voyage  home.  The  cause  of  these 
breakages  has  not  yet  been  clearly  as- 
certained, and  the  case  is  still  under 
investigation.  At  the  present  moment 
a  searching  inquiry  is  being  made. 

CATTLE  MARKETS— WEIGHING 
MACHINES. 

Me.  SETON-KABR  (St.  Helens) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether  it  is  the  fact  that 
whereas  general  markets  are  compelled 
by  law  to  provide  proper  weighing  places 
for  articles  sold,  no  such  weighing  places 
are  provided  in  cattle  markets,  and  that 
consequently  the  weight  of  live  cattle 
sold  cannot  be  accurately  ascertained, 
and  is  only  arrived  at  by  guess ;  and, 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Gt>vernment  will 
take  the  necessary  steps  to  remedy  this 
defect,  and  enforce  the  provision  in  cattle 
markets  of  the  necessary  weighing  ma- 
chines ? 

Mb.  0.  T.  D.  AOLAND  (The  Sbcre- 
TAEY  to  the  Boabd)  (Cornwall,  Laun- 
ceston) :  I  am  not  aware  that,  up  to  the 
present  time,  any  general  demand  has 
been  felt,  or  at  any  rate  expressed,  for 
the  provision  of  weighing  house?,  weigh- 
bridges, or  machines  for  weighing  live 
cattle,  although  by  law  provision  is  made 
by  Local  Authorities  or  Undertakers  who 
regulate  markets  for  weighing  articles 
and  commodities  sold  therein.  It  does 
not,  however,  rest  with  Her  Majesty's 
Oovernment  to  enforce  the  provision  of 
necessary  weighing  machines  for  live 
stock  as  distinguished  from  dead  meat. 
Bepresentations  should,  therefore,  be 
made  to  the  Local  Authorities  where  the 
means  required  are  not  forthcoming. 
There  can  oe  little  doubt  that  the  pur- 
chase of  live  stock  by  weight  should  be 
encouraged  wherever  the  locality  may 
be  prepared  to  provide  the  cost  of 
machines  for  the  purpose. 

REGISTRATION  OF  VOTERS- 
EXPENSES  OF  THE  FRANCHISE. 
Mr.  LEAHY  (Kildare,  S.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  he  has  received  a  Eesolu- 
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tion  passed  unanimously  by  the  Athy 
Board  of  Q-uardians,  and  if  the  Govern- 
ment will  consider  the  great  hardship  of 
putting  the  expense  of  administering 
the  Franchise  Acts  upon  the  rates,  and 
of  the  requisition  forms  which  they  de- 
liver in  respect  of  the  Household  Fran- 
chise, which  are  returned  through  the 
Post  Office,  in  most  instances  with  the 
postage  unpaid,  thereby  involving  pay- 
ment of  double  postage  at  the  cost  of 
the  union,  and  making  an  estimated 
addition  of  £7,000  from  all  Ireland; 
and,  whether  he  will  take  some  action 
to  remedy  it  by  legislation  or  other- 
wise  ? 

Mr.  p.  J.  O'BRIEN  (Tipperary.  N.) 
asked  whether  a  similar  resolution  was 
passed  by  the  Nenagh  Board  of  Guar- 
dians ? 

Mb.  p.  MCDONALD  (Sligo,  North) 
asked  whether  a  similar  resolution  was 
passed  by  the  Sligo  Board  of  Guar- 
dians ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Johk 
MoRLEY)(Newcastle-on-Tyne):  Not  only 
those  Boards  mentioned,  but  other  Boards 
throughout  Ireland,  have  passed  resolu- 
tions of  which  mention  has  been  made 
in  favour  of  the  cost  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Registration  Acts  being 
made  an  Imperial  instead  of  a  local 
charge,  and  also  in  favour  of  free  post- 
age of  the  registration  forms  relating  to 
household  suffrage.  The  latter  question 
is  at  present  before  the  Law  Officers  of 
the  Crown  in  England.  As  regards  the 
former,  I  can  only  repeat  what  I  said  on 
a  former  occasion,  that  the  matter  is  one 
for  the  Treasury,  and  obviously  concerns 
England  and  Scotland  as  much  as  Ire- 
land. 

THE  GOVERNMENT  OP  IRELAND  BILL 
DEBATE. 
Mr.  RICHARD  (Merthyr  TydvU) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister  the  follow- 
ing Question,  of  which  I  have  given  him 
private  Notice :  — Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  a  statement  made  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Rossen- 
dale  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  on 
Saturday,  and  reported  in  the  public 
press,  as  to  the  alleged  pressure  which 
is  being  placed  on  Members  by  the 
Party  associations  to  vote  for  the  second 
reading  of  the  Government  of  Ireland 
Bill,  and  for  which  purpose  the  debate 
was  to  be  indefinitely  prolonged ;  and 
also  to  the  letter  signed  by  the  hon. 
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Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Oity  of 
London  (Sir  Eobert  Fowler),  and  pub- 
lished in  this  morning's  Standard^  as  to 
the  taotios  which  are  being  pursued  by 
the  Government  to  prolong  the  debate ; 
if  so,  is  he  prepared  to  urge  upon  the 
supporters  of  the  Bill  who  are  desirous 
of  being  heard  to  waive  their  right  of 
speaking? 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland):  I  wish  to  ask  the  Prime 
Minister  the  following  Question,  of  which 
I  have  given  him  private  Notice.  Has 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  received  it  ? 

The  first  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian) :  I  have  not  re- 
coivod  it 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  Then  I  beg 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  fol- 
lowing Question,  of  which  I  have  given 
him  private  Notice: — Whether,  with 
the  view  of  enabling  the  House  to  come 
to  an  early  decision  on  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Government  of  Ireland  Bill 
by  having  the  case  fully  and  fairly  before 
it,  the  I^me  Minister  will  use  his  in- 
fluence in  the  proper  quarters  to  secure 
for  the  right  hoo.  Member  for  West 
Birminghiun  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  the 
earliest  opportunity  of  laying  before  the 
House  his  alternative  proposes,  and  thus 
enable  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  carry 
out  his  purpose  of  assisting  the  Gt>vem- 
ment  and  the  House  in  arriving  at  a 
speedy  conclusion  of  the  debate  ? 

Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  no 
doubt  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  will  have 
ample  means,  when  the  proper  time  in 
his  judgment  arrives,  of  taking  part  in 
the  debate  and  of  securing  that  his  fair 
claim  to  be  heard  shall  meet  with  due 
attention.  With  regard  to  the  Question 
put  by  my  hon.  Friend  behind  me  (Mr. 
Kiohard),  I  think  I  had  better,  in  answer 
to  it,  make  the  reply  which  I  undertook 
on  Friday  last  to  make  to  the  rieht  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach).  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
asked  me,  in  a  manner  which  I  thought 
perfectly  usual  and  perfectly  regular,  as 
to  the  probable  duration  of  this  debate. 
1  undertook,  especially  after  hearing  my 
noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Rossendale 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington),  to  make 
inquiries  on  the  subject,  and  to  put  my- 
self in  a  condition,  so  far  as  possible,  to 
form  some  judgment  on  the  matter.  In 
consequence  of  that,  I  requested  my  hon. 
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Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  Arnold  Morley)  to  make  inquiries 
in  different  parts  of  the  House.  I  was 
waiting  for  the  results  of  those  inquiries 
when  I  saw  published  in  the  newspapers 
yesterday  a  statement  attributed  to  my 
noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Rossen- 
dale, whether  accurately  or  not  I  do  not 
know.  He  is  made  to  assert  that  pres- 
sure, of  which  I  do  not  myself  know 
anything,  was  being  exercised  by  Party 
Associations  upon  Members,  and  with 
the  view  of  facilitating  the  exercise  of 
this  pressure  it  had  been  determined — it 
was  not  said  by  the  Government ;  I  do  not 
take  it  to  apply  to  the  Government,  but 
to  some  person  or  persons  unknown,  as 
they  sometimes  say  at  a  Coroner's  in- 
quest— that  the  debate  should  be  inde- 
finitely prolonged.  Again,  Sir,  this 
morning  1  read  the  remarkable  letter  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  London 
(Sir  Robert  Fowler),  which  concludes  in 
this  way — 

'*  To  those  who  recollect  the  praotioe  of  the 
House  "— 

I  do  not  know  by  what  authority  he 
says  this,  as  he  is  by  no  means  the  oldest 
Member — 

'*  the  fact  that  Lord  Eilcouraie  was  directed  to 
speak  emphatically  shows  the  determination  of 
Mr.  Gladstone  to  postpone  the  fate  of  his  Bills 
till  the  latest  moment." 

I  confess  I  read  that  letter  with  some 
surprise,  as  I  had  always  considered  the 
hon.  Baronet,  who  is  as  wide  as  the  poles 
asunder  from  me  in  political  opinion,  to 
be  eminently  a  courteous  and  good- 
natured  man.  It  is  not,  however,  the 
language  of  a  courteous  or  good- 
natured  man  to  say  that  anyone  had 
been  directed  to  speak  in  this  House. 
I  read  the  statement  attributed,  I  hope 
erroneously,  to  my  noble  Friend  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  with  much 
regret,  for  I  felt  it  was  impossible  for 
me  to  do  any  good  by  bringing  any  in- 
fluence to  bear  on  those  who  were  placed 
under  the  stigma  of  artificially  prolong- 
ing this  debate.  As  this  personal  attack 
has  been  made  upon  my  noble  Friend 
(Viscount  Eilcoursie),  I  must  ask  the 
leave  of  the  House  to  state  what  ac- 
tually happened.  Before  the  debate 
began  I  encouraged  my  noble  Friend, 
who  spoke  to  me,  to  address  the  House 
on  the  question.  Was  there  anything  in 
that?  The  Liberal  Party  have  been 
turned  entirely  out  of  the  Irish  repre- 
sentation, and  Irish  Liberals  are  ver 
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rare  among  us,  and  rather  precious,  and 
considering  tliat  my  noble  Friend  be- 
longs to  a  family  which  for  nearly  three 
centuries  has  been  connected  with  Ire- 
land, I  did  not  expect  that  his  interven- 
tion in  this  debate  would  have  been 
made  the  subject  of  invidious  remark. 
Well,  Sir,  I  very  much  regret  that  letter 
and  what  else  has  happened,  because  I 
felt  that  it  disabled  me  from  being  of 
use  in  the  matter  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  referred.  I  must 
thank  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmingham  for  ful- 
filling his  part  of  the  engagement 
in  assisting  me,  because  he  wrote  to 
me  on  Saturday  morning  very  kindly 
to  say  he  thought  that  some  Members 
of  Parliament  with  whom  he  had  been 
in  communication  were  of  the  same  mind 
as  those  referred  to  by  my  noble  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bossendale.  I  have  the 
satisfaction  of  saying,  on  the  part  of  the 
Political  Secretary,  mat  I  find  from  com- 
munications that  I  did  not  misinform 
the  House  on  the  former  occasion.  Per- 
haps some  change  of  view  may  have 
taken  place  in  the  interval;  but  what 
my  hon.  Friend  reported  to  me  was  per- 
fectly accurate  as  to  the  insufficient 
means  that  Gentlemen  sympathizing 
with  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  and  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Bossendale  had 
up  to  that  time  enjoyed  for  taking  part 
in  the  debate.  What  I  find  really  is 
this — I  can  do  nothing  but  state  my  own 
opinion.  In  the  first  place,  I  very 
earnestly  hope  that  the  Orders  which 
we  have  been  obliged  to  put  down  to-day 
in  priority  to  the  Irish  Government  BiU 
may  be  as  rapidly  disposed  of  as  the 
exigencies  of  Business  will  permit,  be- 
cause I  can  6Msure  Gentlemen,  for  those 
who  have  great  responsibility  in  this 
matter,  that  the  inde6nite  prolongation 
of  debates  of  this  kind  is  a  great  addi- 
tion to  the  burden  of  public  affairs,  with 
all  the  uncertainties  that  attend  them. 
Nothing  I  should  regret  so  much  as  the 
interposition  of  any  artificial  obstacle  to 
the  closing  of  the  debate.  I  hope  that 
in  any  case  we  shall  get  through  the 
Conmiittee  on  the  Arms  Bill  to-night.  I 
also  venture  to  hope,  notwithstanding 
the  imputations  thrown  out  by  the  hon. 
Alderman,  if  I  may  give  any  advice  to 
Gentlemen  in  this  House,  that  they  will 
claim  their  own  just  liberty  in  propor- 
tion to  what  the  importance  of  the  sub- 
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ject  demands,  and  that  they  will  pay  no 
heed  to  any  unjust  imputations  of  a 
scheme  for  indefinitely  prolonging  the 
debate  in  order  to  permit  pressure  to  be 
put  on  Members.  Above  all,  if  I  may 
make  a  recommendation,  it  is  that  they 
should  carefully  avoid  retaliation.  One 
of  the  greatest  objections  I  have  to  im- 
putations of  this  kind  is  that  they  are 
so  exceedingly  easy  to  retaliate,  and  I 
hope  that  all  those  who  have  any  pre- 
disposition at  all  to  listen  to  what  I  or 
the  Government  may  say  will  carefully 
avoid  any  of  that  retaliation,  though 
perhaps  it  may  not  be  difficult  to  make. 
I  only  refer  to  the  letter  of  the  hon. 
Alderman  and  Beuronet  on  this  ground, 
that  at  the  time  when  he  makes  this 
charge,  which  he  does  not  throw  out  as 
a  matter  of  suspicion  or  probability,  but 
as  a  thing  demonstrated  beyond  doubt, 
I  thought  it  was  well  to  look  to  the 
statistics  of  the  debate.  On  examining 
those  statistics  I  found  that  the  speakers 
for  the  Bill  at  the  moment  when  this 
charge  was  made  were  23,  and  against 
the  Bill  24.  I  stated  at  the  beginning 
of  this  debate  that  we  must  see  what 
had  taken  place  on  former  occasions,  not 
only  on  account  of  the  vast  importance 
of  the  subject,  but  the  large  volume  of 
the  propositions  contained  in  the  Bill.  I 
thought  that  it  might  be  difficult  per- 
haps to  say  that  this  debate  could  not 
be  reasonably  prolonged,  at  any  rate 
within  the  limits  for  which  there  were 
precedents  on  former  occasions.  I  had 
a  recollection  of  a  precedent  on  a  former 
occasion,  although  I  frankly  own  I  hope 
it  may  not  be  necessary  to  follow  it  in 
full,  but  it  is  a  precedent  that  will  be 
greatly  respected  on  the  opposite  side  of 
the  House,  because  it  was  made  by  a 
body  of  Gentlemen  for  whom  they  must 
cherish  the  tenderest  respect,  inasmuch 
as  they  were  the  Gentlemen  ^m  whom 
the  present  Conservative  Party  springs. 
It  was  made  by  the  Protectionist  Party 
in  opposing  Sir  Bobert  Peel  in  1846. 
The  Motion  for  the  repeal  of  the  Corn 
Laws  was  made  by  Sir  Bobert  Peel  on 
February  9,  and  the  vote  of  the  House 
was  taken  on  February  26,  the  debate 
having  extended  in  the  meantime  over 
12  nights.  I  hope  it  will  not  be  ne- 
cessary to  extend  the  debate  on  the 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill  so  much; 
but  I  am  sorry  to  say  I  am  afraid,  under 
existing  circumstances,  I  cannot  do  more 
than  express  my  own  feeling  and  the 
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Tery  earnest  hope  that  no  Gentleman 
will  give  any  real  colour  to  the  charge 
which  the  hon.  Alderman  and  Baronet 
has  made. 

8iB  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
(Bristol,  W.) :  May  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether,  in  regard  to  the 
precedent  he  has  quoted,  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  what  I  believe  was 
the  fact — that  that  debate  was  pro- 
longed, not,  as  in  the  present  case  it 
would  seem  to  be,  by  those  who  support 
the  Bill,  but  by  those  who  were  in  oppo- 
sition to  the  measure  ?  I  would  further 
call  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  in  the  very  interest- 
ing statement  he  has  made,  he  has  given 
no  answer  whatever  to  the  question 
which  he  stated  he  was  going  to  answer 
to-night-T-namely,  whether  he  can  give 
us  any  idea  of  the  date  of  the  probable 
termination  of  this  debate. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  My  at- 
tention was  called  to  the  fact  that  the 
prolongation  of  the  debate  on  the  repeal 
of  the  Corn  Laws  was  mainly  due  to  the 
Opposition.  I  cannot,  however,  draw 
any  distinction  between  the  right  of  the 
supporters  of  a  Bill  and  the  right  of  its 
opponents  to  take  part  in  the  discussion. 
I  aid  not  answer  literally  the  Question 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  I  had 
hoped  to  be  in  a  condition  to  answer.  I 
proposed  to  do  it  in  an  indirect  manner 
by  stating  that  what  had  really  occurred 
incapacitated  me  from  going  so  far  as  I 
should  otherwise  have  done  in  the  way 
of  ascertaining  what  number  of  Mem- 
bers might  be  disposed  to  waive  their 
right  of  addressing  the  House.  I  do 
not  feel  myself  capable,  on  the  part  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  to  agree  to 
anything  of  that  sort  after  what  has 
occurred.  I  cannot  attempt  to  state  any 
day  on  which  the  debate  will  be  con- 
cluded. 

The  Maeqtjess  of  HAETINGTON 
(Lancashire,  Bossendale) :  I  hope  the 
House  will  allow  me  to  say  one  or  two 
words  in  the  nature  of  a  personal  expla- 
nation. The  hon.  Member  for  Merthyr 
Tydvil  (Mr.  Eichard)  has  not  given  me 
any  Notice  that  he  was  going  to  put  a 
Question  to  the  Prime  Minister  turning 
on  something  which  I  am  supposed  to 
have  stated  at  a  meeting  on  Saturday, 
which  was  not  a  public  meeting,  and  at 
which  reporters  were  not  present,  and  of 
which  I  have  not  seen  anv  report  which 
professes  to  be  full  or  authentic.  I  think 


it  would  have  been  more  in  accordance 
with  the  usual  custom  of  the  House  if 
the  hon.  Member  had  told  me  that  he 
intended  to  found  a  Question  upon  some 
report  which  had  appeared  of  those  pro- 
ceedings. I  am  quite  sure  it  would 
have  been  a  more  convenient  course, 
because  I  should  have  been  in  a  position 
either  to  admit  the  accuracy  of  the  re- 
port from  which  the  hon.  Member  has 
quoted,  or  to  state  in  what  respect  I  did 
not  think  it  was  accurate.  The  hon. 
Member  in  his  Question  only  made  an 
indirect  reference  to  what  I  am  supposed 
to  have  said.  All  I  can  say  is  that  I 
am  not  prepared,  without  seeing  the 
report  on  which  the  hon.  Member 
founded  his  Question,  to  admit  the  accu- 
racy of  the  quotation  to  which  he  ap- 
parently refers.  No  doubt,  I  may  have 
referred  to  the  information  given  to  me 
that  pressure  was  being  brought  to  bear 
by  some  local  Associations  upon  Mem- 
bers in  order  to  induce  them  to  vote  for 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  and  I 
may  also  have  referred  to  what  appeared 
to  me  to  be  the  probability  of  an  indefi- 
nite prolongation  of  the  discussion.  But 
I  do  not  admit— and  until  I  see  the 
actual  report  of  my  speech  upon  which 
the  statement  is  founded  I  cannot  admit 
— that  I  placed  the  two  things  together 
in  a  manner  which  the  Prime  Minister 
would  have  reason  to  complain  of. 

ORDERS  OF  TEE  LAY. 


SUPPLY— CIVIL    SERVICES  AND 

REVENUE  DEPARTMENTS. 
Supply — eoneidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"  That  a  further  sum,  not  exceeding  £2, 266,400, 
be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  on  acoount,  for  or 
towards  defraying  the  Charge  for  the  following 
Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Departments  for 
the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1887, 
via: — 

CIVIL  SERVICES. 
Class  I. — ^Public  Wobks  and 

Buildings. 
Great  BriUin :—  £ 

New  Admiralty  and  War  OflBoe  . .         -    • 

Dover  Harbour  . .  . .         -     - 

Ireland  :— 
Royal  University  Baildiogs  . . 
Soienoe  and  Art  Baildings,  Dablin 
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Class  II. — Salaries  and  Expenses  of 
Civil  Departments. 

England : —  £ 

Ilouta  of  Lordt,  Offices         . .             . .  3,000 

House  of  Commont.  Offioee  . .             . .  4,000 

Treasury,      including      Parliamentarj 

Counsel               ..             ..             ..  5,000 

Home  Office  and  Subordinate  Depart- 
ments ..             ..             ..             ..  10,000 

Foreign  Office         . .             . .             . .  5,000 

Colonial  Office        . .             . .             . .  5,000 

Privy  Council  Office  and  Subordinate 

Departments       ..                            ..  4,000 

Board  of  Trade  and  Subordinate  De- 
partments           ..             ..             ..  10,000 

Bankruptcy  Department  of  the  Board  of 

Trade  ..                                         ..  -    - 

Charity    Commission    (including    En- 
dowed Schools  Department)            . .  3,500 
Civil  Service  Commission     ..             ..  3,000 

Exchequer  and  Audit  Department      . .  6,000 

Friendly  Societies,  Registry                . .  1,000 

Land  Commission  for  England            . .  2,000 

Local  Government  Board     . .  30,000 

Lunacy  Commission              ..             t.  1,000 

Mint  (including  Coinage)      ..             ..  5,000 

National  Debt  Office             . .             . .  2,000 

Patent  Office          ..             ..             ..  4,000 

Paymaster  General's  Office  ..             ..  2,000 

Public  Works  Loan  Commission          ..  800 

Record  Office         ..             ..  2,000 

Registrar  General's  Office     . .             . .  3,000 

Sutionery  Office  and  Printing             . .  40,000 

Woods,  Forests,  Ac.  Office  of              . .  3,000 

Works  and  Public  Buildings,  Office  of  5,000 

Mercantile  Marine  Fund,  Grant  in  Aid  5,000 

Secret  Service        . .             . .             . .  5,000 

Scotland  :— 

Secretary  for  Scotland          ..  1,000 

Exchequer  and  other  Offices                . .  1,200 

Fishery  Board                                      . .  2,500 

Lunacy  Commission               . .             . .  500 

Registrar  General's  Office     . .             . .  500 

Board  of  Supervision            ..  1,000 

Ireland  :  — 

Lord  Lieutenant's  Oousebold              ..  1,000 

Chief  Secretary's  Office        . .             . .  4,500 

Charitable  Donations  and  Bequests  Office  200 

Local  Government  Board      . .             . .  10,000 

Public  Works  Office              . .             . .  7,000 

Record  Office         ..             ..             ..  1,000 

Registrar  General's  Office     . .             . .  2,000 

Valuation  and  Boundary  Survey         ..  3,000 

Class  m. — Law  and  Justice. 

Ireland  : — 

Law  Charges  and  Criminal  P  roseoutions  5,0C  0 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature              ..  7,000 

Registry  of  Deeds  . .             . .             . .  i  ,500 

Registry  of  Judgments                         ..  800 

Land  Commission  . .             . .             . .  6,000 

County  Court  Officers,  Ac.  ..             ..  10,000 

Dublin  Metropolitan  Police  (including 

Police  Courts)    . .             . .             . .  20,000 

ConsUbulary          ..             ,.             .,  125,000 

Prisons,  Ireland     .,            ..            ..  15  OOO 


Class  IV. — Education,  Soienoe,   xsn 
Art. 

England : —  £ 

Public  Education  . .             . .  .  •  500,000 

Science  and  Art  Department  . .  50,000 

British  Museum     ..             ..  ..  20,000 

National  Gallery    ..             ..  ..  1,000 

National  Portrait  Gallery     . .  .  •  -     - 

Learned  Societies,  Ac.          .  •  . .  2,500 

London  University  ..  1,000 

University  Colleges,  Wales  . .  . .  4,000 

Deep  Sea  Exploring  Expedition  (Re- 
po«"0 


Scotland  :— 

Public  Education  . . 
Universities,  Ac.  . . 
National  Gallery    . . 


«0,000 

3,000 

200 


Ireland  :— 

Public  Education  . . 

160,000 

Teachers'  Pension  Office       . . 

100 

Endowed  Schools  Commissioners 

. 

National  Gallery    . . 

300 

-     - 

Royal  Irish  Academy 

MOO 

Class  V. — ^Fobkion  and 

Colonial 

Sebyiobs. 

Diplomatic  Services 

•M 

10,000 

Consular  Services  . . 

••• 

10,000 

Slave  Trade  Services 

•  •• 

3,000 

Suet  Canal  (British  Directors) 

*•• 

.    . 

Colonies,  Grants  in  Aid 

•  •• 

3,000 

South  Africa  and  St.  Helena 

••• 

10,000 

Subsidies  to  Telegraph  Companies 

•  •• 

5,000 

Cyprus,  Grant  in  Aid 

Class  VI. — ^Non-Ej?teotive  and 
Chakitable  Sebvices. 


Superannuation  and  Retired  Allowances 
Merchant  Seamen's  Fund  Pensions,  Ac. 
Pauper  Lunatics,  England   ...  ^ 

Pauper  Lunatics,  Scotland  .••  ^ 

Pauper  Lunatics,  Ireland     ...  •- 

Hospitals  and  Infirmaries,  Ireland 
Savings  Banks  and  Friendly  Societies 

Deficiency 
Miscellaneous  Charitable  and  other  Al- 
lowances, Great  Britain    ...  ^ 
Miscellaneous  Charitable  and  other  Al- 
lowances, Ireland 

Class  Vii. — Miscellaneoits. 


20,000 
6,000 

30,000 
25,000 


500 
100 


Temporary  Commissions 
Miscellaneous  Expenses       .- 

Total  for  Civil  Services 


2,000 


£1,316,400 


REVENUE  DEPARTMENTS. 


Customs     ..• 
Inland  Revenue 


50,000 
100,000 
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Post  Office 

Post  Office  Packet  Service 

Post  Office  Telegraphs 


...  500,000 
,..  180,000 
,..    120,000 


Total  for  ReTenne  Departments  £950,000 


Grand  Total       £2,266,400 


General  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOXJE 
(Kincardine)  said,  there  was  an  item  in 
blank  in  Class  I.  for  Dover  Harbour. 
He  wished  to  have  an  explanation.  He 
believed  that  it  was  distinctly  understood 
from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
that  no  further  sum  in  connection  with 
Dover  Harbour  would  be  brought  for- 
ward until  the  plans  and  estimates  for 
the  proposed  works  were  submitted  to 
the  House. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  said,  it  was  not  pro- 
posed to  take  any  further  sum  for  Dover 
Harbour,  and  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  would  see  that  the  item  was 
left  in  blank. 

Mr.  RYLANDS  (Burnley) :  I  desire, 
Mr.  Courtney,  to  ask  your  direction  in 
reference  to  this  Vote  on  Account.  The 
total  sum  of  £2,266,400  contains  a  very 
large  number  of  items,  and  I  want  to 
know  what  course  must  be  taken  by  any 
Member  who  wishes  to  move  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  Vote  in  reference  to  one 
particular  item  only  ? 

The  chairman  :  As  far  as  possible 
it  would  be  advisable  to  restrict  the  dis- 
cussion to  the  items  in  the  order  in  which 
they  appear  upon  the  Paper.  If  an 
Amendment  is  moved  in  reference  to  one 
item  it  would  be  out  of  Order  to  go  back 
to  previous  items. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
For  the  convenience  of  the  Committee, 
may  I  ask  how  you  propose  to  put  the 
Question — whether  on  the  whole  sum,  or 
on  the  different  items  taken  in  the  order 
in  which  they  appear  upon  the  Paper, 
so  that  an  opportunity  may  be  afforded 
of  moving  a  reduction  on  every  item? 
I  take  it  that  if  the  whole  sum  is  put  to 
the  Committee  only  one  Amendment  can 
be  moved. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  If  a  Motion  is  made 
to  reduce  the  whole  sum  that  would  not 
include  subsequent  Amendments  for  the 
reduction  of  particular  items.  But  if  the 
Motion  is  made  to  omit  a  particular  item, 
or  to  reduce  it,  then  it  will  be  irregular 
to  go  back  to  any  previous  item. 
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Mr.  RYLANDS  (Burnley):  I  wish 
to  move  the  reduction  of  a  special  item 
—namely.  Vote  28,  in  Class  11.  The 
amount  of  the  item  is  £5,000  for  Secret 
Service.  I  propose  to  move  the  omission 
of  that  item  altogether,  and  I  presume 
that  I  shall  be  quite  in  Order  in  doing 
so.  I  put  a  Question  with  regard  to 
this  Secret  Service  money  the  other  day, 
having  some  knowledge  of  what  goes  on 
before  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor  Gene- 
ral and  the  Public  Accounts  Committee, 
and  I  am  bound  to  say  that  although 
my  hon.  Friend  gave  me  information 
which  was  no  doubt  correct,  at  the  same 
time  it  was  not  complete,  and  it  left  hon. 
Members  without  full  information  as  to 
the  exact  circumstances  in  which  we  are 
placed  in  regard  to  Secret  Service  money. 
My  hon.  Friend  did  not  tell  the  House 
that  any  sum  had  been  surrendered  out 
of  the  £10,000  charged  on  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund.  The  Vote  we  are  now 
asked  to  pass  is  for  Secret  Services  of  a 
similar  nature  to  those  provided  for  out 
of  the  Consolidated  Fund.  Under  the 
present  arrangement  it  is  quite  possible 
for  the  Parliamentary  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  to  receive  £10,000  a-year  for 
five  years  for  Secret  Service,  and  allow 
the  money  to  accumulate  until  it  amounts 
to  £50,000.  Hon.  Members  have  a  right 
to  know  that  Secret  Service  money  is 
not  prostituted  for  purposes  which  would 
be  repugnant  to  the  feeling  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  We  know  that  in  other 
years  Secret  Service  money  has  been 
applied  to  purposes  which  the  House  of 
Commons  would  condemn  at  the  present 
time,  and  it  has  been  pointed  out  that 
this  money  has  been  made  use  of  for 
purposes  to  which  a  large  portion  of  the 
people  would  object.  What  I  desire  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  is 
the  fact  that  the  House  of  Commons  has 
no  guarantee  whatever  that  the  employ- 
ment of  Secret  Service  money  is  re- 
stricted to  such  objects  as,  to  use  the 
words  of  the  Treasury  Minute,  are 
justified  under  the  conditions  on  which 
Secret  Service  exists.  The  Comptroller 
and  Auditor  General  is  an  officer  ap* 
pointed  not  by  the  Government,  but  by 
Parliament  under  an  Act  of  Parliament, 
and  the  object  of  his  appointment  is  to 
secure  that  the  money  we  vote  in  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  shall  be  carefully  and 
strictly  appropriated  to  the  purposes  for 
which  the  House  of  Commons  votes  it. 
We  are   here  as  the  trustees  of  the 
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public  taxpayer.  We  are  aeked  to  vote 
a  sam  of  money  for  a  certain  purpose,  and 
with  regard  to  every  other  purpose  except 
the  Vote  for  Secret  Service,  the  House  of 
Commons  has  in  its  hands  the  power  of 
checking  any  maladministration  in  the 
expenditure  of  the  country  by  any  Mem- 
ber of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  But, 
with  regard  to  Secret  Service,  the  House 
of  Commons  has  no  such  control.  The 
Government  are  practically  omnipotent, 
and  they  can  devote  £10,000  or  £50,000 
to  purposes  about  which  we  know 
notlung,  and  some  of  them  may  exercise 
a  corrupt  influence  in  controlling  public 
opinion.  I  know  what  has  always  been 
said  in  reply  to  any  opposition  that  has 
been  raised  to  this  Vote.  Secret  Service 
money  has  been  voted  for  many  years, 
and  every  objection  has  been  met  by  an 
answer  which  I  presume  I  shall  receive 
from  my  hon.  Friend  to-day — that  it  is 
an  official  matter,  and  that  being  for 
Secret  Service,  the  House  of  Commons 
has  no  right  to  inquire  about  it.  All 
we  have  a  right  to  ask  is  whether  the 
money  has  been  expended.  Some  years 
ago  I  was  able  to  ascertain,  by  dmt  of 
persistent  inquiry  and  examination,  that 
out  of  Secret  Service  money  unknown  to 
Parliament,  very  considerable  sums  were 
paid  as  salaries  to  certain  public  officials, 
which  salaries  ought  to  have  been  paid 
from  the  Estimates.  I  put  Question 
after  Question  to  the  Government,  and 
received  evasive  answers,  until  at  last 
I  succeeded  in  getting  such  information 
that  the  Government  were  compelled  to 
avow  they  had  used  Secret  Service  money 
for  purposes  entirely  contrary  to  the 
understanding  with  which  it  was  voted. 
I  have  referred  to  the  Comptroller  and 
Auditor  General.  He  is  a  perfectly 
confidential  officer  of  this  House,  and 
what  we  have  a  right  to  insist  upon  is 
this — that  there  shall  be  such  evidence 
given  to  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor 
General  as  will  enable  him  to  report  to 
the  House  that  the  expenditure  in 
Secret  Service  is  of  a  character  that  is 
justified  by  the  conditions  under  which 
Seeret  Service  is  voted.  The  Govern- 
ment and  the  Treasury  refuse  to  do  that. 
They  say — "We  will  give  the  Comp- 
troller and  Auditor  General  no  such  in- 
formation as  will  enable  him  to  satisfy  the 
House  of  Commons  as  to  the  bona  fide% 
of  this  expenditure."  It  is  no  answer 
to  my  contention  to  say  that  Secret 
Service  money  is  for  Secret  Services, 

Mr.  jRiflands 
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and  that  the  way  in  which  it  is  ex- 
pended is  only  to  be  within  the  know- 
ledge of  the  Minister  in  charge  of  it, 
because  we  do  not  desire  to  make 
the  purposes  for  which  Secret  Service 
money  is  expended  public ;  but  we  say 
that  we  have  a  public  official — a  per- 
fectly confidential  officer — by  whom  in- 
formation given  by  the  dififerent  Depart- 
ments of  the  State  would  be  treated 
with  the  greatest  possible  confidence. 
All  we  ask  is,  that  by  means  of  this 
confidential  official  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, we  should  have  a  certificate  before 
we  vote  the  money,  not  only  that  it  has 
been  properly  applied,  but  that  any 
portion  of  it  which  bas  not  been  ex- 
pended has  been  surrendered  to  the 
Exchequer.  That  course  is  taken  in 
regard  to  every  other  sum  of  money 
voted  by  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
the  Comptroller  and  Auditor  General  be- 
lieves that  he  is  bound  by  law  to  give 
such  a  certificate.  In  his  opinion,  the 
Act  of  Parliament  gives  him  this  au- 
thority by  which  Parliament  reserves  to 
itself  the  important  duty  of  checking 
through  its  own  official  the  proper 
appropriation  of  money  expended  out 
of  the  taxes  of  the  country.  The  Comp- 
troller, and  Auditor  General,  represent- 
ing this  House,  says  that  he  is  bound  and 
entitled,  under  the  terms  of  the  Act  of 
P6urliament,to  have  submitted  to  him  such 
vouchers  in  regard  to  this  Secret  Service 
money  as  will  satisfy  him,  and  he  asks 
that  the  information  should  be  g^ven  to 
him,  confidentially,  of  course.  He  makes 
that  request  as  the  mouthpiece  of  the 
House  of  Commons ;  but  my  Lords  of 
the  Treasury  object.  **  My  Lords."  Who 
are  my  Lords  that  they  should  refuse 
the  demands  of  the  House  of  Commons? 
Surely  we  have  a  right  to  ascertain 
through  our  own  officials  whether  the 
money  we  vote  is  properly  applied  or 
not.  We  suspect  that  it  is  not  properly 
applied.  We  challenge  the  Government, 
and  say  that  we  believe  the  Secret  Ser- 
vice money  is  not  applied  at  all  times, 
and  under  all  circumstances,  to  the  ob- 
jects to  which  alone  it  can  be  legally 
applied.  The  present  state  of  things  is 
altogether  unsatisfactory.  Therefore,  I 
challenge  this  £5,000,  and  I  trust  the 
Committee  will  join  me  in  voting  for 
the  rejection  of  the  Yote.  There  are 
other  Members  of  the  House  who,  like 
myself,  are  Members  of  the  Public  Ac- 
counts Committee,  and  they  well  know 
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that  I  have  only  expressed  in  this  mat- 
ter the  feeling  of  that  Committee.  I 
beg  to  move  that  the  item  of  £5,000  for 
Secret  Service  be  omitted  from  the  Yote. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'  That  the  Item  of  £5,000,  for  Secret  Service, 
be  omitted  from  the  proposed  Vote."— (ATr. 
RylantU.) 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUEB  (Sir  William  Haroourt)  (Derby): 
I  do  not  rise  to  speak  upon  this  question 
in  virtue  of  the  Office  I  now  hold,  be- 
cause, as  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
I  have  no  knowledge  whatever  of  the 
way  in  which  the  Secret  Service  money 
is  disposed  of.  Neither  do  I  speak  at 
all  in  reference  to  the  £10,000  charged 
upon  the  Consolidated*  Fund,  which  is  a 
separate  head  of  Secret  Service  alto- 

f  ether,  and  stands  under  Mr.  Burke's 
.ct  of  1782.  By  that  great  Act,  as  it 
has  been  described,  of  economical  re- 
form, that  sum  is  thrown  upon  the  Con- 
solidated Fund,  and  is  on  a  totally  dif- 
ferent footing.  In  neither  of  the  Offices 
which  I  have  held  have  I  known  any- 
thing of  the  disposal  of  that  money ;  but 
having  previously  held  the  Office  of  Se- 
cretary to  the  Home  Department,  I  have 
some  knowledge  of  the  disposal  of  the 
Secret  Service  money,  which  is  the  mat- 
ter now  under  consideration.  All  I  have 
to  say  to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Burnley  (Mr.  Eylands)  is  this — 
There  are  only  two  courses  really  open 
to  Members — ^they  must  either  do  away 
with  Secret  Service  money  altogether,  or 
vote  it  as  it  has  hitherto  been  voted. 
To  vote  Secret  Service  money,  and  then 
to  declare  that  you  must  be  told  how  it 
is  spent,  is  simply  an  absurdity,  whether 
the  information  is  to  be  supplied  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Accounts,  or  to 
any  other  body.  I  must  say  in  respect 
of  the  Office  I  previously  held,  that  I 
have  refused  to  give  any  authority  what- 
ever to  make  any  statement  with  refer- 
ence to  the  disposal  of  this  money.  It 
was  voted  by  !Parliament  as  Secret  Ser- 
vice money;  it  was  voted  to  be  spent  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  on  his  Parlia- 
mentary responsibility,  and  if  the  House 
of  Commons  does  not  trust  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  as  to  the  disposal  of  the 
money,  the  best  course  is  not  to  vote  it. 
It  would  be  absurd  to  vote  it  on  condi- 
tions which  would  make  its  application 
useless  and  impossible.  That  is  really 
the  9ituation.    The  proper  oourse  for 


my  hon.  Friend  to  take  is  to  declare  that 
the  House  will  not  in  future  vote  Secret 
Service  money.  That  is  a  logical  course 
to  take.  All  I  can  tell  the  House  is 
that  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  wise  or 
a  safe  course ;  if,  however,  I  were  to 
attempt  to  give  any  reason  for  that  opi- 
nion, I  should  be  violating  the  rule 
which  I  have  laid  down.  All  that  I  can 
say  is  that  during  the  time  I  had  the 
responsibility  of  the  Home  Office,  I  con- 
sidered it  absolutely  essential  that  there 
should  be  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  a  sum — not  a  large 
sum — of  Secret  Service  money  for  the 
purposes  stated  in  the  Act  of  1782,  and 
I  have  no  hesitation  in  making  a  con- 
scientious declaration  that  I  spent  that 
money  for  the  public  safety.  Wot  only 
was  that  so,  but  it  was  my  duty  to  come 
to  the  House  and  ask  for  a  much  larger 
sum  of  money  than  had  been  voted  in 
previous  years.  In  my  opinion  there 
were  rectsons  why  a  larger  sum  of  money 
should  be  voted,  and  the  House  cheer- 
fully granted  it  without  the  slightest 
opposition.  I  believe  this  year  that  the 
same  sum  of  money  is  asked  for  which 
was  asked  for  two  or  three  years  ago. 
That  is  all  I  think  I  can  safely  or  pro- 
perly say  to  the  Committee  upon  the 
subject.  You  must,  in  my  opinion,  in 
this  country,  place  at  the  disposal  of 
your  responsible  Ministers  sums  of 
money  of  this  description,  and  you  must 
leave  to  them  the  absolute  and  unques- 
tioned responsibility  of  dealing  with 
that  money.  You  must  not  attempt  to 
treat  it  like  any  other  expenditure  which 
is  subjected  to  statements  showing  the 
exact  way  in  which  it  is  disposed  of.  If 
you  were  to  adopt  that  course  in  regard 
to  Secret  Service  money,  you  would  en- 
tirely defeat  the  object  for  which  it  is 
to  be  employed.  There  is  one  point  in 
reference  to  this  matter  upon  which  I 
should  like  to  say  a  word.  I  know  that 
great  objection  is  raised,  and  properly 
raised,  to  a  practice  which  prevailed  in 
former  times  of  using  Secret  Service 
money  in  aid  of  and  for  the  increase  of 
ordinary  salaries.  I  think  that  is  a 
course  which  is  entirely  wrong,  and 
ought  not  to  be  pursued.  On  the  ot^er 
hand,  it  is  impossible  to  lay  down  a  rule 
that  Secret  Service  money  shall  not  be 
employed  or  paid  into  the  hdnds  of  per- 
sons who  receive  salaries  for  employ- 
ment under  the  Crown.  Anybody  will 
see  at  once  that  agents  of  the  Crown . 
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abroad,  and  even  in  this  oonntry,  are 
proper  persons  to  have  Secret  Service 
money  in  their  hands  for  the  objects  for 
which  Secret  Service  money  is  employed. 
I  ask  my  hon.  Friend  to  consider  that 
there  are  only  two  courses  open  to  Mem- 
bers— either  to  do  away  with  Secret 
Service  money  altogether,  or  to  vote  it 
as  it  has  hitherto  been  voted. 

Mb.  EYLANDS  :  All  I  ask  is  that  it 
should  be  submitted  to  the  Comptroller 
and  Auditor  Oeneral,  who  is  a  con- 
fidential officer  of  this  House. 

SiE  WILLIAM  HAEOOURT:  My 
contention  is  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
must  tell  no  one  how  the  money  is  em- 
ployed, and  if  the  Home  Secretary  re- 
fuses to  go  before  the  Committee  of 
Public  Accounts,  and  prove  to  them 
that  the  money  has  been  properly  em- 
ployed, how  could  you  ask  him  to  take 
a  subordinate  into  his  confidence  ?  Cer- 
tainly if  such  a  condition  were  imposed, 
if  ever  I  were  Secretary  of  State  again, 
I  should  decline  to  have  anything  to  do 
with  Secret  Service  money.  I  would  not 
accept  the  heavy  responsibility  which  is 
placed  upon  the  Minister  if  it  were  sub- 
jected to  conditions  of  that  kind.  The 
very  essence  of  the  employment  of  Secret 
Service  money  is  that  it  shall  be  applied 
on  the  sole  unquestioned  and  undivided 
responsibility  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 
If  the  House  will  not  grant  it  at  all  on 
those  conditions,  it  is  open  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  refuse  to  do  so ;  but  to  ask  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  to  go  to  the  Comptroller 
and  Auditor  General  upon  some  grave 
matter  of  public  danger,  and  to  say — 
**  Do  you  think  the  Secret  Service  money 
would  be  properly  applied  ?  *' — if  such  a 
course  were  taken  the  purpose  for  which 
Secret  Service  money  has  hitherto  been 
granted  would  be  altogether  defeated. 
The  Secretary  of  State  employs  Secret 
Service  money  for  the  safety  of  the  State ; 
and  in  what  a  position  would    he  be 

S laced  by  having  it  disallowed  by  the 
lomptroUer  and  Auditor  General  ?  Do 
you  suppose  that  any  Secretary  of  State 
would  consent  to  act  on  such  a  principle 
of  responsibility  in  this  matter  ?  On  this 
question  I  am  not  raising  at  all  the 
question  which  has  been  raised  by  my 
hon.  Friend  behind  me  the  Member  for 
the  Tyneside  Division  of  Northumber- 
land (Mr.  A.  Grey^  as  to  the  sum  of 
£10,000  charged  for  Secret  Services 
upon  the  Consolidated  Fund.  I  never 
heard,  and  know  nothing  whatever  of. 

Sir  WiUiam  Slm-eourt 


the  disposal  of  that  money.  So  far  as 
I  know,  the  Secret  Service  money  has 
never  been  used  for  political  purposes. 
I  say  that  with  the  greatest  confidence, 
and  I  am  certain  that  there  is  no  Secre- 
tary of  State  who  ever  held  the  Office 
who  will  not  say  the  same  thing  in  re- 
ference to  the  employment  of  Secret 
Service  money.  (Sir R.  Asshetoh Cboss : 
Hear,  hear !]  What  I  am  speaking  of 
is  the  sum  over  which  the  Secretary  of 
State  has  had  absolute  control,  and  which 
has  been  placed  at  his  disposal  by  Par- 
liament for  Secret  Service.  I  have  told 
the  House  frankly  and  clearly  how  the 
matter  stands,  as  far  as  I  know  any- 
thing in  reference  to  it,  and  the  advice 
I  would  give  to  the  Committee  is  either 
to  refuse  this  Vote  of  Secret  Service 
money  which  goes  to  the  Secretary  of 
State,  or  grant  it  in  the  usual  manner. 
To  subject  it  to  conditions  such  as  those 
which  have  been  laid  down  by  my  hon. 
Friend  would  render  a  Vote  of  this  kind 
totally  useless. 

Mb.  LA.BOUCHERE  (Northampton): 
The  moral  indignation  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  is  merely  an  attempt 
to  draw  a  red  herring  across  the  scent. 
The  point  is  an  exceedingly  simple  one — 
£10,000  are  taken  from  the  Consolidated 
Fund  every  year  for  Secret  Service 
money.  It  is  assumed  that  when  that 
money  is  taken  that  it  is  spent  for  the 
service  of  the  country,  and  not  for  the 
service  of  Party.  I  presume  that  the 
only  reason  why  more  is  asked  for  is 
that  £10,000  is  supposed  to  be  not  suffi- 
cient for  the  Secret  Service  of  the  coun- 
try. What  we  want  to  have  is  a  clear 
answer  to  the  question  which  was  put  to 
the  Government  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Tyneside  Division  of 
Northumberland  (Mr.  A.  Gbrey) — namely, 
how  is  the  sum  of  £10,000  spent  ?  We 
want  to  be  assured  that  the  money  is 
properly  spent.  It  ought  not  to  be  neces- 
sary to  call  upon  the  House  for  more. 
Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bristol  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  will  be  able  to  explain.  He  was 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  when  this 
sum  was  last  appropriated,  and  will  pro- 
bably be  able  to  explain  what  took  place 
when  he  filled  that  Office.  The  allega- 
tion is  that  £2,500  each  quarter  is  given 
into  the  hands  of  the  Patronage  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury ;  that  it  may  be  the 
Patronage  Secretary  expends  this  sum 
per  quarter  in  electioneering  or  other 
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such  purposes  during  that  quarter ;  that 
if  he  does  not  he  passes  the  surplus  into 
what  is  generally  called  the  Party  Fund, 
and  then  he  has  had  a  right  to  say  that 
it  has  been  expended  during  the  quarter. 
Now,  we  want  to  know  whether  such  is 
or  is  not  the  fact  ?  [Sir  William  Hab- 
00I7BT  dissented.]  The  Ohancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  shakes  his  head. 

The  OHAIEMAN  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  this  is  a  sum 
paid  every  year  out  of  the  Oonsolidated 
Fund,  and  that  it  does  not  come  under 
the  discussion  of  this  Vote  at  all. 

Mr.  LABOUOHEEE:  No,  Mr. 
Oourtney,  I  did  not  think  it  did ;  but  I 
am  protesting  against  the  payment  of 
this  £5,000,  because  I  am  pointing  out 
that  the  money  from  the  Oonsolidated 
Fund  would  be  sufficient  if  it  were  pro- 
perly spent.  That  really  is  the  practical 
point.  I  think  it  will  be  admitted  that 
when  £10,000  are  given  out  of  the  Oon- 
solidated Fund,  and  we  are  then  asked 
to  vote  £5,000  in  addition,  we  have  a 
right  to  consider  whether  the  sum  of 
£10,000  per  anntun  is  sufficient.  What 
we  say  is  that  the  Secret  Service  money 
might  be  reduced  by  the  sum  granted 
out  of  the  Oonsolidated  Fund.  Money 
voted  for  Secret  Service  ought  not  to  be 
expended  for  Party  purposes.  We 
know  that  it  has  been  done  for  years, 
and  we  are  not  making  charges  against 
the  present  Ministry  which  are  not 
equally  applicable  to  previous  Minis- 
tries. But  in  a  Beformed  Parliament 
like  this  it  is  peculiarly  fitting  that  the 
question  should  be  raised  in  order  that 
the  objectionable  practice  complained  of 
should  be  stopped.  As  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  is  not  prepared  to 
make  a  clean  breast  of  it,  I  would  ap- 
peal to  the  late  Ohancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  to 
say  ^whether  what  I  assert  is  not  abso- 
lutely correct  ? 

Mb.  ALBERT  GREY  (Northumber- 
land,  Tyneside) :  I  hope  the  Oommittee 
will  not  allow  the  question  to  be  settled 
without  going  to  a  division.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  described  Mr.  Burke's 
celebrated  Act  of  1782  as  a  great  work 
of  economical  reform.  Why  was  that 
Act  a  great  work  of  economical  reform  ? 
It  was  for  this  reason — that  whereas  be* 
tween  1700  and  1782  large  sums  were 
annually  intrusted  to  the  Government 
of  the  day  for  Secret  Service,  no  account 
was  ever  given  of  the  way  in  which 
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those  moneys  were  spent.  So  great 
did  the  abuse  become  that  in  1782  Par- 
liament, being  jealous  as  to  the  way  in 
which  a  sum  of  £2,000,000,  of  which  no 
account  had  been  given,  had  been  spent, 
passed  the  Oivil  List  Act,  which  required 
that  vouchers  should  be  produced  show- 
ing the  way  in  which  the  moneys  of  all 
the  Services  had  been  spent.  On  the 
accession  of  Her  Majesty  to  the  Throne 
all  the  moneys  granted  for  the  Secret 
Service  were  transferred  from  the  Oivil 
list  to  Votes  of  this  House,  with  the 
exception  of  £10,000,  which  was  left  as 
a  permanent  charge  on  the  Oonsolidated 
Fund.  We  want  to  know  the  reason 
why  an  exception  was  made  in  favour 
of  this  £10,000?  No  one  has  yet  been 
able  to  discover  anything  about  the 
reason  why  the  application  of  this  sum 
of  £10,000  shouid  be  kept  concealed 
from  the  House  of  Oommons,  and  why 
the  attention  of  Members  is  not  to  be 
turned  to  investigations  as  to  how  and 
for  what  purposes  the  money  is  em- 
ployed. I  did  not  quite  understand, 
from  the  Treasury  Minute  which  my 
hon.  Friend  read  to  the  Oommittee  at 
Question  time,  what  are  exactly  the  de- 
clarations made  when  the  Head  of  a  De- 
partment uses  Secret  Service  money.  In 
regard  to  all  of  the  money  granted  by 
Votes  of  this  House,  and  received  by 
every  Minister,  and  which  may  be  pro- 
perly termed  Secret  Service  money,  he 
has  to  make  some  declaration  to  the 
OomptroUer  and  Auditor  General  that  he 
has  used  such  and  such  a  sum  for  such 
and  such  a  purpose.  The  OomptroUer 
and  Auditor  General  has  also  a  right  to 
call  for  vouchers,  and  if  there  is  a 
balance  at  the  end  of  the  year,  that 
balance  is  restored  to  the  Exchequer. 
With  regard  to  the  sum  of  £10,000 
taken  from  the  Oonsolidated  Fund,  none 
of  these  conditions  are  ever  fulfilled. 
Although  £10,000  is  taken  annually  and 
paid  over  to  the  Patronage  Secretary, 
not  a  single  1«.  has  ever  been  sur- 
rendered. It  is  a  very  striking  thing, 
that  although  the  other  Departments  of 
the  State — the  Home  Office,  the  Foreign 
Office,  and  the  Irish  Office — ^have  to  sur- 
render their  respective  balances  at  the 
end  of  the  year  if  they  have  not  used  the 
whole  of  the  money,  yet  the  Political 
Secretary  has  never  been  known  since 
the  accession  of  the  Queen  to  surrender 
a  single  1«.,  but  has  been  known  to 
pocket  year  after  year  £10,000  of  the 
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Why  is  it  that  this  Secret  Serriee  moner 
should  be  divided  into  two  classes  ?  It 
appears  that  the  greater  portion  of  the 
sum  of  £60,000  granted  this  year— 
namely  £50,000— is  granted  by  Votes  of 
this  House,  but  that  the  remiuning  sum 
of  £10,000  is  drawn  from  the  Consoli- 
dated  Fund.  Why  should  you  not  per- 
fect the  reform  instituted  in  1837,  on 
Her  Majesty's  accession  to  the  Throne, 
and  require  that  every  single  Id.  granted 
for  the  Secret  Service  of  the  State  every 
year  should  be  voted  directly  by  this 
House,  and  not  be  a  permanent  and  a 
secret  charge  upon  the  Consolidated 
Fund  ?  My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  says  that  not  Id, 
of  this  fund  has  ever  been  applied  for 
Party  or  electioneering  purposes. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOUET:  What 
I  said  with  regard  to  this  sum  of 
£10,000  was  that  I  cannot  tell  how  it  is 
applied,  because  I  know  nothing  what- 
ever about  it. 

Mb.  ALBEET  GREY:  But  I  think 
the  Committee  wants  to  know  something 
about  it,  and  I  shall  certainly  support 
the  proposal  of  my  hon.  Fnend  the 
Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Kylands).  I 
would  ask  the  Government  how  it  is  that 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Patronage  Secretaiy 
to  the  Treasury  is  not  in  his  place  ?  Is 
he  engaged  on  some  Secret  Service  ?  I 
think  he  ought  to  have  been  informed 
by  one  of  ^e  junior  Whips  that  this 
debate  was  going  on,  so  that  he  mi^t 
have  been  in  his  place  to  answer  any 
question  that  might  be  put  to  him.  I 
think  that  a  very  strong  case  has  been 
made  out  for  getting  rid  altogether  of 
the  charge  upon  the  Consolidated  Fund. 
No  explanation  has  as  yet  been  given  to 
show  that  the  £10,000  now  charged 
upon  the  Consolidated  Fund  is  neoeesaiy 
for  the  annual  requirements  of  Secret 
Service.  Therefore,  let  it  be  throw  nupon 
the  Votes  of  the  House;  and  if  no  further 
explanation  can  be  given,  I  shall  certainly 
support  the  Motion  of  my  hem.  Friend 
for  the  rejection  of  the  present  Vote. 

Mb.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.)  : 
There  are  one  or  two  points  to  which  I 
should  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  before  we  go  to  a  division. 
As  I  understand  what  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  said  just  now,  the  Trea- 
sury Minute  which  has  lately  been  issued 
does  apply  to  the  assimilation  of  the 
various  branches  of  Secret  Service  money, 
so  that  in  future  any  unexpended  balimca 


public  funds.  In  this  way  over  £450,000 
has  been  spent  by  successive  Political 
Secretaries  without  a  word  of  account 
being  given  to  the  Comptroller  and  Au- 
ditor Gteneral,  as  in  the  case  of  the  other 
branches  of  the  Public  Service.  We 
maintain  that  it  is  essential  that  the 
same  rules  which  secure  other  grants  of 
Secret  Service  money  being  employed'in 
the  legitimate  service  of  the  State  should 
also  be  observed  in  the  disposal  of  this 
sum  of  £10,000. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  That 
is  the  efiPeot  of  the  Treasury  Minute. 

Mb.  albert  GREY:  I  did  not  quite 
understand  that  that  was  so,  and  I  shall 
be  glad  if  my  right  hon.  Friend  will 
give  some  further  explanation  and  as- 
surance to  the  Committee. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  If  my 
hon.  Friend  asks  me  what  the  effect  of 
the  Treasury  Minute  is,  I  have  only  to 
say  that  it  amounts  to  this — that  what- 
ever rules  are  applied  to  the  voting  of 
Secret  Service  shall  in  future  be  applied 
to  the  granting  of  this  sum  of  £10,000 
from  the  Consolidated  Fund.  That  is 
the  spirit  of  the  Minute  agreed  to  by 
the  late  Government. 

Mb.  albert  GREY:  I  am  glad 
that  the  Question  I  put  on  the  Notice 
Paper  has  been  instrumental  in  bring- 
ing about  that  alteration. 

SiB  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  No, 
it  has  not ;  it  was  made  months  ago. 

Mb.  albert  grey  :  Then  I  cannot 
claim  any  credit  for  helping  to  spur  on 
the  energy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
We  now  know  that  it  was  a  spontaneous 
act  on  his  part. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  No; 
the  late  Government  did  it. 

Mb.  albert  grey  :  I  should  be 
glad  to  learn  what  was  the  old  form  of 
declaration  which  the  Head  of  the  De- 
partment had  to  make  to  the  Comptroller 
and  Auditor  General,  and  what  is  the 
new  form  of  declaration,  so  that  we  may 
say  whether  we  prefer  the  words  of  the 
declaration  which  the  Government  pro- 
pose to  substitute  for  that  which  pre- 
viously existed  ?  I  am  sorry  that  I  have 
not  by  me  the  exact  words  of  the  old 
declaration. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  :  They 
will  be  found  in  the  Act  of  1782. 

Mb.  albert  GREY:  I  hope  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury will  elucidate  the  point.  There  is 
a  further  question  which  I  desire  to  put, 
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of  the  £10,000  is  to  be  surrendered  to 
the  Treasury.  As  I  did  not  catch  per- 
fectly what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said,  I  should  be  glad  to  know  if  that  is 
BO  ?  At  present  it  forms  one  great  point 
of  distinction  between  the  £10,000 
granted  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund 
and  the  money  ordiuarily  voted  for 
Secret  Service.  The  unexpected  balances 
of  the  £10,000  are  not  paid  back 
into  the  Exchequer ;  but  the  Committee 
upon  Public  Accounts,  in  their  Eeport 
last  year,  recommended  that  those  un- 
expended balances  should  be  annually 
surrendered.  We  want  to  know  whe- 
ther, in  the  new  Treasury  Minute,  that 
recommendation  of  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee  is  going  to  be  carried  out  ? 
From  the  statement  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  it  may  be  that  the  re- 
commendation is  not  going  to  be  carried 
out  after  all.  The  Committee  of  Public 
Accounts  made  a  further  recommenda- 
tion— namely,  that  an  account  of  the 
actual  expenditure  should  be  furnished 
to  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor  General, 
and  I  gather  from  what  fell  earlier  in 
the  evening  from  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  that 
this  is  provided  for  by  the  Treasury 
Minute,  so  that  as  far  as  we  can  find  out 
these  two  recommendations  are  going  to 
be  carried  out  in  regard  to  the  Secret 
Service  money  thrown  on  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund.  Then  there  is  another 
point  of  distinction,  if  I  may  be  per- 
mitted to  trouble  the  Committee  a  little 
longer,  between  the  sum  for  Secret 
Service  which  is  granted  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  and  the  sum  voted  in 
connection  with  the  Estimates  of  the 
year.  It  is  this.  There  is  a  specific 
instruction  in  the  Act  of  1782  in  regard 
to  the  purposes  for  which  Secret  Service 
money  is  to  be  devoted. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET:  That 
is  only  as  to  the  actual  sum  voted. 

Mb.  BUCHANAN :  I  know  that  it 
only  applies  to  the  sum  voted,  and  that 
there  is  no  specific  instruction  as  to  the 
purposes  for  which  the  sums  voted  are 
to  be  applied.  Nor  are  there  any  spe- 
cific instructions  to  the  Comptroller  and 
Auditor  General  as  to  the  purposes  for 
which  this  sum  of  £10,000  shall  be  ap- 
plied. It  is  a  distinguishing  feature  of 
the  money  granted  from  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund,  as  compared  with  that 
voted  in  Committee  of  Supply,  that  there 
are  no  directions  existing  in  any  public 

VOL.  OCOV.         [thibd  skbies.] 


document  as  to  the  purposes  to  which  it 
shall  be  applied.  It  appears  to  me  that 
it  would  be  of  great  advantage  if  there 
were  some  such  instructions.  There  is 
one  other  point.  If  I  understood  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  rightly, 
he  disclaims  in  every  way  any  connec- 
tion with  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor 
General.  He  can  repose  no  confidence 
in  that  officer  as  to  the  disposal  of  Secret 
Service  money.  The  Comptroller  and 
Auditor  General,  in  the  evidence  which 
he  gave  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Accounts  this  year,  was  asked  what 
course  he  would  take  if  the  application 
of  Secret  Service  money  was  made  known 
to  him,  and  he  replied  at  once  that  he 
should  feel  bound  by  his  sense  of  honour, 
and  that  he  should  consider  himself  as 
much  bound  as  the  Secretary  of  State,  to 
keep  the  matter  perfectly  confidential. 
He  was  asked — 

*'  The  danger,  then,  of  underminiiig  the  prin- 
ciple of  Secret  Service  is  therefore  not  so  great 
as  the  right  hon.  Member  seems  to  anticipate  ?  " 

And  his  reply  was — 

**  The  Head  of  the  Department  ought  to  be 
a  trustworthy  man,  holding,  as  he  does,  an 
office  invested  with  a  larger  amount  of  trust 
than  any  other  office  I  know  of  in  the  Public 
Service." 

Now,  it  appears  to  me  a  perfectly  futile 
objection  on  the  part  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  say  that  a  man  in 
the  position  of  the  Comptroller  and  Audi- 
tor General  cannot  be  trusted.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  took  some  credit 
to  himself,  and  some  glory  to  the  Go- 
vernment, for  having  largely  increased 
the  amount  of  Secret  Service  money.  It 
is  certainly  a  singular  thing  that  a 
Liberal  Government  should  take  credit 
for  having  increased  the  Secret  Service 
money,  and  I  am  perfectly  certain  of 
this — that  whatever  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman may  think,  the  Prime  Minister 
cannot  agree  with  him,  or  he  must  very 
considerably  have  changed  his  mind 
about  the  employment  of  Secret  Service 
money  within  the  last  30  years.  Some 
years  ago  the  Prime  Minister  expressed 
a  desire  that  this  Secret  Service  Vote 
should  be  limited  as  much  as  possible ; 
but  the  ambition  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  to  extend  it  as  much 
as  possible.  I  do  not  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  told  us  how  much  it  has 
been  extended.  In  1880  the  total  was 
£15,891;  in  1881-2  it  was  £14,000;  in 
1882-8,  £18,000;  in  1883-4,   £31,000; 
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in  1884-5  it  was  £31,000  ag^ain,  and  for 
the  last  two  years  it  was  £50,000.  [Sir 
WiLLiAK  Hakooubt:  Hear,  hear!] 
As  the  Vote  increases  the  Ohancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  seems  to  be  the  more 
gratified.  We  have,  therefore,  at  this 
moment  this  sum  of  money  expended 
without  any  control  whaterer,  and  the 
money  has  been  increased  four  times 
within  the  last  four  years.  I  think  the 
Committee  is  entitled  to  make  as  strong 
a  protest  as  it  can  against  this  constant 
increase  of  this  Vote,  and  of  the  way  in 
which  these  sums  are  disposed  of  with- 
out control,  and  without  any  attempt  at 
eoonomy  having  been  carried  out  by  the 
Government. 

The  SEOEETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  Heney  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  I  must  take  exception 
to  the  statement  that  this  money  is  spent 
without  control  or  without  responsibility, 
and  it  is  absurd  to  say  that  the  money 
cannot  be  so  spent  unless  it  is  subjected 
to  the  legitimate  responsibility  of  the 
Comptroller  and  Auditor  General.  The 
hon.  Member  wishes  to  interpose  behind 
the  Cabinet  as  a  sort  of  Court  of  Appeal 
the  control  of  the  Auditor  General.  The 
hon.  Member  is  quite  content  that  the 
House  should  not  know,  but  he  wishes 
to  place  this  Court  of  Appeal  behind  the 
Cabinet.  [Mr.  Buchanan:  It  is  so 
now.]  There  is  a  wide  distinction  be- 
tween the  two  sums  of  money,  although 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouohere)  endeavoured  ingeniously  to 
bring  them  together.  The  £10,000  has 
been  upon  the  Consolidated  Fund  since 
1782,  and  it  can  only  be  dealt  with  by 
the  repeal  of  the  Act  of  Parliament.  I 
am  not  concerned  to  defend  the  expen- 
diture in  any  shape  or  form.  We  simply 
find  that  £10,000  is  spent  for  Secret 
Service,  and  the  Treasury  Minute  pro- 
poses to  extend  to  the  patronage  of  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  precisely  the 
same  conditions  as  are  applied  to  the 
money  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Secretary  of  State.  He  will  have  to 
certify  how  much  has  been  paid  to  him, 
and  how  much  has  been  spent  during  the 
year ;  thirdly,  what  the  balance  is  which 
has  been  unspent ;  and,  lastly,  that  the 
money  expended  has  been  spent  in  the 
manner  contemplated  by  the  Act  of  Par- 
liament. I  understand  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Tyneside  Division 
of  Northumberland  (Mr.  A.  Grey)  to 
say  that  he  preferred  the  old  form  of 

Mr,  Buehanan 


certificate,  which  was  to  this  efiPect — "I 
hereby  certify  that  the  actual  sum  of 
money  spent  by  myself,  or  under  my  di* 
rection  for  Secret  Service,  was  so  much." 
The  new  form  is  to  make  it  an  actually 
binding  statement  on  the  part  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  that  he  has  spent  the 
money  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  of  Parliament,  and  that  he 
has  spent  it  for  purposes  for  which  a 
Vote  of  Parliament  can  be  propeily 
given.  There  is  another  point  to  which 
I  should  like  to  call  the  attention  of  tiie 
Committee.  It  is  a  mistake  to  suppose 
that  the  money  is  spent  altogether  with- 
out control.  It  is  handed  over  either  to 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
for  Home  Affairs,  for  Colonial  Affaire, 
to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  or 
the  Secretary  of  the  Irish  Government 
But  the  Secretary  of  State  to  whom  it  is 
handed  over  is  obliged  to  take  an  oath 
before  one  of  the  Judges,  and  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  makes  a  decla- 
ration that  it  has  been  applied  to  Secret 
Services    in    detecting,   defeating,   and 

freventing  conspiracies  against  the  State, 
want  to  know  whether,  if  we  are  to 
adopt  the  principle  of  having  Secret  Ser- 
vice money  at  all,  we  can  have  any 
better  check  than  the  voucher  of  a 
Cabinet  Minister  in  a  declaration  made 
on  oath  before  one  of  Her  Majesty's 
Judges  ?  Surely  that  is  a  better  check 
than  the  opinion  of  the  Comptroller  and 
Auditor  General,  who  may  differ  from 
the  Secretary  of  State  as  to  the  mode  of 
expenditure.  If  you  are  to  have  Secret 
Service  money  at  all—and  I  wiU  not 
pronounee  any  opinion  upon  that  ques- 
tion— ^I  do  not  think  you  can  have  any 
better  system  of  check  than  those  which 
now  exist,  and  for  which  the  Govern- 
ment take  no  credit  whatever.  So  far 
as  the  recent  Treasury  Minute  is  con- 
cerned, it  was  drawn  up  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  before  he  left 
Office. 

Mk.  BItADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
If  the  Motion  for  the  reduction  of  the 
Vote  goes  to  a  division  I  shall  certainly 
vote  in  favour  of  it,  but  not  for  any  of 
the  reasons  which  have  been  given  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  support  the  omis- 
sion of  the  Vote.  I  shall  vote  for  its 
rejection  because  I  am  opposed  to  Secret 
Service  money  altogether,  and  that  is 
the  principle  on  which  I  shall  record  my 
vote.  I  quite  agree  that  when  you  call 
this  money  Secret  Service  money,  by  the 
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terms  of  that  description  you  preclude 
yourselves  from  any  right  of  inquiring 
how  it  is  applied.  But  I  do  not  think 
that  a  great  country  like  this  ought  to 
require  the  expenditure  of  money  in  re- 
gard to  which  it  cannot  take  Parliament 
into  its  confidence. 

Sib  henry  JAMES  (Bury,    Lan- 
cashire) :   I  differ  altogether  from  the 
view  of  the  hon.  Gentleman.     I  am  as 
unwilling  as  he  is  to  vote  for  the  expen- 
diture of  money  in  Secret  Services  ;  but 
I  am  quite  aware  that  it  is  necessary 
in  order  that  the  Public  Business  of  the 
country  may  be  carried  on  with  efficiency. 
I  have  every  confidence  that  the  Minis- 
ters who  now  ask  for  this  money  have 
proper  and  sufficient  grounds  for  making 
the  demand  ;  but  I  am  certainly  opposed 
to  the  application  of  the  £10,000  to  Par- 
liamentary elections.      I  shall  bear  in 
mind  your  ruling,  Mr.  Courtney,  that 
we  are  simply  discussing  the  Vote  of 
£5,000;  but  I  think  my  hon.  Friend  is 
logically  correct  in  showing  that  there 
is  another  sum  of  £10,000  used  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Government  in  addition, 
and  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  £60,000 
are  applied  to  Secret  Services.     I  think, 
therefore,  that  the   £10,000,   althouffh 
not  actually  before  the  Committee,  ought 
not  to  be  forgotten.     The  allegation  has 
been  made  in  the  House  that  a  large 
portion  of  this  Secret  Service  money  is 
expended  in  aid  of  elections.      I  hope 
that  this  is  not  the  case,  because  it  is 
desirable  to  obtain  a  free  expression  of 
opinion  at  every  election  without  the  ex- 
penditure of  public  money.     It  may  be 
a  democratic  view,  but,  to  my  mind,  it 
is  a  sound  view,  that  in  an  election  money 
should  play  as  little  a  part  as  possible. 
The   average   expenditure  at  borough 
elections  in  these   days  is   £500.      If 
£10,000  of  the  Secret  Service  money 
were  devoted  at  bye- elections  to  assist 
the  Government  candidates  at  20  elec- 
tions, such  aid  would  obviously  place  the 
Government  candidate  in  a  position  of 
superiority  as  against  the  democratic  can- 
didate.   This  is  not  a  question  as  to  the 
amount  of  money  which  passes  through 
the  hands  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  but 
as  to  the  money  which  passes  through 
the  hands  of  a  Gentleman  who  ought  to 
be  aware  whether  the  allegation  is  or  is 
not  true,  that  it  is  devoted  to  election  pur- 
poses.    I  woidd  suggest  that,  public  at- 
tention having  been  called  to  the  matter, 
the  Prime  Minister  and  the  Chancellor  of 


the  Exchequer  should  take  the  question 
into  consideration.  It  is  not  a  question 
of  Party  advantage  to  one  side  or  the 
other.  It  applies  to  both  Parties  alike, 
and,  seeing  the  changed  opinion  which 
now  exists  with  respect  to  the  conduct 
of  elections,  it  should  be  determined 
whether  this  old  custom  should  be  al- 
lowed any  longer  to  exist.  I  think  we 
ought  to  have  full  confidence  in  the 
Government  in  the  matter  of  Secret  Ser- 
vice money,  and  I  cannot  support  the 
Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Burnley  (Mr.  Eylands) ;  but  I  hope 
the  Prime  Minister  will  say  that  the 
matter  will  be  brought  under  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Government,  because  I  am 
sure  it  may  be  considered  with  advan- 
tage to  the  Public  Service. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  desire 
to  say  a  few  words  in  order  to  explain 
why  I  do  not  feel  inclined  to  vote  for  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Burn- 
ley (Mr.  Rylands).  It  is  a  new  experi- 
ence to  Irish  Members  on  these  Benches 
to  witness  this  new- bom  zeal  on  the 
part  of  certain  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
with  regard  to  Secret  Service  money.  If 
I  thought  this  was  an  honest  attack  on 
Secret  Service  money  I  would  be  among 
the  first  men  in  the  House  to  support  it. 
I  must  confess  that  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  filled  me  with  astonish- 
ment. I  marvel  at  the  audacity  of  a 
right  hon.  and  learned  Member  who  can 
stand  up  and  declare  that  he  is  shocked 
at  the  use  to  which  this  £10,000  is  de- 
voted—the use,  apparently,  having  been 
only  discovered  by  him  yesterday,  al- 
though the  Committee  know  that  he  has 
been  an  influential  and  prominent  Mem- 
ber of  several  Governments.  This  is  a 
large  draft  on  the  credulity  of  hon. 
Members,  and,  to  my  mind,  is  nothing 
short  of  a  farce.  We  have  the  Commit- 
tee engaged  in  solemnly  debating  the 
abuse  of  public  money  which,  if  it  is  an 
abuse,  has  gone  on  unchallenged  for 
many  years.  The  practice  of  voting 
Secret  Service  money  may  be  a  bad 
practice,  and  if  it  were  honestly  at- 
tacked I  should  be  glad  to  vote  against 
it.  I  cannot  believe,  however,  that  the 
present  attack  is  an  honest  one,  and 
therefore  I  shall  not  vote.  I  know  of 
no  more  sublime  sight  than  to  see  the 
hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Bylands) 
denouncing  the  maladministration  of 
public  money,   and    advocating  public 
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Mr.  DILTjON  :  I  beg  the  noble  Lord*i 
pardon ;  I  said  that  I  should  not  vote 
upon  it. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL: 
I  beg  the  hon.  Member's  pardon.  At 
any  rate,  he  is  not  g^ing  to  oppose 
Secret  Service  money.  Then  we  hare 
the  strange  fact  of  the  RepresentatiTes 
of  the  hereditary  Whig  Party  getting 
up  and  denouncing  Secret  Service  monej 
in  a  manner  which,  I  venture  to  saj, 
would  make  Lord  Hussell  and  Lord 
Melbourne  turn  in  their  graves.  We 
have  fidso  had  an  ex- Attorney  General 
(Sir  Henry  James)  making  a  statement 
in  the  House  which  I  never  heard  be- 
fore, although  I  have  often  heard  dis- 
cussions upon  Secret  Servico  money,  that 
a  vast  sum  of  Secret  Service  money  is 
applied  to  electioneering  purposes. 

Sir  henry  JAMES :  I  stated  dis- 
tinctly  that  I  knew  nothing  officially; 
and  I  never  heard  anything  in  connec- 
tion with  my  Office  to  this  effect  I 
know  nothing  but  what  has  been  said 
openly  in  this  House  to-night.  If  the 
noble  Lord  wishes  to  quote  me,  it  is 
desirable  that  he  should  quote  me  accn- 
rately. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
Any  statement  coming  from  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  comes  with 
ffreat  weight  and  authority,  because,  un- 
doubtedly, the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  been  intimately  asso- 
ciated with  electioneering  matters.  But, 
to  put  all  these  things  aside,  there  is  one 
person  in  the  House  who  is  capable  of 
informing  it  and  givine  guidance  in  this 
matter  with  overwhelming  authority. 
Obviously  that  person  is  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury.  [Mr.  W.  E.  Gud- 
STONE :  Hear,  hear  !  J  We  are  not  so 
fortunate  as  to  have  an  ez-First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  on  the  Opposition  Bench, 
and  there  is  no  other  Member  in  this 
House  who  has  occupied  that  position 
except  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  But 
the  Prime  Minister  has  had  50  years'  ex- 
perience of  the  Public  Service,  and  he 
has  filled  the  Office  of  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  for  11  or  12  years  out  of  that 
period.  If,  therefore,  the  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bury  (Sir  Henry  James) 
is  correct,  the  Parliamentary  Secretary 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must  have 
absorbed  during  his  administration  of 
public  affairs  something  like  £140,000. 


economy ;  and  I  trust  that  he  will  not 
forget  the  attitude  he  has  taken  up  when, 
as  we  all  fullv  expect,  the  finances  of 
the  country  will  be  shortly  placed  under 
his  control.  In  the  new  Government 
which  is  said  to  be  oomiug  this  is  the 
post  which  has  already  been  assigned  to 
nim  ;  and  if  his  first  step  is  to  do  away 
with  the  grant  of  this  £10,000  for  Secret 
Services  he  will  have  my  humble  sup-  j 

^^Lrd  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL  | 
(Paddington,  S.) :  The  traditional  prac-  | 
tioe  for  a  good  many  years  of  those  who 
have  had  the  good  or  evil  fortune,  as  the 
case  may  have  been,  to  occupy  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench  has  been  on  all  occasions 
in  Supply  to  support  the  views  which 
may  be  taken  by  the  Gt)vemment  of  the 
day.  It  is  a  practice  against  which  I 
often  protested  when  I  occupied  a  seat 
below  the  Gangway.  It  is  a  practice 
which,  of  course,  is  capable  of  being 
abused;  but,  at  the  same  time,  it  ap- 
pears to  me  that  there  is  no  possibility, 
on  the  present  occasion,  of  departing 
^m  it.  But,  as  far  as  this  Vote  is  con- 
cerned, I  think  it  is  necessary  to  know 
the  views  of  the  Government  on  this 
point  before  I  and  my  Friends  can  sup- 
port them  with  regard  to  this  Secret 
Service  money.  There  have  been  some 
very  strange  transformations  of  character 
within  a  very  short  space  of  time.  For 
example,  we  have  now  a  Member  of  the 
Nationalist  Party  in  Ireland,  if  I  under- 
stand the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo 
(Mr.  Dillon)  rightly,  supporting  this 
Secret  Service  Fund. 

Mb.  DILLON :  I  distinctly  stated  at 
the  commencement  of  my  remarks  that 
I  believed  this  was  not  an  honest  attack 
on  the  Secret  Service  money.  If  it  were 
I  would  support  it. 

LoED  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL : 
Then,  as  far  as  I  can  make  out  the  con- 
tention of  the  hon.  Member,  it  is  cer- 
tainly a  strange,  if  not  an  arrogant,  one, 
because  he  seems  to  maintain  that  the 
only  honest  attack  that  has  ever  been 
made  on  Secret  Service  money  has  been 
made  by  the  Irish  Members.  I  am  dis- 
posed to  concede  a  great  deal,  but  not 
that  the  Irish  Members  have  a  monopoly 
of  honesty,  as  compared  with  other  por- 
tions of  the  House,  in  regard  to  these 
Votes  in  Committee  of  Supply.  The  fact 
remains  that  a  Member  of  the  Irish 
Party  is  going  to  support  the  Vote. 

Mr.  JHUon 
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Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  That  is  a 
very  wide  estimate. 

LoRT>  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL: 
Well,  let  the  sum  be  put  down  at 
£  1 10,000.  Obviously  the  Treasury  must 
be  to  some  degree  responsible  for  the 
expenditure  of  this  sum ;  and  a  First 
Xx)rd  of  the  Treasury  must  have  some 
degree  of  cognizance  of  the  amount 
wluch  from  time  to  time  has  been  paid 
to  the  Parliamentary  Secretary  under 
the  orders  of  the  Prime  Minister.  There- 
fore, anxious  as  we  are  on  this  Bench  to 
give  to  Her  Majesty's  Government  all 
the  support  which  by  traditional  prac- 
tice they  have  a  right  to  claim,  from 
the  state  of  feeling  in  the  House,  our 
position  may  be  made  extremely  difficult 
unless  we,  as  well  as  the  House  in  gene- 
ral, are  favoured  with  a  larger  amount 
of  information  upon  the  matter  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of 
the  Government,  who,  after  all,  is  the 
person  who  must  be  held  responsible 
to  the  public  for  the  disposal  of  this 
money. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
8URY  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone^  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian) :  The  noole  Lord 
has  made  a  direct  appeal  to  me.  I  do 
not  wonder  at  his  making  it,  because 
the  supposition  entertained  by  the  noble 
Lord  is  a  very  natural  one.  It  is  now 
51  years  since  I  first  had  the  honour  of 
holding  Office  under  the  Crown.  I  have 
had  the  honour  of  holding  Office  not, 
perhaps,  so  long  as  other  persons  in  the 
history  of  this  country,  but  still  for  a 
Tory  considerable  period.  I  have  held 
the  Office  of  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer and  Prime  Minister  for  about  20 
years ;  and  it  is,  therefore,  natural  that 
the  noble  Lord  should  think  that  I  know 
something  about  Secret  Service  money. 
Now,  in  these  circumstances,  I  will  tell 
the  noble  Lord  exactly  what  I  know.  As 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  I  know  absolutely 
nothing  whatever,  and  I  never  did.  I 
do  not  mean  to  say  that  I  have  never 
had  the  administration  of  any  Secret 
Service  money ;  but  it  was  not  in  the 
capacity  either  of  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury or  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in 
both  of  which  capacities  I  am  as  per- 
fectly pure  and  free  from  guilt  as  a  babe 
unborn.  But  I  was  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  40  years  ago,  and  then 
a  very  few  hundreds  of  pounds — per- 
haps £200  or  £300 — ^passed  through  my 


hands.  I  can  state  now,  without  any 
serious  departure  from  my  oath  as  a 
public  servant,  how  that  money  was  ap- 
plied. To  make  a  full  disclosure,  I  may 
say  that  it  was  applied  to  giving  pen- 
sions to  loyalists  who  had  suffered  either 
in  the  original  or  in  the  second  American 
War.  That  is  all  I  know  of  the  appli- 
cation of  Secret  Service  money.  What 
I  have  said  is  not  merely  the  general 
truth,  but  the  literal  and  absolute  truth. 
As  far  as  my  hon.  Friend  the  Patronage 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  concerned, 
and  his  title  is  a  lueria  non  luiendo,  for  he 
is  called  Patronage  Secretary,  although 
he  has  no  patronage  at  all — and  although 
the  absence  of  my  hon.  Friend  has  been 
commented  upon,  I  rather  think  there 
ought  to  be  a  corresponding  figure  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House — he  is  abso- 
lutely precluded  from  stating,  either  posi- 
tively or  negatively,  anything  that  he  has 
done  with  respect  to  the  disposal  of  this 
money.  In  regard  to  mysdf,  I  had  no 
idea  when  I  entered  the  House  that  the 
question  of  Secret  Service  money  was 
about  to  be  discussed,  and  I  must  say 
that  I  never  heard  a  more  ingenious 
argument  during  the  whole  time  I  have 
been  in  Parliament  than  the  argument 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere),  by  which  he  sought 
to  demonstrate  that  the  use  of  the 
£10,000  paid  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund  could,  with  perfect  regularity,  be 
discussed  when  we  are  dealing  with  a 
Vote  on  Account  for  a  month  of  Secret 
Service  money,  which  comes  within  a 
different  category.  I  will  not  undertake 
to  look  into  one  portion  of  that  question 
without  taking  into  consideration  the 
other  portions  of  it.  I  do  not  think  I 
could  do  so  with  propriety ;  but  if  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bury  (Sir  Henry  James)  asks  me 
a  question  I  will  frankly  give  hi^i  an 
answer,  because  I  do  not  require  this 
discussion  to  bring  me  to  the  opinion  I 
am  about  to  give.  First  of  all,  I  differ 
from  the  hon  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere),  because  I  believe  that 
in  the  vast  machinery  the  Government 
have  at  their  disposal  there  are,  and 
always  must  be,  certain  purposes  for 
which  it  is  proper  to  provide  by  means 
of  Secret  Service  money.  At  the  same 
time,  holding  that  opinion,  I  think  that 
the  regulation  of  those  purposes  and  the 
administration  of  those  funds  is  a  matter 
of  extreme  difficulty,  and  requires  a  very 
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greal  deal  of  care  and  attention.  And  I 
am  not  by  any  means  sure,  while  I  cor- 
dially recognize  the  intention  and  effect 
of  the  Treasury  Minute,  for  which  I 
beliere  we  are  indebted  in  substance  to 
the  late  Government,  that  the  change 
made  by  that  Minute  might  not  go  fur- 
ther. My  belief  is  that  much  might, 
and  ought  to*  be,  done  in  respect  to 
Secret  Service  money.  I  am  not  pre- 
pared at  this  moment  to  say  that  nega- 
tively it  ought  not  to  be  applied  to  such 
and  such  a  purpose,  because  if  I  did 
some  ingenious  Member  would  imme- 
diately get  up  and  find  out  some  other 
purpose,  not  exactly  the  same,  but  akin 
to  it,  and  would  ask  me  whether  I 
thought  it  ought  to  be  applied  to  that 
purpose.  I  have  a  great  jealousy  of  a 
process  of  exhaustion  like  that,  and  I 
would  rather  not  be  drawn  into  it.  I 
admit  that  there  is  much  desire  that  the 
question  should  be  considered.  I  may, 
perhaps,  say  for  myself  that  when  I  first 
became  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  I 
was  of  opinion  that  the  £10,000  ought 
to  be  placed  on  the  Votes ;  but  I  could 
not  get  one  of  my  Colleagues,  all  of 
whom  were  distinguished  men,  and  some 
of  whom  had  been  Prime  Minister,  to 
agree  with  me.  In  the  political  straits 
in  which  we  are  now,  and  with  the  pre- 
sent demands  on  my  time,  I  cannot  say 
that  I  can  apply  myself  to  this  question 
to-morrow,  or  the  next  day ;  but  I  make 
the  frank  admission,  whether  a  divi- 
sion is  taken  on  the  Vote  now  or  not, 
that  there  ought  to  be  a  reconsideration 
of  the  subject.  I  hope  the  Committee 
will  believe  that,  in  making  this  state- 
ment, I  am  indicating  clearly  my  own 
opinion  on  the  subject. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
(Bristol,  W.) :  "There  are  two  points 
on  which  I  can  entirely  agree  with 
the  statement  which  has  just  been 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
The  first  is  that  no  one  holding  the 
Office  of  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
can,  by  reason  of  his  Office,  know  any- 
thing whatever  of  the  disposal  of  Secret 
Service  money ;  and  the  second  is  that 
the  intention  and  desire  of  the  Treasury 
Minute,  for  which  the  late  Government 
are  responsible,  was  to  assimilate,  as  far 
as  we  could,  the  position  of  the  Secret 
Service  money  on  the  Consolidated  Fund 
to  that  of  the  Secret  Service  money  which 
is  subject  to  discussion  in  this  House.  I 
do  not  wish  to  pursue  this  discussion. 

Mn.  W.  E.  Gladstone 


It  is  perfectly  obvious  that  it  is  impos- 
sible for  the  Patronage  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  even  if  he  were  disposed,  con- 
sistently with  the  due  performance  of 
his  duty,  to  give  the  House  any  infor- 
mation as  to  the  disposal  of  the  Secret 
Service  money  put  into  his  hands.  But 
I  hope  that  I  may  gather  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  he,  at  any  rate, 
does  not  view  with  favour  what  is 
alleged  to  be  the  very  ancient  custom 
of  disposing  of  part  of  that  Secret  Ser- 
vice money  for  the  purpose  of  Parlia- 
mentary elections ;  and  that,  in  the  con- 
sideration which  he  has  imdertaken  to 
give  to  the  whole  subject  at  as  early  a 
date  as  possible,  he  will  by  no  means  let 
that  opinion,  which  has  been  expressed 
from  many  quarters,  and  which  I  think 
is  entertained  very  generally  in  the 
House,  escape  his  notice.  That  being 
so,  all  I  will  say  is  that,  in  accordance 
with  what  has  fallen  from  my  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill)  on 
this  matter,  we  shall  feel  it  our  duty  to 
support  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
the  Vote  now  before  the  Committee ; 
that  Vote,  as  the  Committee  have  been 
already  reminded,  not  being  any  part 
of  the  £10.000,  but  being  Secret  Service 
money  which  it  is  not  alleged,  as  far  as 
I  know,  has  been,  or  is  to  be,  expended 
for  the  purpose  of  elections. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  (Glasgow, 
Blackfriars) :  I  want  to  point  out  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon) 
that  it  does  not  at  all  follow  that  the 
Secret  Service  money  we  are  now  asked 
to  vote  is  used  for  political  purposes.  It 
was  not  known  to  avast  nuniber  of  Mem- 
bers, until  a  very  short  time  ago,  that  the 
sum  of  £10,000  was  charged  on  the  Con- 
solidated Fund,  and  not  voted  by  Par- 
liament; and  if  that  is  used  for  elec- 
tioneering purposes,  it  is  a  revelation  to 
the  country  as  well  as  to  many  hon. 
Members  of  this  House.  It  certainly 
opens  up  a  vista  of  possible  corruption 
in  this  country,  of  which  Eadical  Mem- 
bers ou^ht  to  be  ready  to  take  notice. 
The  Irish  Members  have  always  opposed 
the  Vote  for  Secret  Service  money,  and 
they  are  quite  consistent  in  doing  so. 
On  the  contrary,  I  have  always  supported 
the  Vote  for  Secret  Service  money,  be- 
cause I  believe  that  the  Government  of 
the  country  could  not  safely  be  carried 
on  without  it.  Any  hon.  Member  may 
imagine  that  there  may  be  crimes  threat- 
ened over  the  country,  such  as  the  use 
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of  explosiyes,  which  have  to  be  detected 
by  the  Home  Secretary;  and,  in  order 
to  enable  him  to  do  so,  money  must  be 
paid  for  Secret  Services.  That  is  one  of 
the  disadvantages  of  the  condition  of 
things  under  which  we  live,  and  un- 
doubtedly it  has  been  of  late  years  one 
of  the  principal  reasons  for  the  great 
increase  in  the  amount  of  Secret  Service 
money.  I  have  always  supported  the 
Vote  for  Secret  Service,  and  I  shall  be 
satisfied  to  do  so  again.  I  should,  how- 
ever, be  very  glad  to  see  the  amount 
diminished,  and  I  should  be  perfectly 
satisfied  with  the  certificate  from  the 
Head  of  the  Department  that  the  money 
has  been  expended  by  him  for  the  pur- 
poses for  which  it  was  contemplated  by 
Parliament.  But  the  charge  which  is 
placed  upon  the  Oonsolidated  Fund  is 
in  a  totally  different  position.  That 
charge  was  placed  upon  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  at  the  beginning  of  the 
Beign  of  Her  Majesty,  and  it  was  in- 
tended to  be  applicable,  first  of  all,  to 
the  Home  Secretary ;  but  it  appears  to 
have  been  transferred  to  the  Patronage 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  and  we  are 
now  told  how  the  money  has  been  used. 
It  has  been  saved  up  from  quarter  to 
quarter,  and  paid  over  by  those  who 
happen  to  be  in  Office  to  political  or- 
ganizations for  the  main  purpose  of  in- 
fluencing elections.  No  such  thing  has 
ever  come  to  my  knowledge ;  and,  there- 
fore, I  am  not  open  to  the  imputation 
of  having  known  anything  about  the 
direction  in  which  this  money  was 
being  applied ;  and  although  we  ought 
not  to  inquire  for  what  purposes  Secret 
Service  money  is  used,  the  House  of 
Commons  ought  to  declare  for  what 
purposes  it  shall  not  be  used ;  and  one 
purpose  of  all  others,  after  the  passing 
of  the  Corrupt  Practices  Act  and  the 
Hepresentation  of  the  People  Act,  for 
which  it  ought  not  to  be  employed,  is 
electioneering.  I  believe  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment has  given  an  undertaking  on  this 
subject  which  we  all  perfectly  trust;  and, 
under  these  circumstances,  I  would  sug- 
gest to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Bylands)  that  he  should 
withdraw  his  opposition  to  the  Vote, 
because  I  feel  sure  that,  after  the  dis- 
cussion which  has  taken  place,  this  money 
will  never  again,  as  long  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  at  the  head  of  affairs, 
be  applied  to  election  purposes,  or  to 


any  interference  with  the  opinion  of  the 
people. 

Me.  EYLANDS  (Burnley):  I  wish 
now,  if  I  can,  to  save  the  time  of  the 
Committee.  I  think  that  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Mi-  . 
nister  must  have  been  extremely  satis- 
factory. The  undertaking  whicK  the 
Prime  Minister  has  been  good  enough 
to  give  amounts,  at  all  events,  to  this — 
that  there  will  be  a  change  in  the  appli- 
cation of  this  Fund  in  the  future.  It 
will,  I  hope,  be  placed  on  the  Estimates ; 
and  it  will  be  understood  that  the  gene- 
ral feeling  which  has  been  expressed 
in  this  discussion  will  have  its  effect.  I 
gather  from  the  Prime  Minister  that  he 
gives  an  undertaking  that  this  stun  of 
money  shall  in  future  be  appropriated  to 
proper  purposes.  I  have,  tiierefore, 
very  little  reluctance  in  withdrawing  the 
Motion ;  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  on 
any  further  Vote  for  Secret  Service  the 
Prime  Minister  will  state  to  the  House 
what  course  he  "proposes  to  take.  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  beg  to  withdraw 
the  Motion.  [**No!"]  I  understand 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he 
will  look  into  the  matter  as  soon  as 
the  opportunity  occurs,  with  a  view  of 
seeing  how  far  a  change  might  be  made 
in  the  direction  indicated  by  the  Comp- 
troller and  Auditor  General.  I  did  not 
understand  him  to  name  a  day;  but  I 
gathered  that  the  matter  wiU  be  under 
the  attention  of  the  Government  before 
the  next  Vote  for  Secret  Service  is  taken. 

Sm  JOSEPH  M'KENNA(Monaghan, 
S.)  :  This  will  be  the  first  occasion  on 
which  I  have  ever  voted  for  the  pay- 
ment of  Secret  Service  money ;  but  on 
this  occasion  I  shall  vote  against  the 
Amendment,  because  I  look  upon  it  as 
an  attempt  to  make  a  point  against  the 
Government  on  allegations  made  without 
one  particle  of  evidence  to  sustain  them. 
I  was  positively  shocked  to  hear  the 
hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr.  Mit- 
chell Henry)  remark,  as  if  it  were  a 
proved  and  admitted  fact,  that  this  sum 
of  £10,000  for  Secret  Service  money, 
granted  originally  under  the  Act  of 
1782,  and  continued  from  that  day 
to  this,  has  been  largely  used  by  the 
Patronage  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  for 
electioneering  purposes.  I  think  that 
any  hon.  Member  who  makes  such  a 
statement  as  that  ought  to  be  prepared 
to  quote  his  authority,  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow  has  certainly  not 
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done.  I  therefore  hold  that  do  atten- 
tion whatever  ought  to  be  paid  to  the 
allegation.  I  am  opposed  altogether  to 
the  withdrawal  of  the  Motion  the  hon. 
Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Rjlands)  has 
made,  and  I  trust  he  will  be  prepared 
to  take  a  division  upon  it.  We  shall 
then  have  an  opportunity  of  seeing  who 
are  disposed  to  take  advantage  of  such  a 
Motion  as  this  for  pointing  a  moral  at 
the  expense  of  the  G-overnment. 

Mr.   T.   p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  I  must  say  that  if  I  do  not 
follow  exactly  the  course  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman    who    has   just    spoken,    I 
shall,  nevertheless,  decline  to  be  a  party 
to  the  withdrawal  of  the  Motion ;  and 
I  must   express    my   surprise    at    the 
action   which    has    been   taken  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Eylands). 
Secret  Service  money  has  proved  very 
useful   to   Members  of  various  Admi- 
nistrations.     The    hon.    Member   may 
probably  be  a   Member    of   the    next 
new  Administration ;  and  I  am  certain 
that  the  country  and  the  right    hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  Chamberlain)  wiU  have 
oome  to  the  conclusion  that  no  Govern- 
ment   could   be    complete  without  the 
services  of  the  hon.   Gentleman.     My 
reason  for  objecting  to  the  withdrawal 
of  the  Amendment  is  this — that  I  do  not 
believe  in  the  honesty  of  the  Amend- 
ment, and  I  wish  to  mark  my  sense  of 
its  dishonesty  by  voting  against  it.    The 
question  of  Secret  Service  money  is^  un- 
fortunately, not  a  new  question  to  hon. 
Gentlemen    on    these     Benches.      All 
through  the  last   Parliament  we  were 
constantly   objecting  to  this   Vote  for 
Secret  Service  money ;  and  although  we 
had  no  certainty,  we  were  undoubtedly 
suspicious  that,  so  far  as  its  employment 
in  Ireland  was  concerned,  it  was  used  for 
purposes  that  were  not  legitimate.     All 
through  the  debates  which  took  place 
we    were  persistently  opposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry).     A  Predecessor  of  mine,  upon 
a  newspaper  with  which  I  was  once  as- 
sociated— a  man  of  great  ability,  and 
with  considerable  powers  of  sarcasm — 
took  a  strong  dislike  to   a  particular 
barrister,  and  he  used  to  say  '*  that  the 
prisoner  was  defended  by  so  and  so," 
naming  this  gentleman,  *'  and  was  ac- 
cordingly convicted."     I  may  add  that, 
whenever  our  proposals  were  opposed 
by  the  hon.  Member,  we  were  perfectly 

Sir  Joseph  M'Kenna 


satisfied  that  they  would  receive  the  ap- 
proval of  the  House.  Whatis  the  meaning 
of  this  proposal  ?  Its  meaning  is  to  throw 
dirt  upon  the  Government  in  connec- 
tion with  the  new  constituencies  ?  [Mr. 
Mitchell  Henby  dissented.]  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  Blackfriars  Division 
of  Glasgow  shakes  his  head,  and  we 
know  that  his  impartiality  is  always 
shown  by  the  fact  that  he  invariably 
turns  against  the  Party  he  was  elected 
to  support.  Then  we  have  also  had 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bury  (Sir  Henry  James),  who 
admits  now,  although  for  a  consider* 
able  number  of  years  he  was  a  Member 
of  the  Government,  that  this  money  may 
have  been  employed  in  corrupting  the 
constituencies.  I  look  upon  the  whole 
thing  as  cant  and  humbug,  and  I  shall 
mark  my  sense  of  it  by  voting  against 
the  withdrawal  of  the  Amendment. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided ; — Ayes  44  ; 
Noes  319:  Majority  275.— (Div.  List, 
No.  104.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BAECLAY  (Forfarshire)  : 
I  desire  to  take  this  opportunity  of  call- 
ing the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  the 
composition  and  to  the  acts  of  the  Fishery 
Board,   Scotland.      I  can  assure    hon. 
Member?  that  there  exists  among  the 
fishermen  in  Scotland  great  dissatisfac- 
tion that  there  is  no  one  practically  ac- 
quainted with  fishing  who  is  a  member 
of  that  Board.     I  may  say  that,  so  far 
as  the  business  capacity  of  the  Board 
is  concerned,  I  have  no  fault  to  find, 
nor   with  the  scientific  department  of 
the  Board  generally.     I  ought  to  ex- 
plain that  this  Board  consists  of  nine 
members,  three  of  whom  are  SherifiTs  of 
counties  in  Scotland,  and  members  of 
the  Board,    ex  officio.      The  Sheriff  of 
Aberdeenshire  has  done  much  service  in 
calling  attention    to   the  insecurity   of 
the  tenure  of  the  fishermen  in    their 
houses ;  and  the  Sheriff  of  Orkney  has 
devoted  a  great  deal  of  his  attention  to 
the  interests  of  fishermen  in  the  counties 
in  which  he  acts  as  Sheriff.    Then  we 
have  the  Chairman,  Sir  Thomas  Boyd, 
a   good    business    man,  and  one   who 
attends   very  closely  and  well   to  the 
business  of  the  Board.     But  the  other 
six  members    of  the   Board    have  no 
direct   acquaintance   with  sea   fishing, 
and  do  not  seem  to  possess,  so  far  as  an 
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outsider  can  perceiye,  any  great  quali- 
fications for  the  position  whicli  they 
occupy.  A  Betum  was  granted  to  me 
of  the  attendances  of  the  various  mem- 
bers of  the  Board,  and  I  am  willing  to 
admit  that  many,  if  not  all,  the  mem- 
bers attended  the  Committee  with  great 
regularity;  but  it  is  complained  that 
there  is  no  one  on  the  Board  who  has 
practically  any  knowledge  or  experience 
of  the  sea  fishing  business ;  and  I  wish 
to  point  out  to  the  Committee  how,  on 
one  or  two  occasions,  the  action  of  the 
Board  would  have  been  more  in  the 
interest  of  the  fisheries  if  there  had  been 
someone  upon  it  conversant  with  the 
subject.  We  have  had,  Sir,  a  great  agi* 
tation  on  the  Coast  of  Scotland  against 
trawling. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland):  Sir,  I  rise  to  Order.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Forfarshire  is  dealing 
with  a  Scotch  Vote,  and  the  question  I 
have  to  ask  is,  whether  it  would  be 
competent  to  any  hon.  Member  after- 
wards to  raise  a  question  on  a  previous 
Vote  to  that  on  which  the  hon.  Member 
is  now  speaking  ? 

The  chairman  :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber moves  to  reduce  the  Vote,  it  would 
not  be  competent  to  go  back  in  the  Es- 
timates. 

Sib  ROBERT  PEEL  (Blackburn): 
Sir,  I  also  rise  to  Order.  Your  ruling 
is  quite  dear ;  but  as  we  are  voting  now 
a  large  sum  in  a  very  unusual  way,  and 
as  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  gave 
me  personally  the  assurance,  and  also 
assured  the  Committee  on  a  former  oc- 
casion, that  the  Vote  on  account  of  Dover 
Harbour  should  not  be  taken  without 
due  and  full  Notice  being  given  to  the 
House,  and  as  that  Vote  is  second  on 
the  Paper 

Thk  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henby  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  I  am  not  asking  for 
any  money  for  Dover  Harbour  in  this 
Vote. 

Sib  ROBERT  PEEL  :  I  beg  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  pardon.  There  is  in  Vote  2 
the  sum  of  £200  to  complete  £800. 

Mb.  HENRY  H.  FOWLER :  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  look  to  the 
first  column  he  wiU  see  that  the  *'  fur- 
ther sum  required  on  account "  is  left 
blank. 

Sib  ROBERT  PEEL :  I  thank  the 
hon.  Gentleman  for  his  explanation. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr): 
Sir,  I  do  not  quite  understand  our  posi* 


tion.  If  an  hon.  Member  rises  and  you 
call  on  him,  and  if  he  takes  up  a  subse- 
quent question  on  the  Paper,  how  is  it 
possible  for  us  to  take  up  previous 
matter  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  matter  is 
very  simple.  It  happens  frequently 
that  an  hon.  Member  rises  to  speak  on 
a  particular  Vote;  if  any  other  hon. 
Member  wishes  to  speak  on  a  previous 
Vote  he  rises  and  says  so,  and  is  at  once 
heard.  If  any  hon.  Member  wishes  to 
speak  on  a  Vote  previous  to  that  of  the 
Fishery  Board  of  Scotland  he  will  rise 
and  say  so. 

Sib  ROBERT  PEEL :  Am  I  to  under- 
stand,  Sir,  that  any  hon.  Member  can 
be  heard  on  any  previous  Vote  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN :  H  a  Motion  is 
made  to  reduce  a  Vote,  it  would  be 
irregular  to  discuss  a  previous  Vote. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BARCLAY:  When  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  rose  to  Order,  I 
was  calling  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  the  action  of  the  Fishery  Board 
of  Scotland.  Well,  Sir,  last  year  an  Act 
was  passed  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
the  Fishery  Board  power  to  regulate 
trawling  on  the  Coasts  of  Scotland,  and 
after  considerable  delay  the  Board  pro- 
ceeded to  deal  with  that  question  by  ex- 
periment ;  but  they  did  so  in  such  a  way 
that  the  experiment  which  was  made 
is  not,  whatever  its  residt,  sufficient  to 
decide  the  question  which  it  was  intended 
to  decide.  One  of  the  most  extensive 
trawlers  on  the  North-East  Coast  of  Scot- 
land—Messrs. Johnston,  of  Montrose — 
wrote  me  a  letter  saying  that  they  had 
no  objection  to  the  prohibited  area  being 
extended.  These  gentlemen  are  prin- 
cipally interested  in  trawling  on  the 
North-East  Coast ;  but  they  did  not 
think  that  the  extension  of  the  limit  re- 
quested by  the  fishermen  would  be  any 
injury  to  the  trawlers,  while  the  re- 
stricted district  prohibited  by  the  Fishery 
Board  would  be  insufficient  for  the 
purposes  of  the  experiment.  If  there 
had  been  a  competent  fisherman  on  the 
Board,  such  as  Mr.  Johnston,  of  Mont- 
rose, or  anyone  practically  acquainted 
with  trawling,  this  matter  would  have 
been  settled  in  a  different  manner,  and 
without  prejudice  to  the  trawlers.  That 
is  one  instance  of  the  advantage  which 
would  arise  to  the  fishermen  of  Scot- 
land if  there  were  some  practical  men 
on  the  Board.  But  I  think  we  have 
reason  to  complain  of  the  Fishery  Board 
on  other  grounds.     Complaints    were 
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made,  and  representations  forwarded  to 
the  Fishery  Board  in  Edinburgh  ;  and, 
as  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  has  to 
approve  of  the  bye-laws  of  the  Fishery 
Board,  the  limits  of  the  area  of  pro- 
hibition came  under  his  notice.  The 
Fishery  Board  recommended  the  fisher- 
men to  submit  their  case  to  him  in  Lon- 
don. A  good  many  fishermen  came  up 
to  London,  and  placed  the  case  before 
the  Secretary  very  ably  and  very  fully. 
It  is  complained  that  there  is  great 
reason  to  believe  that  this  question  was 
finally  settled  before  they  left  Scotland. 
It  was,  I  think,  hard  on  the  part  of  the 
Fishery  Board  to  ask  these  men  to  come 
up  to  London  at  a  serious  expense,  in 
order  to  lay  their  case  before  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland,  if  the  matter  was  a 
foregone  conclusion  at  the  time.  That  is 
a  pomt  which  I  think  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  ought  to  consider ;  and  if  there 
be  any  Secret  Service  money  voted  for 
Scotland,  I  think  it  might  be  very  well 
applied  to  pay  the  expenses  of  the  poor 
fishermen  who  came  up  to  London  under 
the  circumstances  I  have  described.  Then 
the  Fishery  Board  have  control  of  certain 
Bums  of  money  for  the  purpose  of  im- 
proving the  harbours  of  Scotland,  and  I 
must  say  that  they  have  been  exceed- 
ingly unfortunate  in  the  expenditure  of 
this  money  for  many  years  past.  The^"^ 
have  8j)ent  a  considerable  sum  of  money 
in  many  oases ;  but  they  have  left  the 
harbours  in  the  same  state  as  they  found 
them.  A  large  amount  has  been  spent 
on  the  West  Coast  at  Ness,  and  I  am 
informed  on  good  authority  that  the 
harbour  there  is  practically  useless. 
It  is  completely,  or  almost  completely, 
silted  up,  and  the  money  has  been 
thrown  away.  I  am  also  informed  that 
the  Engineer  of  the  Board  was  warned 
beforehand  that  the  operation  would  be 
attended  with  this  result.  I  will  not 
now  refer  to  other  harbours ;  but,  with 
regard  to  the  other  cases,  I  believe  that 
past  experience  has  shown  that  the 
money  expended  in  this  way  by  the 
Fishery  Board  has  been  attended  with 
no  beneficial  result.  The  Fishery  Board 
give  us  a  very  valuable  Keport ;  I  am 
glad  to  see  in  it  a  quantity  of  useful  in- 
formation, which  is  the  first  step  to  know- 
ledge in  dealing  with  this  subject;  but 
I  think  that  they  ought  to  state  in  their 
accounts  the  amount  of  money  contri- 
buted by  local  proprietors  to  the  har- 
bours on  which  the  public  money  has 
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been  spent.  We  see  it  stated  that  a  certain 
person  contributes  a  sum  of  monej,  but 
we  do  not  know  how  much  it  is  ;  and  I 
think  it  would  be  an  advantage  if  we 
were  informed  of  the  amount  which  the 
proprietors  of  adjacent  lands  have  con- 
tributed to  the  improvement  of  the  har- 
bours. For  my  part,  I  am  inclined  to 
think  that  the  money  has  been  spent  in 
too  large  sums,  and  that  it  would  be 
much  better  if  the  Board  distributed, 
rather  than  concentrated,  the  benefits  they 
have  to  confer,  and  attended  more  to  the 
smaller  harbours  on  the  Coasts.  For 
instance,  I  am  aware  that  the  expendi- 
ture of  a  small  sum  of  money  would  be 
of  great  advantage  to  a  fishing  village 
on  the  Forfarshire  Coast ;  but  I  am  in- 
formed that  the  Board  contemplates 
spending  all  their  money  for  some  years 
to  come  on  another  harbour.  Well,  Sir, 
I  do  not  want  to  go  into  all  the  cases ; 
but  I  ask  whether  some  general  prin- 
ciple ought  not  to  be  laid  down  to  govern 
this  matter — whether  it  would  not  be 
better  to  spend  smaller  sums  on  small 
harbours,  and  whether  the  improve- 
ments of  larger  harbours  ought  not  to 
be  left  more  to  local  effort?  Again, 
with  reference  to  the  constitution  of 
the  Fishery  Board,  I  wish  to  point 
out  that  it  would  be  a  very  great 
advantage  if  some  practical  men  were 
upon  the  Board  for  the  purpose  of 
providing  some  check  on  the  en- 
gineer's plans.  I  believe  the  engineer 
is  a  competent  man  ;  but  I  think  it 
must  be  admitted  that  he  has  been 
very  unsuccessful.  I  should  like  next 
year  to  have  a  Ketum  showing  the 
sums  of  money  which,  during  the  last  10 
years,  have  been  expended  on  harbours 
around  the  Coasts  of  Scotland.  This 
would  give  us  an  opportunity  of  knowing 
how  far  the  Fishery  Board  has  succeeded 
in  its  endeavours  to  improve  the  fishing 
harbours.  There  is  another  question 
which  I  have  no  doubt  would  have  been 
brought  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Board  had  there  been  appointed  some 
gentleman  practically  acquainted  with 
fishing.  I  have  urged  on  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate for  some  time  the  expediency  of 
amending  the  Merchant  Shipping  Act 
with  respect  to  fishing  boats,  so  that 
these  boats  might  be  capable  of  being 
registered  with  a  view  to  obtaining  money 
upon  them  on  mortgage.  If  that  were 
done,  the  fishermen  would  be  able  to  bor- 
row money  on  much  more  advantageous 
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terms  than  they  can  at  present.  Under 
the  present  system,  if  a  fisherman  has 
not  sufficient  money  to  purchase  a  hoat, 
which  in  some  cases  costs  £300  or  £400, 
and  if  he  cannot  raise  the  money,  he 
goes  as  a  rule  to  the  fish-curer  and  asks 
him  to  advance  it,  giviog  the  fish-curer 
the  fish  he  catches  until  the  money  is 
paid.  The  latter,  of  course,  runs  a  very 
considerahle  risk  in  transactions  of  this 
kind ;  he  has  no  complete  lien  on  the 
hoat ;  and,  apart  from  other  risks,  there 
is  this  further  difficulty — that  he  has 
no  preferential  claim  to  the  boat.  The 
system  of  fish-curers  advancing  money 
to  fishermen  to  buy  boats  has  prevailed 
extensively  on  the  East  Coast,  and  much 
of  the  prosperity  of  the  fishermen  of 
Scotland  has  been  due  to  the  liberal  and 
judicious  advances  made  in  this  way  to 
them.  But  during  the  last  two  years 
there  has  been,  as  there  has  been  in 
almost  every  other  business,  a  very  great 
depression  in  the  fishing  business.  Many 
of  the  fish-curers  on  the  East  Coast  of 
Scotland  have,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  lost  so 
much  money  that  they  are  unable  now 
to  provide  the  advances  which  they  were 
formerly  able  to  make.  The  conse- 
quence will  be  that  all  along  the 
Coast  there  will  be  considerable  distress 
amongst  the  fishermen  during  the  coming 
fishing  season.  It  is  well  that  the  fisher- 
men should  be  able  to  obtain  advances 
from  the  fish>curers;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  the  Committee  will  recognize  that 
the  fishermen  would  be  in  a  much  more 
independent  position  if  they  could  go 
about  these  advances  in  a  more  business- 
like way;  if  they  could,  in  the  first 
place— and  I  am  happy  to  say  that  now, 
oy  means  of  Insurance  Companies,  they 
can — insure  their  boats,  and  if,  by  means 
of  registering  their  boats  at  the  Custom 
House,  they  could  give  a  mortgage  on 
the  boats,  they  would  be  able  to  borrow 
money  at  a  much  lower  rate  of  interest 
than  they  have  hitherto  been  able  to  do. 
This  has  been  talked  of  for  a  consider- 
able time  amongst  practical  fishermen 
as  a  desirable  thing;  but  I  fail  to 
see  any  recommendation  of  such  a 
proposal  in  the  Fishery  Board's  Keport 
of  last  year.  My  contention  is  that  if 
there  were  practical  men  on  the  Board 
such  a  matter  would  have  been  attended 
to;  the  recommendation  would  have 
come  up  from  the  Board,  and  very  pro- 
bably the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman Iho  Lord  Advocate  (Mr«  J.  B. 
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Balfour)  would  have  seen  his  way  before 
this  time  to  have  brought  in  a  Bill  carry- 
ing out  this  small  amendment  of  the 
Merchant    Shipping    Act — an    amend- 
ment which  would  prove  of  great  value 
to  the  fishermen  on  the  East  Coast  of 
Scotland.  I  think  I  have  shown  that  the 
Fishery  Board  might  be  of  very  great 
practical  use  by  putting  upon  it  men 
practically  acquainted  with  the  needs  of 
the  fishermen.     I  admit  there  is  plenty 
of  business  qualification  on  the  Board. 
I  recognize  the  attainments  of,  and  the 
great  amount  of  work  done  by,  the  gen- 
tleman who  takes  charge  of  the  Scien- 
tific   Department.       I    also    recognize 
that  the  Sherifis  of  Aberdeenshire  and 
Perthshire  have  done  much  good,  one  in 
calling  attention  to  the  housing  of  the 
fishermen,  and  the  other  by  advocating 
improvements  in  the  fishing  facilities  in 
the  Western  Islands ;  but  neither  gentle- 
man —  I  say  it   without  meaning  the 
slightest  disrespect—  can  be  said  to  have 
any  practical  knowledge  of  the  sea  fish- 
eries.   What  I  should  like  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  to  undertake  to  do,  seeing 
that  the  tenure  of  the  present  Board  ex- 
pires next  year,  is  this — to  ascertain  by 
some  means  or  other  what  gentlemen  are 
practically  acquainted  with  the  fisheries 
along  the  East  Coast  of  Scotland  and  the 
Coast  of  Scotland  generally — gentlemen 
who  have  the  confidence  of  the  fisher- 
men, who  know  practically  all  about 
fishing  —  and    place    them    upon    the 
Board.     I  have  no  doubt  that  several 
country  gentlemen  who  are  now  on  the 
Board  will  be  quite  willing  to  resign 
their  appointments.   With  the  exception 
of  that  of  the  Chairman  and  of  the  scien- 
tific   representative,   the    appointments 
are  merely  honorary  ;  but,  in  any  case,  I 
should  expect  that  some  of  the  members 
would  be  quite   willing  to    resign  the 
position  they  hold  now  in  order  to  make 
way  for   practical   men.      I   hope   the 
noble    Earl    the    Secretary    for    Scot- 
land   (the    Earl    of    Dalhousie)    will 
turn  his   attention  to  the  subject.      I 
have  not   the    slightest   doubt  that  if 
the  right  hon.   and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour) 
indicates  an  opinion  in  the  direction  I 
have  mentioned  the  noble  Earl  will  be 
willing  to  take  action  in  the  matter. 
The  fishermen    of  Scotland  have    the 
highest  confidence  in  the  noble   Earl 
who  now  holds,  the  position  of  Secretary 
for  Scotland ;  they  recognize  the  great 
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services  be  did  them  upon  the  Commis- 
sion which  was  appointed  to  inquire  as 
to  the  condition  of  the  fisheries ;  and  I 
do  not  know  anyone — I  do  not  believe 
we  could  get  a  Secretary  for  Scotland 
who  would  be  better  able  to  select  for 
the  Board  men  possessing  practical 
knowledge  of  fishing  than  the  Earl  of 
Dalhousie.  I  do  not  intend  to  move  the 
reduction  of  the  Vote.  I  think  the  sum 
of  money  voted  for  the  purpose  is  small 
enough.  If  the  Board  were  diflPerently 
constituted,  I  think  a  little  more  money 
might,  with  very  great  advantage,  be 
committed  to  their  care.  The  large 
amount  of  benefit  which  would  indirectly 
accrue  to  Scotland  by  a  popular  recon- 
struction of  the  Fishery  Board  would 
warrant  a  larger  expenditure  than  at 
present  is  intrusted  to  the  Board.  I 
hope  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate — who,  I 
understand,  represents  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  in  this  House— will  be  able  to 
give  us  some  assurance  that  he  himself 
will  direct  the  attention  of  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  to  this  subject,  and  that  he 
will  endeavour  to  have  some  change 
made  in  the  composition  of  the  Fishery 
Board  as  soon  as  it  possibly  can  be 
made ;  and  that,  if  any  of  the  members 
resign  their  seats  on  the  Board  in  the 
meantime,  he  will  take  care  that  the 
next  appointments  shall  be  made  more 
in  conformity  with  the  wishes  of  the 
fishermen  of  Scotland  than  is  now  the 
case. 

Mr.  jacks  (Leith,  &c.) :  I  do  not 
desire  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  Com- 
mittee unduly ;  but  I  do  wish  to  em- 
phasize what  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Forfarshire  (Mr.  J.  W.  Bar- 
day)  has  said  with  respect  to  the  feeling 
of  the  fishermen  of  Scotland  regarding 
the  composition  of  the  Fishery  Board. 
I  have  spoken  to  the  Lord  Advocate 
(Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  upon  this  very  ques- 
tion ;  and,  with  that  fairness  and  prac- 
tical turn  of  mind  with  which  he  looks 
at  all  these  things,  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  put  the  matter  in 
this  way — "  It  is  all  very  well  that  we 
should  have  a  practical  fisherman  and  a 
practical  fish-curer  on  the  Board ;  but 
we  cannot  find  any  men  in  such  positions 
who  will  undertake  the  duty,  because 
none  of  these  men  are  in  a  position  to  do 
the  work  required  of  them  without  being 
paid."  It  is  perfectly  true  that  the 
members  of  the  Fishery  Botird  are  un- 
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paid,  and  it  is  equally  true  that  if  we 
put  practical  men  upon  the  Board  they 
would  require  to  be  paid.  But  what  I 
suggest  is  this — whether,  seeing  there 
are  so  many  high-salaried  officials  con- 
nected with  the  Board,  it  would  not  be 
possible  so  to  revise  the  scale  of  re- 
muneration of  some  of  the  employh  in 
order  to  find  sufficient  money  to  pay  the 
members  of  the  Board  in  precisely  the 
same  way  as  the  members  of  Boards  of 
large  manufacturing  concerns  are  paid — 
namely,  at  the  rate  of  so  much  per  at- 
tendance per  man.  I  very  respectfully 
suggest  this  plan  to  the  consideration  of 
the  Lord  Advocate. 

General  Sir  GEOEGE  BALFOUE 
(Kincardine) :  I  very  gladly  support  the 
suggestion  made  by  my  hon.  Fiiend  the 
Member  for  Forfarshire  (Mr.  J.  W. 
Barclay)  with  regard  to  the  sites  for 
fishermen's  houses,  registration  of  boats, 
and  trawling.  As  regards  the  composition 
of  the  Fishery  Board,  I  am  quite  willing 
to  admit  that  the  President,  Sir  Thomas 
Boyd,  and  the  gentlemen  who  now  form 
the  Board,  are  able  men,  well  skilled  in 
the  law,  and  particularly  well  qualified 
to  judge  of  the  inland  salmon  fisheries; 
they  are,  however,  wanting  in  regard 
to  the  sea  fisheries.  It  is  very  neces- 
sary, indeed,  that  the  Board  should 
have  some  additional  aid  in  respect  to 
the  sea  fisheries.  During  the  last  Elec- 
tion one  of  the  points  most  forcibly  im- 
pressed upon  me  was  the  need  that  the 
fishermen  should  have  better  represen- 
tation upon  the  Fishery  Board.  This 
could  be  secured  by  the  Board  calling 
up  to  the  Board  one  or  two  of  the  most 
representative  fishermen  along  the  Coast. 
All  the  expenditure  necessary  would  be 
a  small  sum  for  travelling  expenses.  I 
also  think  it  advisable  that  the  Board 
should  consult,  as  assistant  members, 
some  of  the  Inspectors  of  Fisheries. 
These  Inspectors  are  generally  men  of 
great  intelligence  and  ability ;  they  per- 
form their  duties  on  moderate  salaries 
with  skill  and  judgment;  and  some  of 
them  might  with  advantage  be  sum- 
moned to  the  Board  to  take  part  in  the 
deliberations.  Then,  with  regard  to  the 
question  of  harbours,  I  have  given  some 
attention  to  the  subject,  in  the  belief  that 
properly-made  harbours  could  readily 
bear  dues  on  fishing  boats  to  pay&r 
interest  and  sinking  fund  on  the  capital 
rightly  laid  out,  and  have  several  times 
placed    my  views  before  the  Fishery 
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Board.  I  hold  that  good  harbours  are 
essential  for  largely  extending  the  sea 
fisheries.  But  I  have  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  about  30  harbours  erected 
since  1828,  when  the  grant  of  £3,000 
was  first  given,  are  by  no  means  credit- 
able to  any  Board.  I  measure  the  use- 
fulness of  a  fishing  harbour  by  the  test 
of  its  fitness  to  allow  boats  to  enter  and 
leave  when  drawing  10  feet  of  water, 
and  in  all  weather,  even  at  low  spring- 
water  tides.  The  point  I  have  urged 
upon  the  Fishery  Board  is  that  until  such 
time  as  we  have  an  examination  of  the 
harbours  of  the  Kingdom  and  abroad, 
it  is  impossible  to  lay  down  regulations 
for  the  guidance  of  engineers  in  de- 
signing  and  constructing  harbours.  The 
two  engineers  of  the  Scotch  Fishery 
Board  have  been  singularly  unfortunate 
with  all  the  harbours  they  have  had  to 
do  with;  at  all  events,  the  £250,000, 
including  public  and  private  funds,  spent 
since  1828  in  the  erection  of  fishery  har- 
bours in  Scotland,  has  not  been  well 
spent.  Even  the  harbour  of  Anstruther, 
which  has  cost  about  £80,000,  and 
which  is  the  best,  needs  further  expen- 
diture. My  suggestion  is  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  employ  young  skilled 
engineers  to  go  about  from  harbour  to 
harbour  at  home  and  abroad,  and  see 
what  defects  there  are  which  require 
remedying ;  and,  furthermore,  report  on 
the  successful  works,  and  on  what  sys- 
tem the  designs  have  been  drawn,  and 
materials  used.  In  this  way,  by  waiting 
a  short  time  for  the  Eeport,  we  should 
not  rush  with  inexperienced  haste  into 
the  expenditure  of  money  on  harbours, 
but  wait  a  short  time  till  we  can  see  our 
way  to  the  work  being  done  properly.  I 
strongly  recommend  the  Lord  Advocate 
(Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  to  take  into  con- 
sideration the  remarks  of  my  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay)  with  regard  to  the 
fishermen's  boats.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  well  aware  that  I 
also  recommended  that  the  clause  which 
has  been  introduced  into  the  Crofters 
Bill  providing  that  loans  should  be 
granted  for  crofters'  boats  by  the  Govern- 
ment should  be  made  applicable  to  the 
boats  of  the  whole  of  Scotland.  An 
improved  boat  is  now  being  used,  and 
public  funds  mieht  be  usefully  employed 
m  extending  its  use.  I  have  also 
appealed  to  the  Lord  Advocate  and 
Fiskerj  Board  on  behalf  of  the  fisher- 
men's rights    to    the   foreshores.      In 
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1755  those  rights  for  use  of  boats,  nets, 
lines,  and  curing  fish  were  recognized  by 
Act  of  Parliament ;  but  in  1770  another 
Act  partially  withdrew  those  rights.  In 
1868  another  Act  took  away  the  remain- 
ing rights.  No  record  is  known  to  exist 
of  why  these  rights  have  been  usurped. 
Now  that  the  fishermen  have  the  power 
to  vote  for  Members,  I  was  called  on, 
at  the  last  Election,  to  protect  the  an- 
cient rights  to  foreshores.  They  are 
rights  of  the  people :  and  as  in  the  case 
of  the  Crown  rights  lately  put  forward 
by  the  Lord  Advocate  time  is  not  allowed 
to  be  pleaded  in  bar  of  these  Crown 
rights,  so  lapse  of  time  cannot  be  urged 
against  the  people's  rights.  I  have  also 
appealed  against  the  wrong  done  to 
fishermen  of  the  seas  by  being  liable  to 
be  accused  as  poachers  for  casually 
hooking  sea  salmon  whilst  employed  in 
their  lawful  business  at  sea.  They  may 
be  summoned  before  two  ordinary  jus- 
tices, who  may  be  owners  of  sea  coast 
salmon  fishings,  and  punished.  The  Act 
is  a  modem  one,  passed  in  1844,  and  is 
not  an  ancient  Crown  right,  as  the  Act 
of  1844  tries  to  make  it.  Even  the  trial 
of  game  poachers  by  game  owners  and 
game  preservers  has  been  taken  away. 
I  earnestly  advocate  more  means  being 
given  to  the  Fishery  Board  to  enable  the 
expectations  of  Scotland  being  realized 
in  the  extension  of  Scotch  fisheries.  The 
brand  fees  have  aided;  but  there  are 
arrears  of  fees  still  in  the  Treasury. 
Then  the  use  of  brand  fees  to  secure  the 
Post  Office  from  loss  on  telegraph  mes- 
sages ought  not  to  be.  The  Fost  Office 
should  bear  the  risk  of  loss,  as  well  as  of 
gain,  on  all  wires. 

Mb.  BOYD-KINNEAR  (Fife,  E.) :  I 
only  rise  to  say  a  few  words  in  support 
of  the  suggestion  made  by  the  non. 
Member  for  Forfarshire  (Mr.  J.  W.  Bar- 
clay), that  there  should  be  some  repre- 
sentatives of  practical  men  on  the  Fishery 
Board,  and  by  practical  men  I  mean 
fishermen.  If  the  representatives  are 
not  actually  fishermen,  they  ought  to  be 
chosen  by  fishermen.  As  we  have  found 
in  this  House  the  immense  advantage  of 
having  amongst  us  the  Bepresentatives 
of  those  who  are  immediately  interested 
in  questions  which  come  under  con- 
sideration, I  am  perfectly  certain  that 
the  Fishery  Board  would  benefit  enor- 
mously if  some  of  their  number  had 
practical  knowledge  of  fishing.  As  the 
Bepresentative  of  a  constituency  which 
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includes  a  considerable  number  of  fisber- 
men.  I  support  tbe  suggestion  that  tbey 
should  have  better  representation  on  the 
Board. 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoxtb)  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  It  is  cer- 
tainly satisfactory  to  find  that  while  hon. 
Members  haye  indicated  certain  points 
on  which  they  think  the  constitution  and 
working  of  the  Fishery  Board  may  be 
improved,  they  feel  that,  on  the  whole, 
the  Board,  which  was  established  in 
1882,  has  done  good  work.  The  hon 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Forfarshire 
(Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay)  laid  great  stress 
upon  the  necessity  of  a  reconstitution  of 
the  Board.  There  is  no  doubt  that  it 
is  very  desirable — essential  indeed — to 
the  right  administration  of  such  a  Board 
that  in  some  way  or  another  it  should 
have  the  opinion  of  practical  men, 
either  by  having  practical  men  sitting 
at  the  Board,  or  by  communication  with 
them.  I  recollect  very  well  that  the 
matter  was  very  fully  and  very  anxiously 
considered  when  the  Board  was  con- 
stituted ;  and  it  is  only  right  to  say  that 
one  great  difficulty  experienced  at  the 
time  was  to  find  any  gentleman,  having 
a  practical  knowledge,  and  able  and 
willing  to  serve  upon  the  Board,  who 
was  not  involved  on  one  side  or  the 
other  in  the  very  hot  controversy  which 
then  raged  in  regard  to  the  question  of 
branding.  I  hope  that  difficulty  may 
be  felt  less  now.  Certainly  suggestions 
have  been  made  this  evening  as  to  how 
it  might  be  possible  to  get  representa- 
tives not  involved  in  the  way  I  have  in- 
dicated. Whether  it  is  possible  to  act 
upon  the  suggestions  I  cannot  now  say ; 
but  I  shall  have  great  pleasure  in  con- 
veying to  my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  (the  Earl  of  Dalhousie)  the 
suggestions  which  have  been  made  as 
to  the  future  constitution  of  the  Fishery 
Board.  I  only  thought  it  right  to  men- 
tion that  the  point  was  considered  in 
1882.  I  dare  say  that  when  the  time 
arrives— and  it  is  not  very  long  off  now 
— when  certain  of  the  members  of  the 
Board  go  out,  it  may  be  found  possible 
to  meet  the  views  of  hon.  Members. 
The  limits  which  were  fixed  for  experi- 
mental protection  against  trawling  have 
been  referred  to.  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther this  is  the  time  or  the  place  to  go 
into  that  matter ;  but  perhaps  I  may  be 
allowed  to  say  that  the  point  was  very 
fully  considered  by  the  Board,  and  the 
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decision  to  define  certain  limits  was 
arrived  at,  not  only  after  the  fullest  in- 
formation from  their  own  scientific  ad- 
visers, whose  attainments  and  capacities 
have  been  recognized  to-night,  but  also 
after  hearing  the  views  of  the  fishermen 
themselves.  I  may  just  say  I  think  that 
on  the  part  of  some  of  the  fishermen 
there  was  a  slight  misunderstanding  as 
to  the  precise  scope  and  object  of  fixing 
those  limits.  The  limits  were  not  fixed 
to  protect  in  any  sense  one  industry 
against  another;  that  would  not  have 
been  in  accordance  with  the  clause  in 
the  Act  of  last  year.  They  were  fixed 
for  the  purpose  of  making  experiments 
to  determine  whether  the  stock  of  fish 
was  really  injured  by  trawling  or  not. 
That  was  the  main  object  in  view,  and 
it  was  thought  that  to  secure  that  object 
the  limits  fixed  were  ample.  Something 
has  been  said  with  regarcl  to  the  duties 
of  the  Secretary  for  Scotland.  Upon  this 

goint  there  is  evidently  some  misappre- 
ension.     The  duty  of  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  with  reference  to  bye-laws  is  to 
affirm  or  reject ;  he  cannot  make  a  new 
bye-law  ;  that  must  necessarily  originate 
with  the  Fishery  Board.     Now,  with  re- 
gard to  harbours.     It  is  certainly  to  be 
regretted  that  there  is  not  more  money 
available  for  the  fishery  harbours    of 
Scotland.     Eeference  has  been  made  to 
the  amount  of  money  which  has  been 
applied  to  the  erection  and  improvement 
of  harbours.     I  am  sorry  to  say  the  fund 
at  the  disposal  of  the  Fisheiy  Board  is 
exceedingly  small.     I  believe  the  fixed 
grant  is  somewhere  about  £3,000,  and 
that  the  brand  fees  produce  something 
over  £3,000.     I  do  not  think  the  Board 
have  ever  had  the  power  of  adminis- 
tering more  than   £6,000   or    £7,000. 
That  is  very  little;  but  since  the  present 
Board  was  constituted  the  money  avail- 
able has  been  administered  on  the  best 
information  they  could  get.   Hon.  Mem- 
bers who  have  taken  an  interest  in  the 
Crofter  Question   know  that  one  great 
want   of  the  Western  Highlands  and 
Islands  is  harbour  accommodation.    It 
was  felt  there  was  great  room  for  de- 
veloping the  fishing  industry,  and  it  was 
with  the  intention  of  giving    practical 
effect  to  this  feeling  that  the  harbour  at 
Ness  was  improved.     With  regard  to  the 
distribution  of  the  money,  I  am  sure  my 
hon.  Friends  will  say  there  was  not  much 
room  for  a  large  division.     Only  small 
sums  can  be  granted,  and  the  Fishery 
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Board  must  make  a  Beleotion  of  the  case 
that  seems  the  most  clamant,  and  in 
which  aid  is  most  needed.  Now,  I 
entirely  sympathize  with  what  has  been 
said  in  reference  to  the  propriety  of 
making  legislative  provision  for  enabling 
the  fine  fishing  boats  to  be  mortgaged 
for  advances.  I  think  I  have  men- 
tioned more  than  once  that  we  intend  to 
introduce  a  Bill ;  indeed,  I  have  at  pre- 
sent in  a  forward  state  of  preparation  a 
Bill,  making  it  competent  for  fishermen 
who  require  advances  to  mortgage  their 
boats.  The  Bill  will  not  involve  any 
very  violent  extension  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Merchant  Shipping  Act,  because 
these  boats  are  just  as  fine  as  any  of 
the  old  sloops  and  other  craft  that  come 
under  that  Act.  In  regard  to  some  other 
matters — notably  the  foreshores.  That 
is  a  point  to  which  I  will  direct  my  atten- 
tion. I  have  answered  various  ques- 
tions with  regard  to  it.  I  do  not  Uiink 
the  law  on  the  subject  is  in  either  a 
dear  or  a  satisfactory  state  at  present. 
There  have  been  Acts  of  Parliament 
passed  from  time  to  time  dealing  with 
the  matter,  and  giving  rights  to  use 
waste  and  open  lands  for  various  pur- 
poses. Some  of  these  measures  have 
been  repealed.  The  last  repeal  of  one 
of  two  Acts  was  made  in  1868,  and  I 
have  never  been  able  to  find  out  whe- 
ther that  repeal  was  intentional  or  not. 
I  am  disposed  to  think  it  was  not,  because 
I  cannot  ascertain  that  there  was  any 
discussion  on  the  matter,  and  I  have 
failed  to  find  any  reason  for  it.  I  had 
not  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  this  House 
at  the  time  ;  but  I  am  disposed  to  think 
that  the  repeal  of  the  provision  to  which 
I  refer,  in  1868,  was  unintentional.  I 
say  that  all  the  more,  because  it  is  in  my 
knowledge  that  in  1868  there  came  be- 
fore the  Courts  several  cases  in  which 
that  repeal  was  overlooked  or  unknown. 
I  propose  at  once  to  communicate  with 
the  authorities,  particularly  in  the  De- 
partment of  Woods  and  Forests,  and,  if 
necessary,  also  with  the  Board  of  Trade, 
to  see  if  they  will  sanction  the  intro- 
duction of  a  Bill  which  I  shall  be  quite 
ready  to  bring  forward  to  restore  these 
rights,  and  place  the  whole  law  on  the 
subject  on  a  proper  footing,  instead  of 
leaving  it  to  be  spelt  out  in  many  ob- 
scure Acts,  that  even  many  skilled 
lawyers  are  not  able  to  deal  with.  As 
to  the  question  relating  to  salmon,  I 
shall  have  it  considered  in  connection 
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with  the  measure  dealing  with  salmon 
that  we  have  in  an  advanced  state  of 
preparation. 

Captain  VEENEY  (Bucks,  N., 
Buckingham) :  I  beg  to  move  a  re- 
duction of  the  Vote  in  Class  VI. 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  Order !  The  hon. 
Member  for  Forfarshire  desires  to  refer 
to  an  earlier  item. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire) : 
So  far  as  branding  is  concerned  the 
duty  of  the  Board  is  administrative,  and 
I  could  wish  that  the  right  hon.  aad 
learned  Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate 
would  state  more  explicitly  that  before 
next  year  a  practical  plan  would  be  pre- 
pared for  the  re-organization  of  the 
Board,  so  that  it  may  command  the  con- 
fidence of  the  Scotch  fishermen.  I  wish 
to  press  this  matter  on  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman.  I  would  sug- 
gest that  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  (the  Earl  of  Dalhousie) 
should  make  some  inquiries  in  order 
to  ascertain  whether  some  gentleman  or 
gentlemen,  now  members  of  the  Fishery 
Board,  would  not  be  disposed  to  re- 
sign to  give  place  to  men  practically 
acquainted  with  fishing.  I  am  quite 
sure  that  my  friend  Mr.  Williamson, 
formerly  Member  for  the  St.  Andrew's 
Burghs,  would  not  object  to  resign  to 
permit  of  some  practical  man  being  put 
on  the  Board.  I  recollect  that  Mr. 
Williamson  used  to  take  a  great  deal  of 
interest  in  this  subject,  and  I  am  sure 
he  would  recognize  the  fact  that  the  re- 
lations between  the  Board  and  the 
fishermen  would  be  far  more  satisfactory 
if  there  were  a  practical  man  on  the 
Board  really  acquainted  with  fishing. 
As  to  trawling,  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  told  us  quite  truly 
that  the  restrictions  upon  trawling  were 
imposed,  not  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
one  set  of  fishermen  an  advantage  over 
another,  but  as  an  experiment.  The 
contention  of  practical  fishermen  who 
know  a  great  deal  about  the  matter 
and  have  fully  and  fairly  considered  it, 
I  have  reason  to  believe,  is  that  the 
area  contained  within  the  restricted 
limit  is  not  sufficient  to  determine  the 
question  which  the  Fishery  Board 
asked  by  the  experiment.  The  pro- 
hibited area  might  have  been  extended 
without  injuring  the  trawling  interests. 
Because,  as  I  have  said,  the  Montrose 
trawlers,  who  are  the  largest  on  the 
North-East  Coast  of  Scotland,  and  most 
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fishing.  As  to  the  money  which  it  is 
proposed  to  derote  to  these  purposes,  it 
should  be  held  over,  it  seems  to  me, 
until  the  Gh>yemment  have  had  an  op- 
portunity of  consultiDg  together,  and 
can  see  their  way  to  proposing  some- 
thing to  ask  us  to  vote  for.  If  the  Lord 
Advocate  wanted  to  appoint  a  Judge  in 
one  of  the  Sheriffs'  Courts  in  SooUand 
he  would  not  select  a  doctor  for  the  post, 
however  eminent  he  might  be  in  his  Pro- 
fession; and,  in  the  same  way,  if  he 
wanted  a  competent  person  to  take 
charge  of  an  infirmary  in  Scotland  he 
would  not  choose  a  lawyer  to  do  it.  Bat 
it  seems  to  me  quite  as  absurd  to  put  a 
lawyer  on  a  Fishery  Board — so  absurd, 
in  fact,  that  the  House  of  Commons 
ought  to  mark  its  sense  of  the  absur- 
dity by  refusing  the  Vote  altogether.  I 
have  another  objection  to  the  Vote.  So 
far  as  I  can  see  the  list  does  not  contain 
an  item  for  the  Fishery  Board  in  Ire- 
land. I  have  no  doubt  there  are  fish  on 
the  Irish  Coast,  though  I  do  not  happen 
to  have  seen  any  taken.  There  is  a  fish- 
ing industry  in  Ireland,  and  I  think  it 
should  be  cultivated ;  and  though  it  is 
rather  an  awkward  thing  here  to  at- 
tempt to  get  a  sum  of  money  granted 
for  one  object  by  voting  against  the 
granting  of  a  sum  for  another  object, 
both  objects  having  very  great  merits, 
it  is,  at  the  same  time,  the  only  direct 
way  we  have  of  drawing  attention  to  the 
subject.  I  remember  some  years  ago  a 
very  long  discussion  taking  place  in  this 
House  on  the  subject  of  the  Scotch 
fisheries,  and  great  pressure  being 
brought  to  bear  on  the  Government  in 
the  matter.  During  the  discussion  there 
was  a  great  deal  said  about  branding; 
and  I  remember  the  Irish  Members  drew 
attention  to  the  advantage  which  the 
Scotch  fishermen  enjoyed  over  the  Irish 
in  these  matters.  So  far  as  I  oould  form 
an  opinion,  the  House  generally  was  in 
favour  of  the  brandii^  system.  It 
seemed  to  me  that  that  system  was  of 
great  advantage  to  the  Scotch  herring 
fishery,  and  for  the  simple  reason  that 
the  people  who  buy  the  article  that  is 
sold  by  reputation  can  depend  upon 
having  an  article  of  a  genuine  nature  if  it 
is  branded  by  an  official  who  thorough!/ 
understands  his  business ;  and  I  belie?e 
that  if  we  were  to  do  away  with  the 
system  of  branding  the  result  would  he 
that  the  parties  who  would  do  the  brand- 
ing would  be  lees  careful  as  to  the  kind 


directly  interested  in  the  prohibited  area, 
stated  that,  so  far  as  they  were  con- 
cerned, they  thought  it  would  be  ad- 
vantageous to  all  interests  if  the  limits 
were  extended.  If  one  of  the  Messrs. 
Johnston  had  a  seat  on  the  Board,  and 
oould  keep  the  fishermen  informed  on 
these  matters,  it  would  be  of  great  ad- 
vantage to  this  class  of  the  community 
on  the  East  Coast  of  Scotland.  I  am 
glad  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man is  going  to  proceed  with  the  Bill  for 
the  registration  of  fishing  boats  and  the 
Bill  to  restore  the  rights  of  the  fishermen 
to  the  foreshore,  of  which  they  were — 
unjustly,  as  I  believe— deprived  by  the 
Act  of  1868.  I  trust  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  will  very  soon  re- 
deem his  promise  on  these  two  points. 
I  can  assure  him  that  he  will  meet  with 
no  opposition  here ;  but  certainly  if  the 
subject  escapes  his  memory,  and  he 
forgets  to  redeem  his  pledge,  within  a 
verv  short  period  the  Scotch  Members 
will  remind  him  of  it.  I  hope  he  will 
not  delay  in  bringing  in  the  measures. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  (Oavan,  W.) :  I  must 
say,  after  hearing  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Forfarshire  (Mr.  J.  W. 
Barclay),  that  it  is  a  perfect  burlesque  to 
appoint  as  a  Fishery  Board  gentlemen 
who  know  nothing  whatever  about  fish- 
ing, and  yet  the  hon.  Member  says  that 
is  what  happens  at  this  moment  in  Scot- 
land. I  am  a  Member  representing  a 
seaside  county,  and  I  have  some  little 
acquaintance  with  fishery  matters — 
though,  no  doubt,  if  I  were  apprenticed 
to  a  fisherman  for  a  certain  number  of 
years,  I  should  know  more  about  these 
things.  My  opinion  is,  that  the  best 
course  to  take  would  be  to  dismiss  the 
present  members  of  the  Fishery  Board 
— not  one  but  all  of  them,  and  appoint  in 
their  places  men  who  know  something 
about  their  business.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  I^rd  Ad- 
vocate has  pointed  out  that  there  are 
two  factions — the  branding  faction,  and 
the  non-branding  faction.  If  you  put  a 
man  belonging  to  one  faction  on  the 
Board,  and  do  not  allow  the  other  side 
to  be  represented,  the  result  would  be  a 
certain  amount  of  dissatisfaction.  Why 
not  put  on  the  Board  a  certain  number 
of  both  factions,  and  leave  them  to  fight 
it  out ;  or,  if  you  prefer  it,  do  not  put  on 
any  of  either  faction.  But  let  your 
Board,  at  any  rate,  bo  composed  of 
people  who  understand  something  about 
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of  fish  tiiej  brand,  and  the  oonsequenoe 
would  be  that  the  reputation  of  Scotch 
herrings  would  go  down.  The  persons 
who  buy  would  not  have  an  opportunity 
of  satisfying  themselves  of  the  exact 
quality  of  the  fish  they  are  obtaining. 
The  system  of  official  branding  gives 
protection  against  those  practices  which 
have  been  so  much  complained  of  in 
connection  with  Sheffield  cutlery  and 
other  articles  whereby  fictitious  brands 
are  put  upon  goods.  If  you  have  a  fish- 
curer  in  Scotland  with  an  established 
brand  which  has  secured  a  great  reputa- 
tion, the  careful  buyer,  placing  depend- 
ence upon  the  brand,  will  give  a  pre- 
ference to  the  article  sold  by  that  curer. 
But  if  you  allow  the  brand  of  this  curer 
to  be  imitated,  an  inferior  article,  most 
likely  at  a  smaller  price,  would  get  into 
the  market,  the  buyers  would  be  de- 
ceived, a  prejudice  would  be  created 
against  the  immense  quantities  of  fish 
cured  in  that  particular  place,  and  in- 
directly, in  a  very  short  time,  the  gene- 
ral reputation  of  the  article  would  be 
lessened.  A  person  who  wanted  to  sell 
}ierrings  on  the  Continent  would  say  to 
customers — '*I  can  give  you  herrings  of 
suoh  and  such  a  brand  at  a  less  price 
than  another  packer  can  give  them  to 
you."  In  this  way  would  be  brought 
about  depreciation  in  the  quality  and 
reputation  of  Scotch  herrings.  So  far 
^  I  have  heard  the  discussion  which 
has  taken  place  on  this  question,  I  think 
the  only  way  in  which  we  can  bring 
about  a  satisfactory  settlement  of  it  is 
by  eliciting  from  the  Qovernment  an 
adequate  explanation,  with  a  promise 
to  make  very  great  reforms  in  this 
Fishery  Board.  If  that  is  not  done,  the 
total  Vote  should  be  reduced  by  the 
amount  of  the  item  of  £2,500  for  the 
JBcotch  Fishery  Board.  I  beg  to  move 
that  this  item  be  omitted. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Item  of  £2,600  (Scotch  Fishery 

Board),  be  omitted  from  the  proposed  Vote." — 

\Mr,  Biggar,) 

Mb.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.): 
I  do  not  think  that  any  specific  or  good 
purpose  will  be  served  by  disallowing 
this  Vote,  or  by  voting  on  the  question. 
I  am  prepared  to  say,  in  support  of  what 
has  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  oppo- 
aite,  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  (Gen- 
tleman the  Lord  Advocate  has  put  us  off 
yery  much  in  regard  to  this  fishery  ques- 

VOL.  CCCV.    [THmD  sjiniEs.] 


Services,  Sfe. 


1899 


tion.  We  have,  however,  now  made  some 
progress.  We  have  obtained  the  pro- 
mise that  the  question  of  the  boats  will 
be  attended  to  without  further  delay. 
At  the  same  time,  we  have  failed  to 
elicit — at  least,  I  failed  to  do  so  the 
other  day — any  specific  promise  with 
regard  to  fishermen's  houses.  The  Lord 
Advocate  is  perfectly  aware  that  this  mat- 
ter came  up  in  connection  with  the  sub- 
ject of  harbours,  and  that  the  one  ques- 
tion was  played  off  against  the  other. 
Conditions  are  made  as  to  harbours,  and 
if  the  fishermen  do  not  comply  with  them 
the  thing  is  worked  out  in  the  conditions 
of  tenure  on  which  they  hold  their 
houses.  But  with  the  assurances  given 
by  the  Lord  Advocate,  and  if  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  will  give  the  subject 
his  attention,  I  hope  we  may  have  a 
satisfactory  settlement.  I  represent,  I 
think,  as  large  a  number  of  fishermen 
as  any  other  Eepresentative  in  the  House; 
and  I  say,  with  great  confidence,  that 
nothing  has  produced  so  much  irritation 
amongst  the  fishing  population  as  a  belief 
that  their  interests  are  not  represented 
by  practical  men.  I  am  quite  sure  that 
if  practical  men  were  on  the  Scotch 
Fishery  Board  it  would  give  a  confi- 
dence beyond  what  might  be  expected, 
because  practical  men  would  have  an 
opportunity  of  stating  the  views  of  the 
fishermen  on  the  Board,  and  of  hearing 
the  objections  to  them.  This  would 
satisfy  the  fishermen ;  but  so  long  as 
they  believe  they  are  represented  by 
gentlemen  incapable  in  many  ways — 
who  do  not  understand  the  fishing  in- 
dustry and  what  they  want — ^they  will 
not  be  satisfied,  and  I  do  not  think  they 
ought  to  be.  In  the  meantime,  I  would 
thank  the  Lord  Advocate  with  gratitude 
for  his  promise  ;  and  we  may  now  leave 
the  matter  in  his  hands  with  the  assur- 
ances he  has  given.  I  would  also  say, 
in  confirmation  of  what  was  said  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Forfarshire  (Mr.  J. 
W.  Barclay),  that  proposals  for  dealing 
with  these  subjects  will  not  be  opposed 
in  the  House.  The  measures  he  has 
promised  for  the  benefit  of  fishermen 
would  be  passed  without  much  trouble. 
Mb.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr): 
This  question  of  Scotch  fisheries  is  very 
old  history  in  this  House.  Year  after 
year  the  Government  have  said  — 
'^  Leave  it  to  us ;  "  and  hon.  Members, 
like  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
spoken,  re-echo  the  request  and  sa^— 
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^'  Leave  it  to  the  Ooyemment."  But  I 
should  like  to  ask  Scotch  Members  what 
they  have  got  in  the  past  by  leaving  it 
to  the  Gk)vernment  ?  Two  years  ago  I 
took  part  in  a  discussion  on  this  very 
question,  and  pressed  the  Government 
to  inform  me  as  to  what  were  the  quali- 
fications of  the  gentlemen  forming  the 
Scotch  Fishery  Board.  I  commenced,  I 
think,  with  the  Chairman.  I  asked  the 
Bepresentative  for  Scotland  on  that 
occasion  for  what  reason  the  gentleman 
holding  the  difBcult  and  important  posi- 
tion of  Chairman  had  been  elected — 
what,  in  fact,  were  his  qualifications  ? 
The  Scotch  Bepresentative  in  this  House 
glared  at  me  across  the  Chamber,  and 
said — **What  are  his  qualifications? 
Why,  they  are  of  the  very  best.  He 
has  been  twice  Provost  of  some  place, 
and  he  is  a  bookseller."  This  was  a 
little  too  strong  for  the  House,  and  I 
must  confess  I  proceeded  to  make  a  joke. 
I  asked  whether  this  gentleman  had 
ever  written  a  book  on  fishing  ?  and  I 
was  answered  solenmly  across  the  House 
— **  I  do  not  know."  I  then  inquired — 
"Will  you  undertake  that  he  shall  write 
a  book  on  fishing?"  and  the  grave  and 
solemn  reply  I  received  to  that  was — **I 
will  see."  I  do  not  attack  this  Chair- 
man of  the  Scotch  Fishery  Board  as  a 
publisher  or  bookseller;  but  I  do  say 
that  the  fact  of  bis  being  such  is  not  an 
essential  qualification  for  the  post  he 
holds.  This  gentleman  was  put  on  the 
Board  because  he  is  a  supporter  of  the 
Government.  When  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  Esslemont)  gets  a 
little  older  he  will  not  be  so  ready  to 
leave  everything  to  the  Government. 
That  is  what  the  Government  want. 
They  get  up  in  this  House  and  make 
facile  speeches,  and  give  promises  that 
mean  nothing,  and  say — "Leave  it  to 
us ;  the  matter  is  under  our  considera- 
tion." The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Lord  Advocate  has  used  this 
latter  phrase  three  times  to-night — "It 
is  under  my  consideration."  Yes;  it  is 
under  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman's consideration,  no  doubt,  and  so 
it  will  be  next  year,  and  the  year  after, 
and  the  year  after  that.  But  what  is 
the  outcome  of  all  this  consideration? 
Why,  that  your  Chief  Commissioner  is 
a  bookseller,  and  that  a  bookseller  will 
continue  to  be  your  Chief  Commissioner. 
It  is  not  for  me  to  fight  the  battle  of  the 
Scotch  Members;  but  if  they  want  to 
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impress  the  GK>vemment  and  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  has 
this  question  under  his  consideration, 
and  want  to  make  his  "  consideration'' 
a  little  sharper,  I  would  advise  them 
to  take  a  vote  on  this  question. 

Me.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.): 
I  wish  the  Committee  to  trust  the  Lord 
Advocate,  because  I  am  told  that  the 
present  arrangement  comes  to  an  endia 
the  course  of  next  year.  The  appoint' 
ment  was  only  made  for  five  years;  and 
I  desire  to  remind  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  of  the  fact,  and  to 
impress  upon  him  the  desirability  of 
amending  the  present  arrangement  when 
the  time  comes. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  (Cavan,  W.) :  I  do 
not  want  to  put  the  Committee  to  the 
trouble  of  a  division ;  still,  unless  the 
promise  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  is  stronger  and  more  drcnm* 
stantial  than  promises  usually  are,  I 
think  we  shall  be  bound  to  divide.  This 
Fishery  Board  seems  to  be  of  such  a 
preposterous  nature  that  we  should  not 
countenance  it  at  all.  The  Government 
ought  to  withdraw  or  postpone  the  Vote, 
and  then,  when  it  is  brought  forward 
again,  we  shall  have  an  opportunity  of 
hearing,  indirectly,  from  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  whether  or  not  he  has  made 
up  his  mind  to  entirely  reform  this 
Fishery  Board.  I  did  not  know  thattiie 
President  of  the  Board  was  a  bookseller. 
Surely  it  is  a  practical  joke  to  put  a  book- 
seller at  the  head  of  a  Fishery  Board. 
It  is  said  that  Scotchmen  are  incapable 
of  joking,  or  of  appreciating  a  joke ;  and 
it  may  not  have  been  a  Scotchman  who 
did  this.  But,  whoever  did  it,  it  seems 
to  me  that  he  wanted  to  try  a  practical 
joke  on  the  Scotch  people.  I  think  the 
Vote  should  be  withdrawn,  and  that  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Lord  Advocate  should  hold  a  consulta- 
tion with  the  Secretary  for  Scotland.  If 
we  do  not  get  a  promise  that  that  course 
will  be  adopted  I  think  we  should  divide. 

Dr.  CLAEE  (Caithness)  :  I  desire  to 
support  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
Member  opposite.  We  find  here  a 
Chairman  receiving  £700  or  £800  a-year 
who  is  best  known  in  Scotland  as  the 
publisher  of  a  certain  almanack,  and  we 
find  associated  with  him  on  the  Board 
three  Sherifi^s  who  may  know  a  great 
deal  about  law,  but  certainly  are  not 
likely  to  know  much  about  fish.  Besidei 
these,  there  are  upon  the  Board  aliv^ 
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pool  merchant,  then  a  Perthshire  laird, 
and  a  timber  merchant  from  Greenwich. 
Most  of  these  are  gentlemen  who  have 
important  work  of  their  own  to  perform, 
and  I  do  not  think  they  are  fit  to  sit 
upon  this  Board,  particularly  at  the 
present  time,  when  we  know  that  one  or 
two  important  points  are  coming  up  for 
discussion  with  regard  to  trawling  and 
fishing  generally.  The  questions  that 
are  about  to  be  raised  are  very  im- 
portant, as  affecting  the  unfortunate 
crofter  drift-net  fishermen,  who  are 
being  driven  away  from  their  fishing 
grounds  by  the  trawlers,  just  as  they 
were  driven  away  from  the  land  by  the 
large  farmers.  The  action  of  the  Fishery 
Board  is  not  at  all  satisfactory  to  the 
drift-net  fishermen,  and  I  contend  that 
we  ought  to  have  a  di£ferent  class  of 
men  on  the  Board  to  those  which  at 
present  compose  it.  I  agree  with  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  that  to  leave  this 
matter  altogether  in  the  hands  of  the 
Government  would  not  be  wise.  We 
know  that  the  Departments  have  in 
many  respects  quite  enough  to  do,  and 
will  permit  things  to  drift  on  as  long  as 
we  will  allow  them.  If  we  bring  this 
matter  energetically  before  them,  and 
point  out  the  absurdity  of  the  present 
system,  and  the  necessity  of  appointing 
inen  who  understand  what  they  are 
doing,  we  shall  be  doing  a  great  deal  for 
the  benefit  of  these  fishermen.  Men 
who  have  Town  Council  and  other  work 
to  do  should  not  be  appointed  to  this 
Board.  Ton  should  have  as  Chairman 
a  man  who  is  prepared  to  devote  his 
entire  time  to  the  work,  and  who  knows 
something  about  these  scientific  ques- 
tions underlying  it.  The  Government 
should  withdraw  the  Vote  for  the 
present,  and  when  it  comes  up  again  we 
should  consider  what  would  be  the  best 
course  to  take. 

Genbeal  Sib  GEOEGE  BALFOUR 
(Kincardine) :  I  hope  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  will  not  press 
this  Motion.  He  has  referred  to  what 
he  declares  to  be  the  unsatisfactory  posi- 
tion of  the  Irish  Fishery  Board,  as 
compared  with  the  Scotch ;  but  I  would 
remind  him  that  the  net  amount  contri- 
buted by  the  State  in  the  case  of  the 
fisheries  of  Ireland  is  more  than  that 
contributed  in  the  case  of  Scotland.  We, 
in  Scotland,  are  content  with  our  method 
of  managing  these  matters,  and  the  Irish 
people  are  content  with  their  method. 


No  doubt,  the  gross  cost  for  the  Scotch 
Vote  appears  large ;  but  the  income  de- 
rived from  the  fees  levied  on  herrings 
exported  is  about  £11,000,  of  which 
nearly  £6,000  is  taken  by  Government, 
and  the  balance  is  appropriated  for  har- 
bours, and  for  guaranteeing  the  Post 
Office  from  loss  by  insufficient  messages 
by  telegraph  wires  laid  along  the  Ooast. 
Then,  with  regard  to  the  Chairman  of 
the  Scotch  Board,  to  whom  derogatory 
allusions  have  been  made,  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  I  have  every  reason  to  be  pleased 
with  the  manner  in  which  he  has  carried 
on  his  duties.  The  Beport  of  the  Scotch 
Fishery  Board  seems  to  be  satisfactory. 
It  contains  a  great  deal  of  information, 
the  like  of  which  I  should  like  to  see 
given  in  the  case  of  Ireland.  No  doubt, 
Sie  state  of  our  harbours  is  far  from 
being  satisfactory,  and  in  this  respect 
our  Board  needs  stirring  up.  Then  we 
require  to  have  larger  boats  than  we 
have  now,  and  these  defects  apply  to 
both  Scotland  and  Ireland  ;  and  I  trust 
the  necessities  of  the  case  in  these  two 
respects  will  not  be  lost  sight  of. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr): 
We  Irish  Members  were  under  the 
impression  that,  in  objecting  to  the 
character  of  the  Scotch  Fishery  Board, 
we  were  assisting  Scotch  Eepresenta- 
tives.  Now,  however,  we  understand 
that,  although  they  have  raised  so  many 
complaints  against  their  Fishery  Board, 
the  Scotch  Members  seem  to  be  perfectly 
satisfied  with  it.  Surely  this  is  another 
practical  joke. 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  I  do 
not  understand  that  the  Scotch  Members, 
as  a  body,  are  satisfied  with  the  Board. 
This  Board,  I  find,  has  a  Chairman, 
Secretary,  first  clerk,  second  clerk,  and 
third  clerk.  It  generally  happens  that 
the  gentlemen  who  receive  the  largest 
salaries  are  the  gentlemen  who  do  the 
least  work,  and  have  the  smallest  quali- 
fication ;  and,  judging  from  what  has  been 
said,  I  think  this  rule  is  observed  in  the 
case  of  the  Scotch  Fishery  Board.  It 
has,  however,  been  said  by  some  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  that  the  Government 
are  fond  of  making  promises,  but  not 
fond  of  keeping  them.  I  do  not  find 
that  at  all.  The  Government  usually 
keep  the  promises  they  make  ;  but  what 
we  complain  of  is,  that  they  do  not  make 
any  promises  at  all.  The  customary 
form  of  answer  is,  '^  the  thing  is  under 
consideration,"  or  "  we  ^iU  lool^  int(^V> 
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it|"  and  that,  of  course,  means  nothing. 
In  this  case  we  have  been  told  that  the 
Board  has  been  appointed  for  five  years, 
and  that  the  fifth  year  will  be  up  next 
year.  Evidently  the  Scotch  Members 
are  very  dissatisfied  with  the  present 
constitution  of  the  Board  ;  and  it  would 
be  very  easy  for  the  Government,  if 
they  intended  to  conform  to  the  wishes 
generally  expressed,  to  say  they  do  not 
intend  to  appoint  this  bookseller,  or  the 
three  Sheriffs,  or  the  timber  merchant 
next  year.  That  is  the  only  pledge 
which  will  satisfy  the  Oommittee  m  this 
matter ;  and  if  that  pledge  is  not  given 
I  trust  the  Motion  for  the  reduction  of 
the  sum  will  be  persevered  with. 

Mb.  p.  J.  POWER  (Waterford,  E.) : 
It  is  quite  true,  as  an  hon.  Gentleman 
has  said,  that  the  cases  of  Ireland  and 
Scotland  in  regard  to  fisheries  are  by  no 
means  parallel.  The  Irish  Members 
have  no  objection  to  this  money  being 
paid,  if  the  Scotch  people  wish  it  should 
be  paid.  We  thought,  when  we  inter- 
fered in  this  discussion,  that  the  Scotch 
Members  were  by  no  means  satisfied 
with  the  constitution  of  the  Board,  or 
the  manner  in  which  the  Board  did  its 
work.  I  think  it  is  the  duty  of  all 
Members  of  the  House,  no  matter 
whence  they  come,  to  see  that  the  money 
of  the  nation  is  laid  out  to  the  best 
advantage ;  and  certainly  we  are  anxious 
to  assist  the  Radical  Members  from 
Scotland  in  their  endeavour  to  reform 
their  Fishery  Board.  We  have  proved 
by  our  conduct  that  we  do  take  an  in- 
terest in  the  Scotch  fisheries ;  indeed  we 
in  Ireland,  who  have  a  great  deal 
to  complain  of  as  to  the  way  our 
fisheries  are  managed,  have  a  sym- 
pathetic feeling  for  the  people  of 
Scotland  in  fishery  matters.  But  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Bigear),  with 
that  consideration  which  is  his  charac- 
teristic, does  not  wish  to  divide  unneces- 
sarily upon  this  question,  and  he  has 
made  a  most  reasonable  proposition  to 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  in  charge  of  the 
Vote.  I  hope  they  will  see  their  way  to 
accept  his  proposal,  which  is  that  they 
should  defer  the  taking  of  this  item 
pending  the  decision  which  we  under- 
stand is  being  arrived  at. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  (Cavan,  W.) :  I  should 
like  to  hear  from  the  Government  whe- 
ther or  not  they  intend  to  reform  the 
Scotch  Fishery  Board  ?  I  know  that  the 
question  of  trawling  is  one  which  has 
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given  rise  to  a  very  great  deal  of  con- 
troversy, and  I  must  confess  that  I  am 
not  very  favourable  to  the  lending  of 
money  on  movable  property ;  as  a  gene- 
ral rule,  I  should  be  very  slow  to  recom- 
mend such  a  system,  besides,  I  ques- 
tion very  much  whether  it  is  within  the 
legitimate  province  of  the  Government 
to  make  advances  upon  such  property  as 
vessels  of  large  or  small  size.  This  is 
only  a  Vote  on  Account ;  and,  theref ore, 
I  trust  the  Government  will  give  us  a 
pledge  that  we  shall  have  an  opportunity, 
at  no  very  distant  date,  of  reconsider- 
ing this  question.  If  the  Government 
would  only  undertake  that  they  will  re- 
constitute this  Board,  and  get  rid  of  the 
timber  merchant,  who  may  be  a  very 
respectable  and  worthy  gentleman  in 
his  own  line,  and  select  as  members  of 
the  Board  gentlemen  who  are  qualified 
to  attend  to  fishery  matters,  I  think  the 
Committee  might  fairly  rest  satisfied. 
The  Chairman  of  the  Board  may  be  a 
very  estimable  man  as  a  publisher ;  but 
he  can  hardly  be  considered  a  suitable 
person  to  hold  the  position  of  Chairman 
of  a  Fishery  Board.  What  the  Govern- 
ment ought  really  to  do  is  to  express  the 
opinion  that  the  present  system  is  per- 
fectly indefensible,  and  that  they  hope 
to  be  able  to  entirely  remodel  the  Boara, 
so  that  it  shall  in  future  be  composed 
of  gentlemen  who  thoroughly  undw- 
stand  all  questions  connected  with  fishe- 
ries. 

The  CIVIL  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  R.  W.  Duff)  (Banffshire): 
I  hope  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Biggar) 
will  now  allow  us  to  take  the  Vote.  He 
has  reminded  the  Committee  that  this 
is  only  a  Vote  on  Account,  and  that 
there  will  be  another  opportunity  of 
discussing  the  question  of  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  Scotch  Fishery  Board  when 
the  Fishery  Vote  comes  on.  This  new 
Board  was  appointed  on  the  recommen- 
dation of  the  Committee  over  which  I 
had  the  honour  to  preside ;  and  I  think 
that,  on  the  whole,  the  Board  has  worked 
well.  It  is  quite  true,  as  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate (Mr.  T.  B.  Balfour)  has  stated,  that 
at  the  end  of  the  five  years  it  is  quite 
possible  to  reconstitute  the  Board. 
Originally  there  was  a  great  desire  to 
obtain  practical  men  to  serve  on  the 
Board ;  but,  for  the  reason  stated  by  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  we  were 
not  able  to  obtain  tbem.     The  hon. 
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Member  for  Cayan  (Mr.  Biggar)  referred 
to  the  branding  of  herrings,  and  said 
they  would  like  the  brand  in  Ireland. 
That  question  was  considered  by  the 
Irish  Commissioners,  and  by  a  gentle- 
man very  well  known  to  hon.  Gentle- 
men sitting  below  the  Gangway  oppo- 
site— Dr.  Brady — and  the  decision  they 
arrived  at  was  that  Ireland  did  not  want 
the  brand.  If  the  Irish  people  do  not 
want  the  brand,  we  do  not  want  to  force 
it  upon  them.  I  have  no  doubt  my 
noble  Friend  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
(the  Earl  of  Dalhousie)  will  consider 
attentively  what  has  been  said  in  the 
House  to-night,  and  that  if  an  oppor- 
tunity should  occur  at  the  end  of  the 
five  years,  every  endeavour  will  be  made 
to  meet  the  wishes  of  the  House  by  ob- 
taining the  services  of  some  men  more 
practically  acquainted  with  fisheries 
than  those  who  at  present  constitute  the 
Fishery  Board.  Having  myself  given 
considerable  attention  to  this  qtfestion, 
and  the  Board  having  been  appointed, 
as  I  have  said,  on  the  recommendation 
of  the  Committee  I  presided  over,  I  am 
bound  to  say,  in  justice  to  the  Board, 
that  they  have  hitherto  done  very  useful 
work  indeed.  I  do  not  say  the  Board  is 
perfect.  It  has  only  been  in  existence 
since  1882,  and  I  am  thoroughly  con- 
vinced that  during  its  short  existence  it 
has  done  very  good  and  useful  work. 
The  Secretary  for  Scotland  will,  I  am 
sure,  bear  in  mind  what  has  taken  place 
to-night ;  and,  that  being  so,  I  hope  we 
may  now  be  able  to  get  the  Vote. 

Mb.  O'HEA  (Donegal,  W.) :  I  quite 
agree  with  hon.  Gentlemen  that  the  con- 
stitution of  the  Scotch  Fishery  Board  is 
such  as  to  be  entirely  condemned.  The 
fishermen  of  Scotland  have  made  re- 
peated complaints  that  their  representa- 
tions do  not  receive  the  attention  they 
are  entitled  to  receive  at  the  hands  of 
those  who  ought  to  have  their  best  in- 
terests at  heart.  If  there  is  anything 
more  than  another  which  would  conduce 
to  the  advancement  of  the  men  who 
pursue  the  fishing  trade,  it  is  that  they 
should  have  a  Board  as  a  sort  of  tribunal 
before  whom  they  could  lay  their  just 
and  legitimate  grievances.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty (Mr.  R.  W.  DuflP)  referred  to  the 
question  of  trawling.  There  is  nothing 
which  tends  so  largely  to  augment  the 
revenues  of  the  poor  people  than  this 
trawling,  when  it  is  carried  on  accord- 


ing to  certain  recognized  rules  and  con- 
ditions. I  remember  that  some  time 
ago  the  fishermen  of  Bantiy  Bay  had 
their  drift  nets  interfered  with  by 
trawlers.  The  result  was  that  upon  one 
occasion  there  was  an  amount  of  dis- 
order, and  such  breaches  of  the  peace, 
that  between  20  and  30  people  were  put 
to  considerable  expense  in  standing  their 
trial  at  the  Assizes.  It  is  in  consequence 
of  the  defective  condition  of  Boards 
like  the  Scotch  Fishery  Board  that  the 
grievances  of  the  fishermen  so  frequently 
come  to  the  surface  as  atpresent.  The 
people  of  the  United  Eangdom  were 
rather  amused  a  few  years  ago  at  the 
caricature  of  the  ruler  of  the  "Queen's 
Navee."  I  suppose  the  gentlemen  who 
constitute  this  Board  know  about  as 
much  of  fishing  as  the  gentleman  who, 
in  the  opera  of  H.M.S.  Finafore^  held 
the  position  of  ruler  of  the  **  Queen's 
Navee"  knew  about  navigation.  The 
question  which  has  been  raised  to-night 
is  an  important  one,  not  only  for  the  in- 
terests of  the  fishermen  of  Scotland,  but 
for  those  of  the  fishermen  all  along  the 
Coast  of  Great  Britain.  I  expected  from 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Civil  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  some  assurance  that  the 
Board  will  be  reconstituted  and  reformed. 
I  am  sorry  that  such  an  assurance  has 
not  come  from  him,  as  I  quite  agree 
with  everything  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  has 
said  in  regard  to  this  subject.  I  trust 
that,  when  the  tenure  of  office  of  the 
present  Board  is  up,  the  Board  will  be 
composed  of  men  who  understand  every- 
thing appertaining  to  fishing,  and  that 
they  should  give  their  whole  time  to  the 
duties  of  their  office.  Upon  the  face  of 
it,  the  present  Board  is  an  absurdity. 
The  business  of  Boards  such  as  this 
cannot  be  efficiently  discharged  unless 
the  gentlemen  comprising  the  Boards 
understand  the  business,  and  devote 
their  undivided  time  to  the  work. 

Mb.  J.  A.  BLAKE  (Carlow) :  I  do 
not  altogether  agree  with  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  in 
the  suggestion  he  has  made  as  to  the 
branding  for  the  Irish  herrings.  I 
happen  to  hold  an  official  position  in 
connection  with  fisheries,  and  therefore 
I  have  given  considerable  attention  to 
this  question.  Most  of  the  Irish  her- 
rings are  caught  at  an  earlv  period,  and 
they  are,  consequently,  sold  at  higher 
prices  than  could  be  obtained  subse- 
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quently.  I  agree  with  my  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Biggar)  that  a  great  deal  of  in- 
justice has  been  done  towards  the  Irish 
fisheries  in  contradistinction  to  the  great 
favour  extended  towards  the  Scotch 
fisheries.  I  shall  not  commit  any  breach 
of  official  secrecy  if  I  mention  one  re- 
markable fact  in  connection  with  the 
Irish  fisheries.  A  large  quantity  of 
herrings  are  caught  on  uie  Irish  Ooasts 
in  the  winter  season ;  they  might  be 
sent  abroad  and  be  useful  for  the  orand. 
We  applied  to  the  Lords  Commissioners 
of  the  Treasury  for  the  small  sum  of 
£50  for  the  purpose  of  making  experi- 
ments in  the  winter  cure  of  herrings ; 
but  while  thousands  of  pounds  a-year 
were  lavished  on  the  Scotch  fisheries, 
the  Department  to  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  belongs 
refused  us  £50  for  making  experiments 
which  might  have  resulted  in  a  benefit 
to  the  Irish  fisheries  of  thousands  of 
pounds  a-year.  Another  fact  I  wish 
to  mention.  For  the  20  years  of  my  life 
I  have  spent  in  this  House,  I  have 
sought  to  obtain  a  grant  from  the  Trea- 
sury for  the  purpose  of  promoting  Irish 
fisheries  by  way  of  loans.  I  have  been 
obstinately  refused.  It  may  be  said  we 
have  loans  now.  We  have  loans  from 
a  fund  which  belongs  to  Ireland,  which 
we  succeeded  in  discovering  and  apply- 
ing to  the  object  I  had  in  view.  The 
most  decided  enemies  we  had  —  and 
generally  they  have  been  the  bitterest 
enemies  of  Irish  grants — were  the  Scotch 
Members.  Only  very  recently  a  pro- 
posal was  made  in  this  Houee  to  devote 
thousands  of  pounds  in  the  giving  of 
loans  to  the  Scotch  fishermen.  The  pro- 
posal was  unanimously  passed  by  the 
House.  For  years,  however,  the  House 
of  Commons  has  refused  to  grant  loans 
to  the  Irish  fishermen.  I  am  very  happy 
to  say  that  had  the  question  come  to  a 
division  there  is  not  a  single  Member 
of  the  Party  to  which  I  have  the  honour 
to  belong  who  would  not  have  voted  in 
favour  of  the  granting  of  loans  to  the 
Scotch  fishermen.  While  the  utmost 
favour  has  been  extended  to  the  Scotch 
fisheries,  the  Irish  people  have  received 
nothing  from  the  British  funds  in  aid  of 
their  fisheries.  Now,  with  regard  to 
the  constitution  of  the  Scotch  Fishery 
Board.  I  happened  to  be  appointed  as 
an  expert  on  the  Fishery  Committee  for 
Scotland  over  which  the  hon.  Qentleman 
the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  B. 

Mr.  J.  A.  Blah 


W.  Duff)  so  very  ably  presided,  and  I 
must  say  that  the  recommendations 
which  I  had  some  hand  in  drawing  np 
have  been  admirably  carried  out,  and 
that  they  have  in  Scotland  an  advantage 
that  I  very  much  wish  we  had  in  Ire- 
land. In  addition  to  the  salaried  offi- 
cials, they  have  upon  the  Board  a  num- 
ber of  independent  intelligent  gentle- 
men. I  confess  I  disagree  with  one  of 
my  hon.  Friends,  who  said  it  was  objec- 
tionable to  have  members  of  the  Board 
who  do  not  devote  all  their  time  to  the 
work  of  the  Board.  The  Scotch  Board 
enjoys  a  great  advantage  which  I  wish 
we  enjoyed  in  Ireland.  I  sincerely  wish 
we  had  in  Ireland  in  connection  with 
fishery  matters  that  independent  intelli- 
gent action  which  is  most  advantage- 
ously carried  out  in  Scotland,  owing 
to  the  presence  upon  the  Fishery  Board 
of  independent  intelligent  gentlemen  ac- 
quainted with  the  subject  with  which 
they  are  called  upon  to  deal. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  (Cavan,  W.) :  One 
word  in  regard  to  what  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Carlow  (Mr.  Blake)  has 
said.  What  was  said  as  regards  the 
salaried  officials  was,  that  the  salaried 
members  of  the  Board — such,  for  in- 
stance, as  the  Chairman — should  give 
their  whole  time  to  the  work  of  the 
Board.  Of  course,  it  is  not  so  necessaiy 
in  Ireland  to  have  herring  brands  as  it 
is  in  Scotland.  As  has  been  very  pro- 
perly pointed  out,  the  two  systems  are 
different ;  but  what  I  recommend — and 
I  speak  from  a  trader's  point  of  view — is 
that  where  an  official  brand  can  be  had, 
it  should  be  had.  I  do  think  that  the 
people  of  Scotlcmd  who  possess  an  official 
brand,  and  who  sell  their  fish  on  the 
faith  of  the  value  which  the  brand  gives, 
should  be  very  slow  to  do  away  with  it. 
If  they  did  away  with  the  brand  the  cha- 
racter of  the  article  would  deteriorate 
very  much,  and  the  result  would  be  ex- 
ceedingly injurious  to  the  interests  of 
the  business  in  which  they  were  en- 
gaged. Now,  the  explanation  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Civil  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  (Mr.  E.  W.  Duff)  is  a  very 
fair  one.  He  calls  our  attention  to  the 
fact  that  this  is  only  a  Vote  on  Account, 
and  that  before  the  Vote  for  the  Scotch 
Fisheries  is  finally  disposed  of  there 
will  be  another  opportunity  of  discus- 
sion. I  have  no  doubt  that  after  what 
has  taken  place  to-night  the  hon.  Oen- 
tleman,  after  consultation  with  the  Chief 
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of  the  Department,  will  be  able  to  see 
bis  way  to  pursue  in  the  future  in  re- 
gard to  the  Scotch  fisheries  a  much  more 
reasonable  course  than  has  been  pur- 
sued in  the  past ;  and,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, I  beg  to  withdraw  my  oppo- 
sition to  the  Vote. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  (King's  Oo.,  Birr):  Mr. 
Courtney,  in  this  Vote  there  is  an  item 
of  an  extraordinary  character — it  has 
reference  to  the  chaplain  attached  to  tbe 
Household  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland.  Now,  Sir,  it  is  well  known 
that  the  present  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
Icuid,  a  gentleman  whom  we  all  esteem 
and  who,  I  hope,  will  remain  in  Ire- 
land for  very  many  years  to  come,  is  a 
Presbyterian,  and  I  find  that  in  the 
Estimates  a  considerable  sum  of  money 
is  asked  for  the  payment  of  a  clergyman 
of  the  Church  of  England.  Then  the 
chaplain  to  His  Excellency  receives  as 
salary  £184  12«.  8(/.  a-year,  and  over 
and  above  that  he  receives  an  allowance 
of  £150  a-year  in  lieu  of  a  furnished 
house— that  makes  £3d4  per  annum. 
I  do  not  object  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
having  a  chaplain  attached  to  his 
Household  in  Dublin;  but  what  I  do 
object  to  is  this — that  whereas  the  re- 
ligious ministrations  which  the  present 
Lord  Lieutenant  prefers  are  those  per- 
formed by  a  Presbyterian  minister,  and 
the  Presbyterian  minister,  who  in  reality 
is  attached  to  the  Household  of  His  Ex- 
cellency, does  not  get  a  single  farthing 
from  the  State,  a  clergyman  of  the 
Church  of  England,  who  has  nothing  to 
do  with  the  religious  functions  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  is  paid  the  sum  of 
£334  a-year.  The  matter  is  of  no  im- 
portance to  me  personally—I  neither 
belong  to  the  Church  of  England  nor 
'  the  Presbyterian  persuasion  —  but  I 
think,  in  the  interest  of  fair  play,  if  the 
State  gives  money  to  be  paid  to  a  chap- 
lain for  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  or  for  any 
Viceroy  representing  Eoyalty  in  any 
part  of  the  world,  the  clergyman  who 
receives  the  grant  ought  to  be  a  clergy- 
man of  the  religion  to  which  the  Viceroy 
belongs.  The  appointment  of  chaplain 
to  the  Household  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
is  not  a  permanent  one ;  it  is  like  that 
of  the  chaplain  to  the  Lord  Mayors  of 
Liondon  and  Dublin.  The  Lord  Mayors 
appoint  their  own  chaplains.     If  the 


appointment  were  a  permanent  one  there 
would  be  some  reason  for  saying  that  as 
nine  out  of  every  ten  Viceroys  are  mem- 
bers of  the  Church  of  England  we  do 
not  like  to  disturb  the  clergyman  in  the 
position  he  held.  But  the  Government 
appointed  as  chaplain  to  the  late  Viceroy 
a  Church  of  England  minister ;  the  pre- 
sent Lord  Lieutenant  is  a  Presbyterian, 
a  Presbyterian  minister  performs  all  the 
religious  functions  of  the  Household,  but 
gets  not  a  single  farthing  by  way  of 
payment,  while  the  Church  of  England 
minister  receives  £350  from  the  State. 
I  am  glad  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  is  present,  because  I 
am  sure  he  will  take  very  much  the  same 
view  of  the  matter  as  I  do.  The  ques- 
tion is  whether  the  real  chaplain  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  should  receive  the 
money  allowed  by  the  State,  or  whe- 
ther we  shall  give  our  sanction  to  a 
sinecure  ? 

The  chief  SECEETAEYfob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  John  Morley)  (Newcastle- 
on-Tyne) :  The  subject  which  the  hon. 
Member  has  raised  has  already  been 
dealt  with  by  me  in  answer  to  a  Ques- 
tion put  to  me  by  some  hon.  Gentleman 
in  the  quarter  of  the  House  in  which  he 
sits.  Icommunicated  to  the  House  theopi- 
nion  of  His  Excellency  upon  the  present 
arrangements,  and  the  effect  of  that  opi- 
nion was  that  His  Excellency  was  en- 
tirely satisfied  with  the  ministrations  of 
the  chaplain.  His  Excellency  attends, 
as  he  informs  me,  and  as  I  on  the  pre- 
vious occasion  informed  the  House,  both 
the  Presbyterian  services  and  the  ser- 
vices of  the  Church  of  England ;  and, 
under  these  circumstances,  I  cannot  think 
it  would  be  worth  while  to  alter  the  ex- 
isting arrangements. 

Me.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr) : 
Under  these  circumstances  I  withdraw 
my  opposition  to  the  Vote.  I  only  drew 
attention  to  the  matter  because  the  state- 
ment appears  weekly  in  the  Irish  papers 
that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  attended  the 
Presbyterian  services.  Of  course,  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  would  not  be  likely  to 
raise  tbe  question  himself. 

Sir  EGBERT  FOWLER  (London) : 
The  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Molloy)ha8 
referred  to  the  practice  of  the  Lord 
Mayors  of  Dublin  and  London  in  re- 
spect to  the  appointment  of  chaplains. 
I  know  nothing  about  Dublin;  out  as 
regards  London,  I  may  inform  the  Coni- 
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mittee  that  many  gentlemen  who  are 
not  members  of  the  Church  of  England, 
including  several  Members  well  known 
in  the  last  Parliament,  have,  upon  their 
appointment  as  Lord  Mayor,  appointed 
clergymen  of  the  Church  of  England  as 
their  chaplains. 

Mb.  E.  HAERINGTON  (Kerry,  W.) : 
Seeing  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  avails 
himself  of  the  services  of  both  a  Church 
of  England  minister  and  a  Presbyterian 
minister,  there  is  a  very  simple  way  out 
of  the  difficulty,  and  that  is  to  divide  the 
salary  equally  between  the  two  clergy- 
men. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  (Cavan,  W.)  :  The 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the  City 
of  London  (Sir  Robert  Fowler)  has 
spoken  of  the  custom  observed  by  the 
Lord  Mayors  of  London  in  the  matter 
of  the  appointment  of  chaplains.  Our 
custom  in  Dublin  is  very  diflferent.  The 
present  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin,  who  is 
a  Roman  Catholic,  has  as  his  chaplain  a 
clergyman  of  the  Church  to  which  he 
belongs;  but  if  next  year  the  Lord 
Mayor  should  happen  to  be  a  member 
of  the  Church  of  England  he  will  ap- 
point a  clergyman  of  the  Church  of 
England  his  chaplain. 

Mr.  TUITE  (Westmeath,  N.):  I  rise 
to  make  some  comments  on  the  manner 
in  which  the  Circuits  of  the  Chief  Com- 
missioners of  the  Land  Commission 
Court  are  held  in  Ireland.  In  the  county 
of  Westmeath  I  know  of  several  tenants 
who,  from  want  of  means,  were  unable 
to  go  to  Dublin  to  attend  the  appeals 
brought  forward  in  their  cases  by  the 
landlords.  The  result  was  that  those  ten- 
ants ^ere  obliged  to  settle  out  of  Court 
on  disadvantageous  terms.  That  is  a 
great  injustice,  and  I  express  a  hope 
that  the  Government  will  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Chief  Commissioners  to  the 
fact.  I  am  aware  that  the  reason  as- 
signed for  the  Conmiissioners  not  going 
to  Mullingar,  the  capital  of  Westmeath, 
is  that  they  cannot  get  in  the  town 
private  lodgings  sufficiently  grand,  al- 
though there  is  a  good  hotel  there.  I 
suggest  that  the  Courts  of  the  Land 
Commission  should  be  held  in  centres 
which  would  embrace  three  or  four 
counties,  choosing  the  centre  where,  of 
course,  the  railway  communication  is 
good.  Now,  the  railway  communication 
is  good  at  Mullingar,  and  I  should  say 
it  would  be  a  very  convenient  centre  at 
which  the  Land  Commissioners  might 
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hold  their  Courts.  I  raised  this  ques- 
tion in  the  House  some  time  ago,  but 
received  no  satisfaction  at  all  with  regard 
to  it ;  and,  therefore,  I  again  take  the  op- 
portunity of  asking  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  whether  he  will  give  some 
assurance  that  the  Courts  of  the  Land 
Commission  shall  be  held  at  places 
where  the  tenants  can  be  heard  with 
convenience  to  themselves  ? 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY:  I  should  have 
been  better  able  to  deal  with  the  subject 
brought  forward  by  the  hon.  Member 
who  has  just  sat  down,  if  I  had  known 
that  it  would  have  been  raised  on  a 
Vote  on  Account.  I  am  unable  to  say 
more  than  that  the  Land  Commissioners, 
with  whom  I  have  had  tolerably  frequent 
communication,  have  assured  me  that 
they  do  the  best  they  can  with  the  re- 
sources in  their  hands  to  make  their 
Circuits  as  convenient  as  possible.  I  am 
afraid  the  arrangement  is  sometimes 
attended  with  inconvenience,  and  even 
hardship;  but  the  Commissioners  assure 
me  that  they  regret  the  inconvenience, 
and  endeavour  to  reduce  the  hardship 
as  much  as  lies  in  their  power.  I  can 
assure  the  hon.  Member  that  the  desire 
of  the  Government  is  that  every  oppor- 
tunity should  be  given  for  hearing  these 
cases  with  the  utmost  speed,  and  in  the 
manner  most  convenient  for  all  the 
parties. 

Mr.  p.  J.  POWER  (Waterford.  E.) : 
I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  autho- 
rities to  the  irregularity  of  payments  in 
some  cases  by  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners. I  have  a  case  in  view  in  my 
own  neighbourhood,  which  will  illus- 
trate the  point  to  which  I  desire  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  and  the 
Government.  Certain  payments  are 
made  about  Midsummer,  and,  as  a  rale, 
we  receive  the  money  for  these  pay- 
ments with  regularity;  but  sometimes 
it  occurs  that  the  gentleman  in  charge 
of  the  funds  is  absent,  and  there  is 
great  inconvenience  in  consequence  to 
the  poor  people  who  are  anxiously  ex- 
pecting what  is  due  to  them.  Lately 
some  30  or  40  people  receiving  pensions 
from  this  office  came  to  me  and  pointed 
out  that  payment  was  overdue  seven 
days.  I  need  hardly  say  that  these  are 
poor  people,  and  that,  as  a  rule,  they 
owe  their  money,  and  have  to  pay  it 
directly  they  receive  it  to  shopkeepers 
who  give  them  credit.  On  the  occasion 
I  refer  to  the  people  in  question  wece 
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in  the  greatest  straits,  and  we  wrote  to 
Dublin,  and  in  reply  to  our  letter  we 
were  informed  that  the  Oommissioners 
were  on  vacation,  and  that  no  payment 
could  be  made  until  their  return.  I 
think,  Sir,  that  is  a  most  singular  state 
of  things.  These  poor  people  would 
have  been  in  the  most  dire  distress  were 
it  not  that  the  parish  priest  and  others 
in  the  neighbourhood  discounted  a  bill, 
and  by  this  means  paid  the  poor  people 
their  small  allowances  pending  the  ar- 
rival of  a  remittance  from  the  Oharity 
Oommissioners.  I  think  that  a  little  fore- 
thought would  do  away  with  the  gross 
inconvenience  that  arises  under  such  cir- 
cumstances; if  the  Commissioners,  for 
instance,  had  taken  the  precaution  of 
sending  us  the  money  some  few  days 
before  they  went  away  on  vacation  these 
people  could  have  been  paid.  I  hope 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  draw  the 
attention  of  those  in  charge  of  this  im- 
portant service  to  the  very  great  incon- 
venience which  arises  from  their  action, 
and  point  out  that  the  persons  who 
suffer  most  are  the  poorest  in  the  locality ; 
and  it  is  hardly  fair  that  persons  in  the 
locality  should  be  obliged  to  discount 
bills  for  the  purpose  of  providing  money 
which  was  overdue. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  (Wicklow,  E.) : 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East 
Waterford  (Mr.  P.  J.  Power)  has  com- 
plained of  the  irregularity  of  payments 
under  this  Vote,  and  I  have  a  complaint 
to  make  with  regard  to  a  case  in  which 
no  payment  has  been  made  at  all.  I 
have  frequently  brought  under  the  no- 
tice of  the  Qovemment  the  case  of  the 
Eaton  bequest,  made  to  the  town  of 
Wicklow  as  far  back  as  1796,  for  the 
purpose  of  establishing  a  woollen  fac- 
tory, and  which  now  amounts  to  the 
sum  of  £4,000.  Not  1*.  of  that  bequest 
has  been  received.  I  understand  that 
this  sum  is  locked  up  somewhere.  Now, 
the  labouring  classes  of  Wicklow  have 
been  for  a  long  time  in  need,  and  it 
would  be  a  great  advantage  to  them  if 
this  sum  of  money  could  in  any  way 
be  made  available  for  their  benefit.  I 
trust  that  the  Chief  Secretary,  who 
has  had  this  matter  before  under  his 
notice,  as  it  has  been  under  the  notice 
of  several  of  his  Predecessors,  will  en- 
deavour to  take  some  steps  to  bring  the 
question  of  this  bequest,  which  has  now 
been  nearly  100  years  in  abeyance,  to  a 
satisfaetory  termination. 


Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.):  With 
reference  to  this  matter,  I  have  to  say 
that  I  recollect  bringing  the  whole  thing 
under  the  notice  of  the  Commissioners 
more  than  a  year  ago,  and  furnishing 
them  with  a  copy  of  the  will.  At  that 
time  I  received  a  promise  from  the  Board 
that  the  matter  would  be  brought  under 
the  notice  of  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  and  that  something  would  be 
done.  But  nothing  has  been  done ;  and 
I  am  told  that  there  are  legal  difficulties 
in  the  way.  But  surely  the  mind  of  the 
Law  Officers  could  be  made  up  in  less 
than  a  year.  It  is  a  real  scandal  that 
this  should  be  allowed  to  continue ;  and, 
therefore,  I  trust  that  it  will  be  termi- 
nated for  good  or  for  evil,  in  one  way  or 
the  other,  without  delay. 

Mr.  JOHN  MOELEY :  I  think  that 
the  hon.  Members  who  have  just  spoken 
with  regard  to  this  bequest  have  left 
out  of  sight,  in  the  complaint  they  are 
making,  the  fact  that  the  decision  of  a 
Court  of  Justice  has  to  be  obtained. 
That  is,  of  course,  a  consideration  which 
cannot  be  left  out  of  the  account.  I  am 
not  aware  of  the  grievance  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Waterford  (Mr.  P.  J. 
Power) ;  but  if  it  can  be  shown  that 
there  is  any  such  grievance,  or  any  dere- 
liction on  the  part  of  the  JBoard,  I  will 
certainly  do  my  best  to  put  it  right. 

Mr.  chance  :  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  Gentleman  intends 
to  state  to  the  Committee  that  the  case 
of  the  bequest  to  the  town  of  Wicklow 
has  been  before  any  Court  of  Justice ; 
but,  if  so,  I  shall  be  glad  to  hear  it.  My 
request,  however,  dates  from  a  year  ago, 
and  I  have  been  hearing  ever  since  that 
the  matter  has  been  under  the  attention 
of  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland.  I 
shall  be  glad  then  to  hear  if  the  Com- 
missioners have  been  prevented  from 
acting  by  the  decision  of  a  legal  tri- 
bunal. I  ask — Why  was  not  the  case 
brought  into  the  Court  of  Chancery  a 
year  ago  ?  I  think  that  it  has  been  ad- 
mitted that  a  considerable  grievance 
exists.  The  income  has  been  lost,  and 
we  want  to  know  whether  we  can  re- 
cover any  portion  of  it  ?  Under  the  cir- 
cumstances, I  ask  whether  any  steps 
can  be  taken  to  expedite  the  action  of 
the  Conmiissioners  in  dealing  with  this 
bequest? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Londonderry, 
8.) :  I  am  aware  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
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Lord  Lieutenant  is  overwhelmed  with 
business ;  and  I,  therefore,  will  only  re- 
mind him  of  his  promise  in  the  matter 
of  the  Fishery  Board.    I  wish  to  ask  the 
hon.   Gentleman  the  Secretary  to   the 
Trecuury,  with  reg^d  to  the  answer  he 
gave  the  other  night,  what  he  intends  to 
do  in  the  matter  of  the  Eiver  Bann 
drainage  ?    This  question  has  been  be- 
fore the  House  for  a  considerable  time, 
and  as  long  ago  as  1880  a  Eoyal  Com- 
mission, on  which  were  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  Galway,  Tyrone,  and  Winches- 
ter, sat  and  reported  on  this  question 
generally.      Ever  since  that  time  the 
Board    of   Works    have    been    shilly- 
shallying   with    the   question.     When 
the    hon.   Gentleman   says   that   it    is 
possible  for  five  or  more  individuals  to 
move  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  to 
do  certain  things,  he  seems  to  have  over- 
looked the  fact  that  we  have  been  moving 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  for  some  time  with- 
out  effect.     The  Eiver  Bann  flows  down 
Lough  Neagh  into  the  sea,  and  divides 
two  counties,  Antrim  and  Londonderry. 
Great  difficulty  has  been  caused  to  the 
farmers  along  the  river  by  the  system  of 
navigation  in  operation  on  the  river, 
which  is  the  same  as  has  been  the  curse 
of  the  farmers  on  the  banks  of  the  Shan- 
non.    These  navigation  works,  which 
cost  £40,000,  have  to  be  maintained  at 
ah  annual  charge  of  £14,000,  most  of 
which,  I  believe,  will  ultimately  fall  on 
the  ratepayers.    The  navigation  works 
in  Ireland  have  been  a  sham ;  they  have 
been  a  sham  on  the  Shannon,  where  the 
farmers  have  been  flooded,  and  the  Boyal 
Commissioners  have  reported  against  the 
expenditure  on  the  works.    You  have  in 
these  two  counties  ample  railway  facili- 
ties.    I  would  not,  however,  complain  of 
the  navigation  works  if  there  was  any- 
thing to  navigate,  but  there  is  not ;  and 
I  must  protest,  therefore,  against  this 
system  of  damming  up  the  river  in  view 
of  the  navigation  which  never  comes, 
while  the  farmers  are  seriously  injured 
every  year.    It  is  a  perfectly  monstrous 
state  of  things.    Let  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  tell  me 
that  there  is  some  navigation,  and  show 
the  Committee  that  it  is  worth  more  than 
the  amount  of  injury  which  is  done  to 
the  farmers,  by  not  being  able  to  culti- 
vate   the    land    which    is    periodically 
flooded,  and  I  will  say  no  more.     That 
38  not  so,  however;    and,  therefore,  I 
feel  it  necessary  to  urge  the  hon.  Gentle- 
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man  to  take  some  steps  to  put  a  stop  to 
the  present  state  of  things.    What  could 
be  simpler  than  for  the  hon.  GentlemaB 
to  introduce  a  Bill  to  amalgamate  the 
Drainage  and  the  Navigation   Boards, 
and  to  constitute  a  franchise  which  will 
enable  the  farmers  to  be  adequately  re- 
presented upon  it?     What  you   must 
have,  in  my  judgment,  is  this.     You 
must  have  a  Board  so  constituted  that  it 
will  be  thoroughly  representative  of  all 
interests.    If  you  have  a  Board  simply 
representing  the  people  of  Coleraine, 
and  not  the  farmers  along  the  banks  of 
the  river,  it  will  be  of  no  use  at  all.    He- 
presenting  as  I  do  the  farmers  along  the 
banks  of  this  river,  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  it  is  a  farce  to  tell  them — **Live 
horse  until  you   get   grass,"  or  rather 
until  the   water  subsides.     Over    and 
over   again   promises  have  been  made 
to  them  that  the  matter  will  be  attended 
to ;  but  nothing  has  been  done.  When  Earl 
Spencer  travelled  through  the  country 
some  time  ago  he  received  a  deputation 
on  this  very  subject,  and  the  grievances 
of  the  farmers  were  put  before  him; 
but  beyond  the  fact  that  he  gave  them 
a  few  civil  words,  nothing,  so  far  as  I 
am  aware,  have  yet  been  done  in  the 
matter.     I  must  say  that  to  have  spent 
£40,000  or  £50,000  on  navigation  works 
in  this  way,  without  any  object  op  good 
result,   seems  to  me  to  be  as  good  a 
plan  for  throwing  money  into  tihe  sea 
as  can  possibly  be  devised.    As  far  as 
the  County  Antrim  side  of  the  river  is 
concerned,  I  am  entirely  impartial  as  to 
what  is  done.    There  is  not  a  single 
Member  for  Antrim  sitting  on    these 
Benches  along  with  my  hon.  Priend  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Far- 
nell) ;  and  I  am,  therefore,  entirely  im- 
partial as  far  as  Antrim  is  concerned; 
but,  as  far  as  the  farmers  on  the  Derry 
side  are  concerned,  I  must  urge  their 
case  upon  the  Government,  because  it  is 
a  shame  that  they  should  be  put  off  in 
this  way  from  year  to  year  without  hav- 
ing their  grievances  redressed.    I  must 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  give  us  some 
assurance  that  he  will  introduce  a  mea- 
sure to  give  the  farmers  on  the  banks 
of  the  river  an  adequate  representation 
on  the  Board,  and,  at  the  same  time, 
that  he  will  see  that  this  £1,400  a-year 
which   is  being  paid  for  the  mainte* 
nance  of  the  navigation  works  will  be 
stopped,  and  that  the  obstructions  to  the 
river  will  be  done  away  with.    I  wouH 
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point  out  ono  very  remarkable  fact  in  con- 
nection with  these  works.  The  farmers 
along  the  banks  of  the  Biver  Bann  are, 
perhaps,  the  most  loyal  and  Protestant 
of  the  farmers  of  any  part  of  Ireland  ; 
but  so  bitterly  do  they  feel  about  this 
annual  flooding  of  their  land,  that  not 
so  long  ago  they  took  dynamite  and  at- 
tempted to  blow  away  the  navigation 
works.  If  that  had  t&ien  place  in  the 
South  of  Ireland  I  should  have  been 
prepared  to  have  deprecated  such  a 
course ;  but  as  it  occurred  in  loyal  An- 
trim I  shall  be  very  chary  in  saying 
anything  at  all  in  regard  to  it.  I  do 
trust,  however,  that  the  hon.  Qentle- 
man  will  see  his  way  to  take  some 
steps  which  will  do  away  with  the  cause 
of  this  constant  flooding. 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Heney  H.  Fowleb)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  who  has  just  sat  down  said  that 
nothing  could  be  simpler  than  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  deal  with  this  question.  It 
might  be  very  simple  to  introduce  a 
Bill;  but  fiom  my  short  experience  in 
matters  of  this  sort  I  think  it  will  be  no 
very  simple  thing  to  carry  such  a  Bill. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  It  would  be  a 
non-contentious  Bill. 

Mb.  HENRY  H.  FOWLER :  I  would 
point  out  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber, also,  that  the  reception  which  has 
been  given  to  the  Ulster  Canal  and 
Tyrone  Navigation  Bill  is  not  altogether 
such  as  to  encourage  the  Government  to 
believe  that  the  passage  of  a  Bill  in  re- 
gard to  the  Bann  Navigation  would  be 
80  simple  a  matter.  With  regard  to  the 
question  itself,  I  can  only  endorse  what 
has  been  already  said  in  answer  to  Ques- 
tions which  have  been  put.  I  do  not 
think,  however,  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  is  quite  correct  in  regard  to  the 
position  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  the 
&oard  of  Works  and  the  ratepayers.  I 
think  that  the  ratepayers  should  make 
a  representation  to  ike  Board  of  Works. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  can  show  the 
hon.  Gentleman  a  Memorial  10  fathoms 
long  which  was  presented  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  HENRY  H.  FOWLER :  I  do 
not  dispute  that  Memorials  have  been 
presented  on  the  subject,  and  I  am  aware 
that  they  have  been  under  consideration. 
It  appears  to  me  that  the  idea  of  conso- 
lidating the  Boards  is  a  very  good  one ; 
but  I  may  eay  that  I  received  a  length- 
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ened  communication  this  morning  from 
Ireland  on  the  subject,  going  thoroughly 
into  the  whole  question,  and  I  can  as- 
sure hon.  Members  that  I  will  give  it 
my  best  consideration.  This,  however, 
is  but  another  proof  of  the  present  ano- 
malous system  of  government  in  Ireland, 
for  while  I  occupy  the  position  of  Finan- 
cial Secretary  to  the  Treasury  I  am  also 
called  upon  to  deal  with  questions  con- 
cerning the  Board  of  Works,  and  the 
longer  I  hold  the  position  I  have  the 
honour  to  hold  the  more  I  see  the  utter 
absurdity  of  our  Irish  administration  in 
connection  with  public  works.  I  can- 
didly confess  my  utter  incompetency  to 
perform  my  duties  in  relation  to  these 
matters.  I  feel  that  I  am  quite  unable 
to  stand  the  criticisms  of  those  who  are 
on  the  spot,  and  whose  intimate  know- 
ledge of  local  wants  and  circumstances 
enables  them  to  come  to  a  right  conclu- 
sion. I  will,  however,  do  mv  best  to 
promote  the  interests  of  all  those  con- 
cerned. It  is  desirable,  of  course,  that 
a  Drainage  Board  shall  be  formed,  which 
shall  represent  all  classes  fairly,  for  the 
construction  of  a  Board  on  any  other 
principle  would  be  entirely  unsatisfac- 
tory. I  can  only  say  that  the  whole 
matter  shall  receive  my  best  attention. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.):  I 
really  think  that  there  is  now  some 
chance  for  an  improvement  being  effected 
in  the  Office  of  Works  in  Ireland,  and 
for  this  reason.  We  have  had  a  great 
many  Secretaries  to  the  Treasury  in 
the  House;  but  I  believe  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  at  present  holds  that 
Office  is  the  first  who  has  publicly  re- 
cognized the  actual  situation.  The  de- 
claration which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  just  made  is,  perhaps,  the 
most  important  which  we  have  heard 
for  some  time.  Former  Secretaries  to 
the  Treasury  whom  we  have  heard  in  this 
House  have  talked  as  if  they  could  speak 
of  Irish  affairs  by  inspiration,  for  they 
professed  to  know  more  about  Ireland 
than  the  Irish  Members  themselves.  It 
is  perfectly  plain  that  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  can  have  no  knowledge  on 
these  matters,  except  what  he  gets  from 
the  Irish  Board  of  Works,  unless  he 
goes  over  to  Ireland  himself.  Unless 
he  gives  up  his  control  over  the 
£80,000,000  annually  required  for  the 
service  of  this  country,  he  cannot  per- 
form the  duties  required  of  him  in  con- 
nection with  Irish  public  works.    That 
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improve  the  condition  of  the  country  at 
once,  then  all  that  is  left  is  for  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  l^reasury  to  give  up  the  con- 
trol of  these  matters,  and  to  send  over  a 
Secretary  to  Ireland,  or  he  should  send 
over  a  Member  of  Parliament—  an  Eng- 
lish Member — to  look  thoroughly  into 
the  whole  matter.  It  really  requires  the 
presence  of  a  man  in  Dublin,  and  a  man 
having  power  to  effect  the  changes  which 
are  necessary.  It  is  one  of  the  greatest 
physical  grievances  we  have  to  see  the 
country  in  this  state,  when  we  know  that 
England  is  willing  to  advance  the  money 
to  carry  out  the  necessary  works.  AU 
that  is  wanted  is  a  man  with  power  in 
Dublin — a  Minister  in  Dublin— who 
would  go  properly  into  the  whole  ques- 
tion, and  put  it  right  in  a  very  short 
time.  That  is  all  we  want.  The  whole 
country  in  the  neighbourhood  of  a  stream 
is  in  a  state  of  saturation,  and  this  is 
allowed  to  remain  so  simply  because  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  cannot  attend 
to  the  matter.  I  do  hope  that  some- 
thing will  be  done  at  once  in  this 
matter. 

Mr,  W.  J.  OOEBET  (Wicklow,  E.): 
I  wish  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  what  is 
going  to  be  done  in  regard  to  Arklow 
Harbour?  This  is  reaUy  a  most  im- 
portant question.  I  repeatedly  brought 
this  matter  under  the  notice  of  the  Go- 
vernment before ;  but,  beyond  encourag- 
ing answers  to  my  Questions,  I  am  sorry 
to  say  that  I  was  unable  to  get  anything 
satisfactory.  The  facts  of  the  case  are 
these.  The  people  of  the  district  gua- 
ranteed £20,000  towards  the  cost  of 
improving  this  harbour ;  but,  owing  to 
the  defective  plans  of  the  Board  of 
Works,  the  breakwater  was  seriously 
damaged  by  the  first  storm  that  came. 
It  was  built  upon  sand,  and  went  to 
smash  the  first  time  anything  in  the  na- 
ture of  a  storm  broke  upon  it.  Well,  I 
brought  the  matter  under  the  notice  of 
the  then  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  and 
the  reply  I  received  was  that  the  matter 
was  a  very  trivial  one,  and  that  the 
damage  had  already  been  remedied  at 
a  very  trifling  cost.  But  what  are  the 
real  facts  ?  After  a  great  deal  of  agita- 
tion, and  a  great  many  Questions  in  this 
House,  we  got  a  special  engineer  sent 
down  to  inquire  into  the  matter,  and  with 
him  came  another  engineer  from  Dublin, 
and  they  made  the  Eeport  which  I  hold 
in  my  hand.  From  that  Eeport  it  ap- 
pears that  another  sum  of  £10,500  will 


IS  perfectly  clear,  because  we  have  a 
most  competent  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury now,  and  he  acknowledges  his  in- 
ability. There  is  one  thing  which  I 
wish  to  point  out,  and  it  is  this.  Some 
time  ago  a  Koyal  Commission  was  ap- 
pointed by  the  Government,  composed 
of  myself,  the  then  Member  for  Tyrone 

2 It.  Thomas  Dickson),  then  a  leading 
beral  in  the  North  of  Ireland,  and 
the  present  Member  for  Mid  Armagh 
(Sir  James  Corry),  and  we  all  re- 
ported in  opposition  to  the  Govern- 
ment in  introducing  this  Ulster  Canal 
Bill.  In  reference  to  this  question  of 
the  drainage  of  the  Lower  Bann,  I  wish  to 
point  out  that  no  Drainage  Board  can 
be  of  the  slightest  use,  unless  the  far- 
mers along  the  banks  of  the  river  are 
properly  represented.  It  is  not  to  the 
interest  of  the  landlord  to  drain  the 
land,  because  he  cannot  get  any  further 
profit  out  of  it,  and  the  tenant  is  not 
allowed  to  go  upon  the  Board.  Such  is 
the  law,  and  the  drainage  of  the  country 
is  in  a  most  deplorable  state  at  present. 
For  three  years  you  have  brought  in  a 
Drainage  Bill,  but  you  have  not  made  the 
slightest  effort  to  pass  it,  and  the  conse- 
quence is  that  there  is  an  enormous 
amount  of  water  on  the  land  which 
might  be  taken  off  if  the  tenant  were 
only  allowed  to  form  Drainage  Boards. 
This  water  causes  the  farmers  such  an 
enormous  amount  of  inconvenience,  that 
I  am  sure  they  would  be  ready  and 
willing  to  form  such  Boards.  This  is 
one  of  those  cases  in  which  a  consider- 
able change  in  the  law  of  Ireland  is  ab- 
solutely necessary.  The  Board  of  Works 
should  issue  very  different  Eegulations. 
I  am  glad,  however,  that  we  are  in  a 
better  position  now  than  we  were  ever 
in  before  with  regard  to  this  question. 
We  have  had  moderately  clever  Secre- 
taries to  the  Treasury,  and  we  have  had 
Secretaries  to  the  Treasury  who  thought 
they  were  clever ;  but  now  we  have  a 
very  clever  and  distinguished  one,  and 
he  acknowledges  that  he  has  not  the 
power  to  deal  with  these  things.  I 
hope  sincerely,  therefore,  ihat  something 
will  now  be  done.  The  drainage  of  the 
country  is  in  a  most  deplorable  state,  and 
we  see  that,  wherever  drainage  works 
have  been  carried  out,  they  have  proved 
of  the  greatest  benefit  to  the  country, 
and  the  money  which  has  been  obtained 
in  respect  of  them  has  always  been  re- 
paid.   Unless  something  can  be  done  to 
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be  required  to  complete  the  harbour, 
and  from  a  further  Eeport  of  the  Board 
of  Works  it  seems  that  the  people  will 
be  called  upon  to  guarantee  that  amount, 
although  the  plans  that  have  turned  out 
BO  great  a  failure  were  proceeded  with 
by  the  Board  of  Works  in  the  teeth 
of  their  opposition.  There  have  been 
three  Papers  laid  upon  the  Table  of  this 
Bouse — one  the  Beport  of  the  engineer 
of  the  Board  of  Works,  whose  work 
was  called  in  question;  another  from 
Messrs.  Stephenson  and  Stonej,  who 
were  sent  to  inquire  into  the  matter, 
and  who,  I  must  say,  let  the  Board  of 
Works  down  very  softly ;  and  there  was 
a  further  Eeport  on  Stephenson  and 
Stoney's  Eeport  from  the  Board  of 
Works,  which  showed  a  very  small 
amount  of  gratitude  indeed  for  the 
mild  way  in  which  Messrs.  Stephenson 
and  Stoney  reported  on  their  blunders. 
However,  there  are  some  other  Eeports 
made  on  the  other  side  of  the  question. 
There  are  the  Eeports  made  by  the 
engineer  who  was  employed  by  the  Har- 
bour Authorities,  Mr.  W.  G.Strype,  O.E., 
which  are  before  the  Treasury ;  and  I 
wish  to  ask  the  hon.  G-entleman  if  he  will 
have  any  objection  to  lay  those  Eeports 
ont  he  Table,  because  they  throw  con- 
siderable light  on  the  subject,  and  they 
will  enable  the  House  to  judge  accu- 
rately of  the  merits  of  the  question,  of 
which  only  one  side  has  yet  been  shown. 
I  do  trust,  moreover,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
will  give  us  some  assurance  that  he  will 
not  allow  the  people  of  Arklow  to  be 
mulcted  through  the  blundering  of  the 
Board  of  Works. 

Me.  BYENE  (Wicklow,  W.) :  I  beg 
to  emphasize  the  observations  which 
have  been  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Wicklow,  who  has  for  a  long 
series  of  years  taken  a  very  special  inte- 
rest in  the  question  of  ArkJow  Harbour, 
and  done  good  and  valuable  work  in 
regard  to  it ;  and  I  hope,  therefore,  that 
his  appeal  will  be  attended  to.  I  would 
remind  the  Committee  that  the  pros- 

Serity  of  the  population  of  Arklow 
epends  upon  Arklow  Harbour;  and, 
therefore,  it  is  essential  that  the  work  of 
repairing  the  pier  should  be  done  as 
soon  as  possible.  No  doubt,  the  ques- 
tion of  site  and  direction  of  the  pier 
was  one  of  some  difficulty ;  but  what  we 
complain  of  is  that  the  Board  of  Works 
dechned  to  employ  the  engineer  who  so 
j^uoceasfully  carried  out  the  work   at 


Wicklow  Harbour,  and  who  knew  the 
peculiarities,  of  the  coast  exceedingly 
well,  but  employed  one  who  designed 
and  carried  out  the  works  in  a  very 
shameful  way ;  and,  therefore,  it  is  a 
gross  injustice  to  the  population  of 
Arklow  to  call  upon  them  to  repay 
money  which  has  been  wasted,  or  to 
guarantee  any  new  loan.  They  have 
sufficient  burdens  already,  without  being 
called  upon  to  pay  this  money,  which 
has  been  wantonly  thrown  into  the  sea. 
There  is  not  a  Member  of  this  Com- 
mittee who  knows  the  slightest  thing 
about  marine  engineering  who  could 
not  have  seen  at  once  that  these  plans 
were  bad.  The  pier  and  harbour  were 
so  constructed  that  the  pressure  of  the 
sea  was  certain  to  crush  them;  but 
although  the  pressure  is  vwy  extreme 
indeed  at  Arklow,  it  was  not  the  pres- 
sure which  damaged  and  injured  the 
pier,  but  it  was  because  the  plans  did 
not  provide  for  a  proper  foundation, 
and  the  consequence  was  that  the  £rst 
small  storm  —  a  very  small  storm  — 
undermined  it  and  washed  it  away.  It 
is  a  fact,  moreover,  that  the  works  were 
not  carried  out  in  full  accordance  with 
the  plans.  The  Board  of  Works  Engi- 
neer sent  in  a  Eeport  which  was  so 
disgraceful  that,  if  it  had  been  sent  in 
by  a  person  in  private  employ,  it  would 
have  at  once  caused  him  to  be  sent 
about  his  business.  It  was  a  misrepre- 
sentation altogether.  I  contend  that 
engineers  employed  on  works  in  tidal 
waters  should  be  persons  of  local  ex- 
perience. It  is  more  necessary  that  this 
should  be  the  case  in  regard  to  tidal 
than  in  regard  to  smooth  waters,  for  in 
tidal  waters  it  is  necessary  to  mtikQ  pro- 
vision for  enabling  boats  to  get  to  sea 
in  a  safe  and  effective  manner.  The 
Board  of  Works  official  stated  that  it 
would  cost  £2,000  to  carry  out  the 
necessary  alterations  and  reparations  of 
the  works ;  but  Messrs.  Stevenson  and 
Stoney  fix  the  cost  at  £10,500.  The 
repairs  were  effected  by  throwing  rubble 
stones  over  the  side,  which  will,  of 
course,  be  washed  away  by  the  scour  of 
the  first  heavy  tide  that  happens  at  that 
place.  The  special  Eeport  of  Messrs. 
Stevenson  and  Stoney  admitted  that  the 
pier  had  not  been  properly  extended, 
and  recommended  that  the  work  should 
be  done  in  situ  or  solid  block,  instead  of 
blocks,  which  could  be  wadied  away. 
The   engineer,    Mr.  Manning,    agrees 
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that  that  would  be  an  improvement; 
but  the  recommendation  also  is  that 
stones  of  about  85  cwt.  each,  such  as 
you  have  at  Kingstown  and  Holyhead, 
should  be  put  over  the  side.  However, 
the  stones  that  have  been  used  have  not 
been  of  that  class.  They  have  only 
weighed  some  10  or  12  cwt.  each.  There 
is  a  quarry  accessible  to  those  who  direct 
the  works,  where  the  large  stones  can 
be  got  if  they  so  desire.  I  do  not  know 
what  the  Board  of  Works  contemplates 
by  this  operation  of  putting  stones  over 
the  side,  as  so  staying  or  shoring  up  the 
work  can  only  serve  as  a  temporary  pur- 
pose. If  they  were  to  drive  down  piles 
first  and  then  put  down  stones  of  great 
weight  they  would  obtain  the  neces- 
sary protection  for  the  piers.  Then 
they  actually  contemplate  putting  down 
stones  inside  the  harbour.  Should  this 
be  done,  boats  coming  in  in  rough 
weather  will  be  in  danger  of  getting 
wrecked.  I  would  point  out  to  the 
Committee  that  the  livelihood  of  3,000 
people  depends  upon  this  harbour. 
There  are  using  the  harbour  a  number 
of  large  boats  which  are  managed  by  as 
able  and  as  hardy  a  set  of  men  as  are  to 
be  found  in  the  United  Kingdom  ;  and 
if  the  harbour  gets  silted  up  through 
bad  designing  and  mismanagement  of 
the  works  and  repairs  thereof,  these 
boats  will  be  unable  to  come  in  or  leave 
the  harbour,  and  the  result  will  be  not 
only  that  the  livelihood  of  these  people 
will  be  affected,  but  the  neighbourhood, 
the  City  of  Dublin  and  other  places,  will 
be  deprived  of  the  fish  these  boats  would 
bring  in.  The  bad  design,  execution, 
and  management  of  this  harbour  and 
pier  is  not  only  a  public  grievance,  but 
a  public  scandal.  The  Board  of  Works 
seem  to  have  no  shame  on  account  of 
their  own  mistake  and  the  inefficiency  of 
their  own  officer.  They  support  him, 
and  are  going  to  spend  a  further  sum  of 
£10,600.  On  what  condition  are  they 
going  to  spend  it  ?  On  condition  that 
the  people  of  Arklow  guarantee  repay- 
ment. First  they  misapply  a  large  sum, 
and  then  come  and  ask  the  people  of 
Arklow  for  more  money  to  give  this 
Mr.  Manning  a  further  power  of  mis- 
management. I  think  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  should  give  us  an  assur- 
ance that  this  matter  will  be  looked  into 
carefully,  and  that  the  Irish  officials 
will  not  be  permitted  to  patch  up  the 
harbour.    I  hope  he  will  tell  us  that 
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some  practical  engineer  will  be  em- 
ployed from  Hull,  or  any  other  place, 
so  long  as  he  is  able  to  deal  with  tidal 
waters.  Further,  I  trust  he  will  visit 
the  harbour  himself,  and  not  permit 
himself  to  be  coached  by  the  officers 
of  the  Board  of  Works  in  Ireland.  I 
am  sorry  I  have  had  to  detain  the  Com- 
mittee with  this  matter ;  but  it  is  one  of 
great  importance  to  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, and,  as  is  the  case  in  regard  to  all 
other  affairs  affecting  that  country,  the 
people  have  waited  so  long  to  have  their 
wishes  carried  out  that  they  have  growa 
tired  of  waiting.  It  is  really  too  bad, 
after  all  the  attention  that  has  been 
given  to  this  matter  in  the  House,  and 
the  amount  of  money  that  has  been 
voted  upon  it,  and  the  way  in  which  the 
Board  of  Trade  have  met  this  case — and 
I  know  what  has  happened  in  the  past 
in  that  respect — that  this  grievance 
should  continue.  The  Treasury  have 
done  their  part  by  giving  this  money 
as  freely  as  they  have  given  it  in  other 
cases.  It  is  too  bad  that  this  money 
should  be  wasted  before  the  eyes  of 
the  people  of  Arklow  against  their 
earnest  protest.  It  is  well  known  that 
a  captain  who  is  able  to  take  his  ship 
across  the  Atlantic  is  bound  to  take 
a  pilot  before  entering  a  port,  not  be- 
cause the  captain  is  not  an  able  sea- 
man, but  because  the  pilot  has  local  ex- 
perience. In  the  same  way,  in  regard 
to  these  Arklow  Harbour  works,  I 
maintain  that  the  works  being  local  re- 
quire to  be  carried  out  by  someone 
possessing  local  knowledge.  The  Go- 
vernment should  send  away  the  men  at 
present  employed — ^the  Commissioners 
of  the  Board  of  Works  themselves,  if 
necessary — and  get  better  ones  in  their 
place. 

Mr.  ARTHUK  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  :  Some  days  ago  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  intimated 
to  the  House  the  decided  opinion  that 
the  Constabulary  of  Ireland  and  the 
Civil  Service  of  Ireland  were  singular 
illustrations  of  the  room  for  that  im- 
provement which  is  to  be  effected  by 
handing  over  to  the  Irish  people  them- 
selves the  administration  of  their  own 
affairs.  Well,  I  do  not  know  any  De- 
partment in  Ireland  which  requires 
more  radical  reform  than  that  of  the 
Board  of  Works.  It  is  unquestionable 
that  the  action  of  the  Board  of  Works 
in  the  matter  of  Arklow  Harbour  has 
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ended  in  the  squandering  of  public 
money  in  a  meet  shameful  manner,  and 
that  the  people  of  the  district  are  laden 
with  a  burden  altogether  unnecessary, 
by  reason,  first  of  all,  of  the  bad  ad- 
ministration of  the  Board  itself;  and, 
secondly,  of  the  incompetence  or  care- 
lessness of  their  officers.  And  not  only 
is  this  the  state  of  things  in  regard  to 
the  Arklow  Harbour,  but  a  similar 
statement  might  be  made  with  regard 
to  the  other  end  of  the  Island.  The 
fishery  piers  of  Donegal  are  monuments 
of  mismanagement  and  incompetence. 
They  cost  a  great  deal  of  money,  and  a 
great  amount  of  fuss  is  made  about  their 
erection,  and  when  erected  they  prove 
in  many  cases  defective,  and  in  many 
oases  absolutely  useless.  If  we  had  in 
Ireland  an  administration  on  these 
matters  such  as  they  have  in  France,  if 
we  had  a  Board  of  Works  as  useful,  as 
complete,  and  as  creditable  to  the  coun- 
try as  the  French  have,  judging  from 
some  of  their  drainage  works,  there 
would  be  no  reason  to  complain.  The 
hon.  Qentleman  has  referred  to  the 
drainage  of  the  Bann,  about  which  re- 
presentations have  been  made  to  him. 
feutthere  is  also  another  drainage  scheme 
the  Board  of  Works  have  been  playing 
with  for  some  time,  utterly  unable  to 
make  up  their  minds  about.  It  was  not 
until  year  after  year  of  constant  pressure 
upon  them  that  I  myself  succeeded  in 
getting  them  to  appoint  a  Oommission 
in  the  matter.  That  Oommission  has  at 
length  reported,  and  I  should  be  glad 
to  learn  from  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury what  the  Qt)vemment  propose  to 
do  with  regard  to  the  recommendations 
of  that  Oommission.  Hundreds  and 
thousands  of  pounds  have  been  voted 
liway  for  public  works  in  England,  and 
enormous  sums  are  g^ven  for  harbour 
works  on  the  East  Ooast  of  Scot- 
land. These  drainage  works  of  the 
Bann  and  the  Shannon  valleys  are  as 
important,  from  an  Irish  point  of  view, 
as  these  harbour  and  drainage  works 
in  England  and  Scotland ;  but  we  have 
to  sit  here  and  see  these  large  amounts 
voted  aWay  to  other  communities,  with- 
out a  modicum  for  ourselves  to  carry 
out  improvements  which  are  urgently 
needed  in  Ireland.  I  hope  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  will  give  us  some 
assurance  that  the  Government  are  pre- 
pared to  jog  the  activity  of  the  Board  of 
Works  in  Ireland  in  regard  to  these 


matters.  As  a  matter  of  minor  import- 
ance, I  would  desire  to  address  a  ques- 
tion to  the  Government  as  to  the  Oivil 
Service  in  Ireland  generally.  We  are 
encouraged  to  think  that,  when  we  are 
allowed  the  administration  of  our  own 
affairs,  a  considerable  reduction  may  be 
effected  for  the  good  of  the  country  in 
the  expenditure  connected  with  the  Oivil 
Service.  If  that  is  so,  and  we  are  to 
effect  a  considerable  reduction,  and  if, 
at  the  same  time,  the  existing  members 
of  the  Oivil  Service  eire  to  have  all  their 
vested  interests  safeguarded,  it  becomes 
of  importance,  from  a  national  point 
of  view,  to  consider  whether  any  addi- 
tions which  are  not  absolutely  necessary 
are  now  being  made  in  the  Irish  Oivil 
Service.  I  trust  the  Government  are 
not  filling  up  any  vacancies  that  it  is 
possible  to  leave  unfilled,  because  there 
are  an  enormous  number  of  posts  in 
Ireland;  and  the  filling  up  of  these, 
where  it  can  be  prevented,  would  be 
simply  throwing  on  the  Irish  Exche- 
quer a  burden  that  it  ought  not,  in  any 
case,  to  bear.  Then,  connected  with  the 
prospective  interests  of  Irish  adminis- 
tration, arises  the  question  of  the  position 
of  writers  and  Second  Division  clerks  in 
Ireland .  I  presume  that  if  this  question 
is  dealt  with  by  the  Treasury  within  any 
small  number  of  months — and  we  have 
been  assured  over  and  over  again  that 
it  is  receiving  the  careful  attention  of  the 
Treasury  Authorities  —  the  resolutions 
arrived  at,  whatever  they  may  be,  will 
be  extended  to  Ireland,  as  well  as  to 
England  and  Scotland.  It  is,  therefore, 
of  importance  that  we  should  know  what 
extra  charge  will  be  thrown  on  the  Irish 
resources  by  reason  of  any  alteration  in 
the  status  or  vested  interests  of  these 
gentlemen.  Another  point  I  will  urge 
on  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  is  this. 
Over  and  over  again  great  inconvenience 
and  g^at  loss  of  public  money  has  been 
experienced  in  this  country  by  reason  of 
the  non-interchangeability  of  the  Oivil 
Service.  Wherever  there  has  been  a 
block  of  promotion  in  any  important 
Department  re-organization  has  had  to 
be  started,  in  order  to  get  rid  of  un- 
necessary servants,  and  to  cause  a  good 
flow  of  promotion.  If,  however,  a  rea- 
sonable system  of  Oivil  administration 
had  obtained,  men  unnecessary  in  one 
Department  would  have  been  transferred 
to  other  Departments  where  there  were 
vacancies,  instead  of  taking  new  men  in 
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those  Departments.  If  any  soheme  of 
interohangeability  is  in  contemplatioo, 

I  hope  it  will  be  extended  to  Ireland 
as  soon  as  possible,  for  that  will  be  one 
of  the  first  measures  necessary  for  us  to 
adopt,  in  order  to  effect  that  reduction 
which  the  Treasury  itself  admits  is  so  rea- 
sonable, and  ought  to  have  been  carried 
out  long  ago.  I  should  like  to  speak  of  the 
Vote  for  the  Begistrar  General's  Office, 
in  regard  to  which  I  have  placed  on  the 
Paper  a  Notice  to  move  a  reduction; 
but  it  will,  perhaps,  be  fairer  to  the  Chief 
Secretary  if  I  defer  my  observations  on 
that  until  the  Vote  is  taken  in  the  ordi- 
nary manner.  I  hope  that  in  the  mean- 
time nothing  will  be  done  with  the 
sanction  of  the  Treasury  to  render  any 
vested  interests  of  a  more  serious  mag- 
nitude in  that  Office  than  they  are  at 

Present.  But  there  are  two  matters  that 
think  ought  to  receive  the  attention 
of  the  Government  at  once  in  connection 
with  the  Civil  administration  in  Ireland. 
One  is  as  to  the  lunatic  asylums.  The 
scandalous  overcrowding  that  takes 
place  in  the  lunatic  asylums  in  Ireland 
IS  a  positive  disgrace  to  the  Govern- 
ment. Year  after  year  the  facts  of  the 
case  have  been  pointed  out ;  year  after 
year  officials  on  the  Government  Bench 
have  admitted  the  justice  of  the 
complaints;  and  the  absurd  excuse 
has  been  urged  that,  if  in  11  out  of 
22  lunatic  asylums  in  Ireland  there 
is  gross    overcrowding,  in    the    other 

II  there  are  a  great  many  vacant 
places,  as  if  vacancies  in  one  lunatic 
asylum  can  be  any  palliative  for  the  mis- 
management which  allows  overcrowding 
in  others.  In  the  Belfast  Lunatic  Asylum, 
according  to  the  last  Eeport,  where  they 
have  accommodation  for  208  lunatics, 
they  have  S06;  in  the  Ennis  Asylum, 
whilst  the  accommodation  is  only  for 
130,  they  have  179  patients;  in  the 
Letterkenny  Asylum  they  have  231  male 
lunatics,  with  accommodation  for  only 
175  ;  and  in  the  Mullingar  Asylum  270 
patients  are  occupying  the  accommoda- 
tion intended  for  2 1 5.  This  is  a  positive 
scandal,  and,  as  I  say,  it  has  been 
pointed  out  over  and  over  again,  and 
admitted  by  the  Government.  I  see  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary now  in  his  place.  Perhaps  he 
will  tell  us  that  something  will  be  done 
at  once  to  remedy  this  state  of  things. 
Another — and  the  last  point  I  would 
touch  upon,  as  the  Chief  Secretary  is  in 

Mr,  Arthur  0'  Connor 


his  place— is  the  condition  of  the  poor 
at  Gweedore.  I  have  received  most 
heartrending  accounts  of  the  distress 
prevailing  there.  As  has  been  men- 
tioned in  this  House  several  times,  the 
Board  of  Guardians  there  are  prac- 
tically under  the  thumb  of  the  local 
magistrate,  who  is  their  chairman,  and 
they  have  obstinatelv  and  systematically 
refused  to  give  outdoor  relief.  I  have 
a  list  of  76  families  in  one  compara- 
tively small  portion  of  the  district,  none 
of  whom  have  proper  food  or  the  meant 
to  obtain  it.  The  Local  Government 
Board  Inspector  was  down  there  a  few 
days  ago.  He  was  taken  in  tow  by  the 
bailiff,  who  is  particularly  obnoxious  to 
the  people  of  the  neighbourhood,  and 
the  houses  he  visited  were  those  in  which 
he  was  least  likely  to  find  scenes  of  dis- 
tress. Every  effort  has  been  made  by 
the  excellent  parish  priest  of  the  district 
to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Government 
to  the  terrible  state  of  things  that  ob- 
tains there,  and  I  know  for  a  fact  that 
he  has  embarrassed  himself,  parted  with 
all  his  own  means,  and  burdened  him- 
self with  debt,  in  order  to  relieve  his  un- 
fortunate parishioners,  who  are  in  a 
state  of  starvation.  So  far  the  Govern- 
ment have  not  manifested  any  inmie- 
diate  intention  of  causing  the  issue  of 
outdoor  relief  to  these  people.  I  trust 
that  on  this  subject  we  shall  also  receive 
a  satisfactory  statement  from  the  Chid 
S  ecr e  t ar v 

Mr.  WILLIAM  EEDMOND  (Fer- 
managh, N.) :  I  will  not  detain  the  Com- 
mittee for  more  than  one  moment ;  but 
I  should  like  to  refer  back,  in  a  word  or 
two,  to  the  case  of  Arklow  Harbour  that 
the  hon.  Gentieman  the  Member  for 
East  Donegal  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  alluded 
to.  I  must  say  that  I  entirely  ooncor 
with  the  hon.  Member  in  his  expression 
of  opinion  that  when  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter's Local  Government  Bill  became  law 
in  no  way  Vould  it  give  greater  satisfao- 
tion  to  the  Irish  people,  or  confer  greater 
advantages  upon  Ireland,  than  in  its 
destruction  of  the  Board  of  Works  as  it 
at  present  exists  in  that  country.  Sir, 
the  case  of  Arklow  Harbour  is  a  case 
of  which  English  and  Scotch  Memben 
ought  to  be  pretty  well  tired.  Arklow 
is  only  a  smidl  town,  possessing  a  popu- 
lation, most  of  whom  live  by  fishing. 
Some  time  ago  a  grant  of  money  was 
received  from  the  Treasury  for  the  pur- 
pose of  erecting  a  harbour  to  give  junh 
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tection  to  the  fishing  part  of  the  popula- 
tion. It  may  seem  to  the  Committee  a 
yery  easy  thing  to  huild  a  harbour  when 
the  money  is  forthcoming  for  it;  but 
such  is  the  blundering  and  stupidity  of 
the  Board  of  Works  in  Ireland,  that 
when  they  got  the  money  they  did  not 
spend  it  properly,  apeording  to  the  view 
of  the  people  of  the  district  for  whose 
benefit  the  grant  was  made.  They  went 
on  in  an  erratic  course  of  their  own  in 
defiance  of  the  people,  and  the  result 
has  been  a  demand  for  a  further  sum  of 
money  for  the  completion  of  the  har- 
bour. It  was  at  first  estimated  that  it 
would  take  £-20,000  to  fix  the  harbour 
up  in  a  satisfactory  manner.  In  com- 
mencing the  work  the  Board  of  Works 
altogether  ignored  local  opinion.  The 
fishermen  who  were  concerned  and  were 
to  be  most  benefited  by  the  harbour 
gave  their  opinion  as  to  the  particular 
way  in  which  the  pier  should  be  con- 
structed. The  Board  of  Works,  how- 
ever, with  systematic  persistency,  refused 
to  pay  the  slightest  attention  to  the  re- 
presentation of  the  oflScials  in  Arklow. 
An  attempt  was  made  to  induce  the 
Board  of  Works  to  engage  upon  this 
work  a  local  engineer,  who  had  a  tho- 
rough knowledge  of  the  coast  and  of  the 
practical  requirements  of  the  place,  and 
who  knew  what  steps  were  necessary  for 
the  satisfactory  completion  of  the  hai'- 
bour ;  but  again  the  Board  of  Works, 
with  a  persistency  which  is  certainly 
very  hard  to  underatand,  because  one 
cannot  see  the  particular  reason  for  it, 
refused  to  employ  on  the  work  any 
engineer  who  had  local  knowledge  or  any 
ongineer  who  had  the  confidence  of  the 
people.  What  was  the  result  ?  Why, 
the  harbour  was  built  in  a  manner  con- 
trary to  the  idea  of  the  people  for  whom 
it  was  intended,  the  £20,000  originally 
devoted  to  the  purpose  was  spent,  and 
after  a  little  time  a  storm  came —by  no 
means  a  severe  one  or  one  that  put  an 
unusual  strain  on  the  solidity  and  sub- 
fitantiality  of  the  structure — and  the  har- 
bour or  pier  was  actually  swept  away. 
I  myself  visited  the  place  in  company 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  brought 
the  matter  before  the  House,  and  I  can 
bear  testimony  to  the  fact  that  the  work 
of  the  engineer  of  the  Board  of  Works 
was  actually  demolished  as  completely 
as  one  could  break  a  matchbox  in  one's 
hand.  The  people  of  the  district,  dis- 
appointed and  disgusted  as  they  were, 
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pointed  to  the  fact  that  this  pier  was 
systematically  built  in  opposition  to  their 
wishes,  and  they  said  that  it  was  be- 
cause    of  that    that    the    failure    was 
so  lamentably  great.     Well,  when  the 
Board  of  Works  had  blundered  once  at 
the  commencement  by  the  employment 
of  the  wrong  engineer,  one  would  have 
imagined  that  a  set  of  men  who  were 
not  altogether  steeped  up  to  the  eyes  in 
obstinacy   and    pig-headedness    would 
have  given  in  and  would  have  avoided 
making  another  mistake.     But  no ;  they 
desired  to  repair  the  damage  that  their 
own  particular  engineer  had   brought 
about,  and  they  employed  exactly  the 
same  person  to  carry  out  the  repair,  and 
refused  to  allow  a  man  to  be  employed 
who  would  have  the  confidence  of  the 
people  of  the  di8trict,  and  would  have 
in  his  head  a  knowledge  of  the  locality 
and  what  it  practically  required.     As 
I   understand  it,  the  object  of  bring- 
ing  this    case    before    the    Committee 
is  to  get   the  Secretary   to    the  Trea- 
sury to  make    a   statement   on   what, 
goodness  knows,  is  not  very  much  to 
ask — that  he   will  give   instructions  to 
the  Board  of  Works  to  compel  them  to 
appoint,  along  with  their  own  engineer, 
or  in  place  of  their  own   engineer,  if 
they  do  not  want  two,  an  engineer  who 
will  meet  with  the  approbation  and  the 
confidence  of  the  people  of  the  town. 
That  is  the  first  thing  we  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  to  do,  and   surely 
it  is  not  much  to  ask  of  him.     The  next 
thing  we  ask  is  that  the  people  of  Ark- 
low shall  not  be  made  to  pay  for  the 
blundering  of    the    Board   of   Works. 
Qt)odness  only  knows  that  it  is  an  in- 
fliction enough  on  the  people  of  Ireland 
to  have  such  an  institution  as  the  Board 
of  Works,  always  blundering  and  doing 
things  the  wrong  way,  without  being 
called  upon  to  pay  for  its  blunders.     It 
is  a  great  disappointment,  and,  from  a 
pecuniary  point  of  view,  it  is  a  great  loss 
to  the  people  of  Arklow  that  the  harbour 
there  was  not  built  properly  in  the  be- 
ginning ;  but  they  are  not  only  asked  to 
put  up  with  the  inconvenience  of  wait- 
ing for  the  harbour  and  pier,  but  they 
are  actually  expected  to  pay  the  addi- 
tional sum  of  money  necessary  to  enable 
the  fishing  population  to  continue  their 
avocation.      The    original     sum     was 
£20,000.    The  people  guaranteed  that 
amount  under  the  impression  it  would 
be    properly  expended.     But    it    was 
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wasted  by  the  Board  of  Works ;  it  was 
frittered  away,  with  the  result  that 
another  £10,500  is  required.  I  ask  any 
English  or  Scotch  Member,  is  it  not 
monstrous  that  the  people  of  this  dis- 
trict should  have  to  pay  £10,600  addi- 
tional, simply  because  the  engineer  in 
charge  of  the  work  was  a  man  who  did 
not  know  his  business?  If  a  proper 
engineer  had  been  employed  from  the 
commencement,  in  compliance  with  the 
desire  of  the  people,  the  probability  is 
that  the  £20,000  would  have  been  quite 
sufficient,  that  a  harbour  would  have 
been  built  so  as  to  suit  the  fishermen, 
and  the  country  would  have  been  saved 
a  further  expenditure  of  £  1 0,600.  The 
work  is  done,  and  it  is  no  use  crying  over 
spilt  milk;  but  it  is  hard  the  people 
should  be  asked  to  bear  this  additional 
expense  which  is  absolutely  caused  by 
the  blundering  of  the  engineer  of  the 
Board  of  Works.  We  ask  that  the 
Secretary  tD  the  Treasury  will  give  us 
some  assurance  that  the  people  shall  not 
be  called  upon  to  bear  this  additional 
expense  which  has  not  been  necessitated 
by  any  fault  of  their  own. 

Me.  HENEY  H.  FOWLEE:  I 
assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W. 
Eedmond)  that  the  Treasury  will  not 
embark  on  any  further  expenditure 
without  the  most  clear,  convincing,  in- 
dependent, and  impartial  evidence  that 
such  expenditure  is  absolutely  necessary. 
The  question  is  now  under  considera- 
tion. I  am  not  aware  of  all  the  facts  of 
the  case  as  stated  in  the  debate  this 
evening,  but  hon.  Gentlemen  will  not 
disagree  with  me  when  I  say  there  are 
two  sides  to  this  question.  There  are 
some  local  people  who  object  to  a  double 
batch  of  engineers,  and  this  objection  we 
are  considering.  I  am  already,  as  I 
have  intimated  to  the  hon.  Member, 
prepan'ng  and  selecting  Papers  which  I 
think  should  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House,  and  from  these  Papers  hon. 
Members  will  be  able  to  see  what  has 
been  done  in  this  matter  from  the  begin- 
ning to  the  end  of  the  business.  I  am 
not  competent  to  say  who  is  right  and 
who  is  wrong ;  but  I  have  sufficient 
authority  to  say  that  no  more  public 
money  will  be  expended  upon  the  har- 
bour until  we  are  perfectly  satisfied  that 
the  expenditure  is  absolutely  necessary. 

Mb.  O'HEA  (Donegal,  W.) :  I  think 
the  hon.  Gentleman  has  fully  justified 
the  question  which  has  been  put  to  him. 

Mr.  W.  Redmond 


It  is  well  known  that  there  has  been  a 
most  prodigal  expenditure  of  publie 
money  on  works  in  Ireland.  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Fer- 
managh (Mr.  W.  Eedmond)  referred  to 
the  Board  of  Works  and  to  the  useless 
enterprizes  in  which  they  embark.  It 
has  been  veiy  properly  pointed  out  that 
the  Board  of  Works  have  made  public 
roads  in  parts  of  the  country  where  they 
are  utterly  unnecessary;  some  roads 
have  commenced  on  the  sea  shore  and 
ended  on  the  top  of  a  mountain,  and 
some  have  commenced  in  a  bog  and 
ended  nowhere.  This  is  evidence  of  the 
way  public  money  has  been  expended  in 
Ireland.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  spoke  of  there 
being  an  objection  to  a  double  batch  of 
engineers.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  works 
of  utility  remain  undone  from  the 
simplest  causes,  while  the  people  are 
suffering  from  the  want  of  the  works. 
Twenty-five  years  ago  it  was  decided  to 
erect  a  pier  in  the  North  of  Ireland. 
The  work  was  commenced,  but  never 
brought  to  a  completion.  The  effect 
is,  that  the  stone  and  other  materials 
laid  down  are  at  present  merely  an 
impediment  in  Donegal  Bay.  The  case 
of  the  Arklow  Harbour  is  one  which 
seriously  engages  the  attention  of  the 
Irish  Members,  and  we  have  a  right  to 
have  every  single  item  in  respect  of 
the  expenditure  properly  and  fully  ex- 
plained to  us.  It  is  satisfactory  that  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  has  given  the 
assurance  that  no  more  money  will  be 
spent  upon  this  particular  project,  unlesa 
the  expenditure  is  proved  to  be  really 
necessary.  I  am  sorry,  for  the  sake  of 
many  works  that  have  been  commenced 
in  Ireland,  that  such  an  assurance,  and 
the  necessity  for  giving  it,  did  not  occur 
to  the  Governmeot  long  ago.  It  is 
satisfactory  to  receive  the  assurance 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  g^ven 
us,  an  assurance  which  in  itself  justi- 
fies the  action  taken  for  some  time 
past  by  Irish  Members  in  respect  to  this 
matter. 

General  Sir  GEOEGE  BALFOTJE 
(Kincardine) :  I  was  very  glad  to  hear 
the  statement  of  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  in  respect  to  the  intention  of 
the  Treasury  to  lay  before  Parliament  a 
selection  of  the  Papers  relating  to  the 
Arklow  Harbour,  because  I  do  not  think 
the  people  of  the  locality  ought  to  be 
called  upon  to  pay  any   more  money 
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towards  the  oarrjing  out  of  the  harbour 
works  than  that  ah'eadj  Bxed  on. 

Mb.  HAERIS  (Galway,  E.) :  I  do  not 
think  there  is  any  district  in  Ireland  in 
which  the  Board  of  Works  have  dis- 
played grosser  mismanagement  than  the 
district  I  represent.  For  very  many 
years  they  have  been  engaged  in  works 
on  the  Eiver  Shannon ;  but  now  we  find 
that  the  river  is  in  a  very  much  worse 
state  than  when  the  Board  commenced 
operations.  There  has  been  more  money 
spent  in  sending  Commissioners  and  en- 
gineers down,  and  in  various  prelimi- 
naries, than  would  have  done  the  work 
itself  if  it  had  been  under  the  manage- 
ment of  an  intelligent  or  an  efficient 
Department.  The  Board  of  Works  have 
not  con6ned  their  operations  to  the  Shan- 
non ;  they  have  included  its  largest  tribu- 
tary, that  is,  the  River  Suck.  The  Divi- 
sion I  represent  is  bounded  by  the  Biver 
Shannon  and  the  Eiver  Suck.  What 
has  been  their  course  of  action  ?  They 
commenced  operations  40  or  50  years 
ago,  and  at  that  time  the  Shannon  was 
simply  teeming  with  fish.  The  Board 
set  about  excavations,  destroying  the 
spawning  places  for  the  fish,  and  they 
erected  weirs,  with  the  result  that  the 
floods  are  more  frequent  and  numerous 
now  than  ever  they  were  before,  and 
that  now  it  is  almost  impossible  for  a 
man  with  a  day's  fishing  to  get  as  much 
as  will  serve  for  a  dinner.  On  the  banks 
of  the  tributaries,  and  on  the  banks  of 
the  Shannon  itself,  there  were  many 
mills.  In  the  town  of  Athlone  there 
were,  within  my  memory,  three  mills. 
Upon  the  pretence  of  doing  good,  the 
Board  removed  these  mills,  as,  indeed, 
they  are  gradually  removing  the  mills 
on  the  various  rivers  throughout  Ire- 
land, until  in  the  end,  I  suppose,  there 
will  not  be  a  mill  left.  The  system  they 
have  pursued  is  a  dual  one.  As  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
South  Derry  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  has  re- 
marked, there  are  the  navigation  gentle- 
men advocating  one  course  of  action, 
and  there  are  the  drainage  gentlemen 
advocating  another  course  of  action, 
with  this  result — that  between  them  they 
are  destroying  all  our  fine  rivers.  This 
is  a  great  pity,  for  no  country  of  the 
same  size  has  finer  rivers  than  Ireland. 
It  is  an  admitted  fact  that  the  Shannon 
is  unequalled  by  any  river  in  the  three 
countries.  As  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  asked,  could  not  theae  two  de- 


partments or  agencies  be  combined? 
There  is  nothing  in  the  world  to  prevent 
the  drainage  being  carried  on  in  the 
most  effective  way  by  the  sluice  system  ; 
and  at  the  same  time  it  is  quite  possible 
also,  through  the  instrumentality  of  the 
sluice  system,  to  keep  up  the  navigation. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  do  not  see  the  point. 
You  have  your  sluices  for  drainage  pur- 
poses, and  by  their  means  you  can  keep 
up  the  water  until  such  time  as  its  re- 
lease will  do  no  injury  to  the  banks  or 
to  the  various  interests  on  the  banks  of 
the  rivers.  By  the  present  system  of 
excavation,  you  are  doing  much  more 
harm  to  the  lower  reaches  of  the  river 
than  you  do  good  to  the  upper  parts. 
Some  attempts  have  been  made  to  reser- 
voir the  water.  Now,  if  a  system  of 
reservoirs  were  opened,  or  the  lake 
system  properly  improvized,  you  could 
utilize  your  water  power,  and,  by 
adopting  a  proper  course  of  irriga- 
tion, produce  a  very  good  crop  of  fallow 
hay — most  of  the  hay  in  Ireland  is 
fallow  hay.  Another  fact,  which  may 
not  be  known  to  the  Committee  and  to 
gentlemen  unacquainted  with  Ireland, 
is  that,  owing  to  the  present  drainage 
system,  bog  gradually  steals  down  to 
the  river's  edge;  there  is  a  vast  increase 
of  waste  land  in  Ireland  owing  to  the 
simple  circumstance  that  you  have 
adopted  an  inefficient  system  of  drain- 
age. It  is  impossible  for  statistics  to 
show  the  waste  in  land  which  is  caused 
by  the  circumstance  I  have  described, 
and  by  other  circumstances,  such,  for  in- 
stance, as  the  removal  of  our  people  from 
mountain  and  bog  lands  which  formerly 
they  were  in  the  habit  of  cultivating.  If 
we  had  in  Ireland  a  proper  irrija;ation 
and  navigation  system,  if  the  spfFwning 
beds  were  preserved  instead  of  removed, 
we  should  find  all  the  various  interests 
connected  with  the  rivers  improving  day 
by  day.  [A  laugh,]  Hon.  Gentlemen 
above  the  Gangway  laugh.  I  hear  them, 
night  after  night,  talking  about  their 
sporting  rights  upon  land  and  upon 
water.  If,  instead  of  laughing,  they 
made  an  endeavour  to  improve  the  in- 
dustries of  the  country,  and  to  amelio- 
rate the  condition  of  the  poor  tenants 
who  occupied  the  land,  so\nething  might 
be  said  in  their  favour.  Unfortunately, 
however,  they  only  laugh  and  make  long 
speeches  in  the  effort  to  sustain  them- 
selves and  their  interests  against  the 
right  of  the  people  and  the  rights  of 
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justice.  I  was  contendiDg,  Mr.  Court- 
ney, that  the  gross  mismanagement  by 
the  Board  of  Works,  the  monstrous  way 
in  which  they  have  acted  in  regard  to 
the  rirers  in  Ireland,  is  in  itself  suffi- 
cient to  condemn  the  government  of  Ire- 
land, or  as  to  the  government  of  any  one 
country  being  carried  out  by  another 
country.  The  Board  of  Works  have 
the  House  of  Commons  and  the  English 
people  behind  them,  and  those  who 
complain  of  this  mismanagement  are 
hopelessly  trying  to  get  redress  from 
this  House.  The  House  of  Commons 
are  too  far  away,  and  they  have  too  much 
to  do ;  they  are  like  Atlas— they  have  the 
world  on  their  shoulders.  They  are  too 
immovable ;  and  when  our  poor  people 
want  to  get  some  especial  benefit  for 
their  country  they  are  flooded  with  offi- 
cials, and  it  is  utterly  impossible  to  get 
redress  from  the  House  of  Commons. 
Our  applications  are  always  neglected. 
There  is  so  much  red-tapeism  and  round- 
aboutism,  if  I  may  use  the  expression, 
that  the  people  are  hopeless  and  in 
despair.  As  civilization  advances,  the 
tendency  is  to  give  greater  power  to 
local  departme'nts,  and,  above  all,  to 
put  those  local  departments  under  the 
popular  will  of  the  people,  without  which 
no  good  results  will  follow.  The  land- 
lords of  Ireland  are  simply  destroying 
the  industries  of  the  country.  There  is 
a  Western  part  in  Ireland  which  is  teem- 
ing with  fish.  They  come  in  day  after 
day  on  the  shore,  and  the  boats  and  the 
nets  which  should  catch  them  have  been 
swallowed  up  in  rent  by  the  landlords. 
The  charity  which  comes  from  America 
is  swallowed  up  by  the  rent  to  the  land- 
lords. The  profits  which  are  made  out 
of  sea- weed  are  swallowed  up  in  rent. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  must  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  confine  his  remarks 
to  the  Vote  before  the  Committee,  which 
refers  to  the  Civil  Service  in  Ireland. 

M^.  HARRIS :  I  am  sorry  I  have 
trespassed  from  the  subject.  I  would 
not  nave  done  so  had  it  not  been  for  the 
interruptions  above  the  Gangway.  I 
wish  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  the  want  of  piers  on  the  West- 
em  Coast  of  Ireland.  There  is  one 
circumstance  connected  with  piers  which 
has  not  been  put  before  the  Committee. 
It  is  connected  with  the  very  high  tides 
we  have  on  the  Western  Coast.  At 
low  tide  the  fish  in  shoals  come  in  the 
numerous  bays  by  which  the  Western 
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Coast  is  indented.  The  people  are  per- 
haps up  in  the  fields  engaged  in  agri- 
cultural work.  They  hear  that  the  fish 
I  have  come  in ;  they  rush  down  to  the 
I  shore  to  put  out  their  boats ;  but  while 
they  are  dragging  the  boats  along  "^e 
'  strand,  the  fish  go  away.  \^A  kn^k,'} 
!  Hon.  Gentlemen  laugh,  but  I  am  stating 
what  I  know  to  be  an  absolute  fact. 
It  is  a  fact  which  I  myself  have  wit- 
nessed. If  there  had  been  a  pier,  and 
the  people  had  had  nothing  to  do  but  to 
step  into  the  boats,  they  could,  no  doubt, 
have  made  large  hauls.  There  is  another 
very  important  matter  connected  wiUi 
the  want  of  piers  on  the  Western  Coast. 
The  deep  sea  fisheries  of  Ireland  are 
just  as  valuable  as  the  shore  fisheries, 
but  there  are  no  means  of  communiea- 
tion  for  the  larger  class  of  boats.  The 
want  of  piers  along  the  Western  Coast 
is  very  detrimental  to  the  interests  of 
the  people  who  live  in  that  region.  There 
are  very  many  other  points  connected 
with  the  mistakes  and  blunders  of  the 
Board  of  Works,  and  of  the  English 
Government,  which  I  would  like  to  touch 
upon,  but  I  do  not  like  to  delay  the  Com- 
mittee. I  know  very  well  there  are 
other  Gentlemen  who  wish  to  speak,  and, 
therefore,  it  is  not  for  me  to  detain  the 
Committee ;  but  there  is  one  point  I  mnst 
mention.  It  is  this,  that  the  works  the 
Board  of  Works  have  done  are  badly 
done.  Many  works  have  been  allowed 
to  decay  and  to  become  entirely  useless 
for  the  want  of  proper  supervision.  It 
seems  to  be  nobody's  business  to  look 
after  works  in  a  continuous  and  intelli- 
gent way ;  the  result  is,  that  where  a 
small  effort  is  made  one  day  it  is  en- 
tirely nullified  by  neglect  the  next  day. 
Things  are  going  from  bad  to  worse 
every  day  in  Ireland.  While  prices  were 
high,  while  rents  were  high,  while  every- 
thing seemed  to  be  moving  onwards, 
nothing  was  done  to  improve  the  conn- 
try.  Now  a  change  has  taken  place; 
rents  are  going  down,  everything  is  de- 
clining, and,  of  course,  when  the  authori- 
ties did  nothing  in  the  good  times,  it  is 
hard  to  say  they  will  anything  it  in  the 
bad  times.  The  want  of  continuous  super- 
vision on  the  part  of  the  Board  of  Works 
is  very  injurious  even  to  what  they  have 
done,  which  is  very  little ;  but  I  hope 
that  when  we  get  a  Government  of  our 
own,  when  Irishmen  are  able  to  exert 
their  own  intelligence,  and  to  remedy 
whatever  evils  affect  their  country,  when 
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we  can  do  that  without  being  incum- 
bered by  officialiam  from  this  country, 
or  anywhere  else,  I  hope  to  see  a  great 
improyement. 

Mb.  p.  McDonald  (Sligo,  N.)  :  It 
is  well  known  to  all  my  hon.  Friends 
around  me  that  Ireland  is  the  most 
Board- governed  country  in  the  world. 
We  are  not  governed  directly  by  the 
English  Government,  but  by  a  number 
of  Boards,  some  of  which  do  not  even 
admit  responsibility.  We  have,  amongst 
others,  the  Board  of  Education,  tlie 
Board  of  Works,  the  Local  Government 
Board,  the  Irish  Lights  Board,  and  the 
Fishery  Board.  Each  and  all  of  them 
are  bad  in  their  own  wlBty ;  but  the  worst 
of  all,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  is  the  Board  of 
Works.  One  would  imagine  that  these 
Boards  would  try  to  perform  the  duty 
assigned  to  them  by  the  English  Go- 
vernment, or  to  do  the  work  which  Ire- 
land has  a  right  to  expect  from  them ; 
but  their  sole  effort  seems  to  be  how  not 
to  do  the  work  required  of  them.  The 
worst  of  all,  in  the  non-ful61ment  of  their 
duties,  are  tlie  Board  of  Works ;  of  all 
the  Irish  Boards,  the  Board  of  Works, 
in  my  opinion,  are  the  most  incompe- 
tent. Sir,  I  am  old  enough  to  remember 
a  good  many  works  which  have  been 
begun,  but  not  fioished,  by  the  Board  of 
Works.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  West  Donegal  (Mr.  O'Hea)  has 
drawn  a  picture  of  the  unfinished  works 
which  have  not  been  completed,  and  I  can 
bear  my  testimony  that  this  incomplete- 
ness is  owing  to  the  want  of  competence 
on  the  part  of  the  Board  of  Works,  or 
their  determination  **  not  to  do  it."  I 
know  a  road  which  was  struck  out  in 
my  native  county  30  years  ago ;  it  was 
to  pass  through  a  district  where  a  road 
was  particularly  needed,  inasmuch  as,  if 
it  had  been  constructed,  it  would  have 
shortened  the  way  by  four  miles  out  of 
nine.  That  road  was  opened  at  both 
ends,  but  the  middle  of  it  has  remained 
up  to  the  present  time  incomplete.  Who 
is  accountable  for  that?  Why,  the 
Board  of  Works,  as  they  are  account- 
able for  many  shortcomings  in  Ireland 
that  are  now  afflicting  the  people. 
Again,  in  a  locality  in  which  I  lived  for 
15  years,  there  was  another  road  which 
I  remember  to  have  seen  during  seven 
years  of  that  time— half  the  roadway 
being  cut  to  a  depth  of  six  or  seven  feet, 
and  the  other  half  left  in  its  original 
condition,  dangerous  to  the  passengers, 


an  impediment  to  the  traffic,  and  gene- 
rally, I  may  say,  a  public  nuisance.   The 
cases,  Sir,  which  I  have  cited  are  only 
typical  of  the  state  of  things  existing  in 
Ireland.  Wherever  the  Board  of  Works 
have  laid  their  hands,  they  seem  to  have 
^ot  hold  of  the  work  for  the  purpose  of 
not  carrying  it  to  completion.     One  of 
my  hon.  ^Friends  has  referred  to  the 
flooding  of  rivers  in  Ireland  in  conse- 
quence of  the  navigation  system  and  the 
manner  in  which  the  Board  of  Works 
have  carried  out  the   drainage   works 
intrusted  to  them.      I  have  seen  the 
Shannon   flooded   winter  after  winter; 
and  I  witnessed  a  most  remarkable  in- 
stance of  that  flooding  on  one  occasion. 
It  was  on  a  roadway  near  Drumshambo, 
and  the  Shannon  had  flooded  the  ad- 
jacent land   to    a    distance    of   three- 
quarters  of  a  mile  on  either  side;    a 
number  of  poor  people   were  coming 
home  from  market  and  found  the  way 
impassable  ;  they  had  to  wait  until  they 
were  taken  up  by  some  kind-hearted 
carriers,   whose  horses  were  obliged  to 
wade  through  the  water  ;  darkness  was 
coming  on,  and  the  drivers  were  unable 
to  find  their  way ;  and,  had  it  not  been 
that  some  of  the  passengers  whom  they 
had  taken  up  pulled    out    a    box    of 
matches,  they  would  not  have  been  able 
to  pilot  themselves  through  the  flooded 
highways.     That,  Sir,  is  a  clear  and 
remarkable  instance  of  incapacity  and 
do-nothingness  of  the  Board  of  Works ; 
and,  as  I  have  already  said,  it  is  only 
one  case  out  of  many.     There  is  a  sys- 
tem of  red-tapeism  prevailing,  not  merely 
in  the  Office  of  the  Board  of  Works,  and 
all  the  appendages  thereto,  but  that  ie 
a  system  which  prevails  in  every  Public 
Department  in   Dublin  at  the  present 
day.     I  know  an  instance  in  another 
county — the  county  of  Oavan — where  an 
Inspector  was  sent  down  to  visit  a  church 
and  to  report  on  some  work  for  the  Vestry. 
A  report  had  been  sent  by  the  Hector  as 
to  the  state  of  the  church,  and  what  was 
necessary  to  be  done  to  put  it  in  repair, 
and  a  workman  was  sent  to  do  the  small 
job  necessary  for  that  purpose.     But 
that  would  not  suit  the  Board  of  Works, 
who  insisted  on  sending  down  an  In- 
spector at  great  expense;   and  by  the 
time  he  came  back  and  made  his  report, 
it  must  have  cost  20  times  as  much,  pro- 
bably, as  it  would  have  cost  had  the 
recommendation  of  the  Eector  been  acted 
upon.    In  connection  with  every  petty 
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work  that  has  to  be  done  this  kind  of 
do  -  nothingness  prevails  ;  and  I  am 
aware,  or,  rather,  I  have  been  informed, 
that  there  is  a  large  staff  of  officials  con- 
nected with  the  Office  of  the  Board  of 
Works  who  are  exceedingly  well  paid 
for  the  little  they  have  to  do,  which  con- 
sists of  reading  the  newspapers  during 
one  part  of  the  day  ana  spending 
the  rest  of  it  in  paring  their  nails — that 
is  the  work  in  which  the  greater  num- 
ber of  officials  in  Dublin  seem  to  be  en- 
gaged in — while  the  work  of  the  country 
is  left  undone,  and  the  taxpayers  of  the 
country  have  to  bear  their  share  of  the 
expense.  One  of  my  hon.  Friends  has 
made  use  of  an  expression  which  will 
bear  repetition — namely,  that  the  Board 
of  Works  seems  to  be  nothing  more  than 
a  buffer  between  the  Treasury  and  the 
Irish  people.  The  Irish  people  have 
been  day  by  day  complaining  of  the  do- 
lays  and  the  annoyances  caused  by  the 
shortcomings  of  the  Board  of  Works. 
When  a  work  of  necessity  and  pressing 
importance  has  to  be  done  in  Ireland, 
there  must  be  a  roundabout  application 
to  the  Board  of  Works ;  they  will  send 
down  an  Inspector  to  report ;  his  report 
will  be  taken  into  consideration,  and 
then  the  Board  will,  very  probably,  re- 
ject the  application  which  calls  for  the 
most  pressing  attention,  and  in  their 
wisdom  they  may  perhaps  carry  into 
execution  a  piece  of  work  which  is  not 
at  all  necessary,  because  I  believe  their 
mode  of  action  may  be  described  mainly 
as  not  doing  that  which  is  necessary 
and  doing  what  is  not  necessary.  In 
these  circumstances,  I  trust  that  the 
Office  of  the  Board  of  Works  in  Dublin 
may  imdergo  a  complete  and  entire  re- 
form and  reorganization ;  and  until  you 
effect  that  reform  and  reorganization 
you  will  not  get  that  Department,  slow 
and  inactive  as  it  is,  even  to  bestir  them- 
selves in  the  smallest  degree,  but  they 
will  jog  on  at  the  old  rate,  and  leave  the 
country  still  calling  out  for  the  improve- 
ments of  which  it  stands  in  need.  I  say 
that  complete  reorganization  is  neces- 
sary, or  whatperhaps  is  best  of  all,  that 
they  should  oe  cleared  out  bag  and 
^Agg^gO)  and  replaced  by  other  officials 
with  a  thoroughly  competent  man  at 
their  head.  You  have  had,  I  believe,  a 
Colonel  at  the  head  of  the  Board,  and 
I  am  not  quite  sure  that  an  Admiral  has 
not  occupied  that  position — at  any  rate, 
jou  have  placed  at  its  head  anybody  and 
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everybody  who  ought  not  to  have  been 
there.  My  friends  in  Sligo  have  been 
calling  out  for  years  for  the  improve- 
ment of  their  harbour,  and  I  hesitate  to 
help  them  in  drawing  attention  to  it  as 
long  as  the  matter  is  likely  to  be  re- 
ferred to  the  Board  of  Works,  because 
I  know  that  if  they  have  anything  to  do 
with  the  matter,  that  it  will  be  left  un- 
done. For  these  reasons,  I  consider  that 
the  Board  of  Works  calls  for  the  entire 
disapproval  of  every  one  of  my  hon. 
Friends  sitting  on  these  Benches,  and  I 
trust  the  reorganization  which  is  neces- 
sary will  be  speedily  effected. 

Mr.  BAERY  (Wexford,  8.) :  Every- 
one who  has  sat  in  this  House  for  any 
length  of  time  must  have  heard  con- 
tinually statements  as  to  the  incompe- 
tency of  the  Irish  Board  of  Works.  It 
is  a  striking  fact  that,  in  spite  of  the 
specific  cases  brought  forward  showing 
gross  mismanagement,  great  waste  of 
time  and  public  money,  no  attempt  has 
been  made,  and  nothing  has  been  done, 
to  improve  the  system.  I  am  not  going 
to  refer  to  any  past  mismanagement  or 
past  expenditure  of  public  money  now ; 
but  I  rise  especially  with  the  view  of  di- 
recting the  attention  of  the  hon.  Oentle- 
man  the  Secretary  to  theTreasury  to  some 
present  and  future  expenditure.  In  the 
county  of  Wexford  a  grant  was  obtained 
to  extend  the  pier  at  Kilmore  under  the 
Bill  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Carlo w  (Mr.  J.  A.  Blake)  which  was 
passed  in  1884.  In  order  to  secure  the 
grant  it  was  necessary  that  a  quota  of 
one-fourth  should  be  raised  locally. 
There  was  considerable  difficulty  in 
raising  that  quota,  because  the  people 
in  the  district  had  no  confidence  what- 
ever in  the  engineer  of  the  Board  of 
Works  carrying  out  the  undertaking, 
and  an  intolerable  waste  of  time  has 
taken  place.  But  a  new  work  is  about 
to  be  started,  and — if  I  may  ask  the  at- 
tention of  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
for  one  minute— I  ask  that  he  wiU 
undertake  that  some  better  and  more 
competent  authority  than  the  engineer 
of  the  Board  of  Works  will  be  consulted 
before  the  work  is  carried  out;  other- 
wise, I  am  very  much  afraid  that  when 
the  work  is  completed  we  shall  have  a 
similar  state  of  things  as  that  which  oc- 
curred at  Arklow,  where  the  pier  has 
been  rendered  absolutely  useless,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  way  in  which  the  engi- 
neer carried  out  the  work.     There  was  a 
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small  pier  built  in  the  county  of  Wex- 
ford, some  time  ago,  under  the  direction 
of  the  Board  of  Works ;  it  was  pointed 
out  that  the  work  would  not  endure  the 
storms  that  were  frequent  there.  I  know 
the  district  well,  and  I  am  sorry  to  say 
all  my  anticipations  were  realized  with 
regard  to  it,  because  when  the  first 
storm  came  the  pier  was  washed  away, 
and  the  work  became  absolutely  useless. 
Now,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  a  sum  of 
£125,000  has  yet  to  be  expended  under 
the  Act,  and  is  in  course  of  being  ex- 
pended, I  think  it  highly  desirable  that 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  should 
see  that  some  competeot  engineering 
authority  undertakes  that  the  work  shall 
be  of  a  character  likely  to  last.  By  a 
great  many  instances  on  the  North  and 
Bouth  Coast  of  Ireland  which  have  oc- 
curred during  the  last  few  years,  it  can 
be  proved  that  the  piers  built  under  the 
direction  of  the  Board  of  Works'  engi- 
neers are  not  likely  to  endure.  The 
action  of  the  Board  in  this  matter  has 
led  already  to  a  considerable  expenditure, 
and,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  considerable 
waste  of  public  money ;  and  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  been  good  enough  to 
promise  that  no  further  expenditure  will 
take  place  on  the  Arklow  works  without 
the  attention  of  competent  authorities 
being  directed  to  the  work,  I  shall  be 
gpreatly  relieved,  not  only  with  regard  to 
the  works  to  be  carried  on  in  my  county, 
but  also  with  regard  to  those  in  Ireland 
generally,  if  he  will  extend  that  princi- 
ple and  see  that  proper  professional  ad- 
vice is  given  in  all  cases  before  the 
works  are  carried  out.  There  is  another 
point  in  connection  with  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice Estimates  to  which  I  should  like  for 
a  few  moments  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  Committee  and  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury.  It  has 
reference  to  the  Board  of  National  Edu- 
cation. I  wish  to  point  to  a  proceeding 
on  the  part  of  the  Commissioners  of 
National  Education,  Ireland,  which,  in 
my  opinion,  forms  a  grave  scandal,  and 
has  resulted  in  serious  educational  loss 
in  the  district  interested.  Some  years 
ago,  in  the  parish  of  Ballyminty,  Wex- 
ford, it  was  resolved  to  carry  out  a  school 
under  the  management  of  a  mistress  and 
several  experienced  masters ;  for  a  long 
time  the  masters  and  mistress  were  en- 
gaged in  the  work  of  education,  and  for 
a  period  matters  went  on  well  enough ; 
the  mistress,  however,  got  married  and 


still  retained  her  office ;  in  course  of  time 
there  was  a  family,  and  frequent  inter- 
ruptions took  place  in  the  course  of 
teaching,  and  it  is  hardly  necessary  to 
point  out  that  the  interests  of  education 
became  neglected,  and  a  great  deal  of 
dissatisfaction  arose  in  consequence. 
That  dissatisfaction  found  expression 
about  two  years  ago ;  a  Memorial  was 
sent  to  the  Educational  Commissioners 
in  Dublin,  requesting  that  a  school- 
master should  be  appointed,  and  setting 
forth  the  reasons  in  clear  and  strong 
language.  The  Commissioners  did  not 
send  any  reply  ;  a  second  Memorial  was 
sent  with  a  similar  result.  At  that  time 
the  attendance  at  the  school  had  dwindled 
down  to  a  very  small  number— that 
is  to'say,  from  110  to  26— and  the  people, 
who  were  anxious  to  secure  the  educa- 
tion of  their  children,  themselves  en- 
gaged a  schoolmaster  and  established 
him  in  the  old  school.  Within  a  month 
of  the  establishment  of  this  school  the 
average  attendance  reached  54,  and 
a  third  attempt  was  made  under  the 
direction  of  a  local  priest— a  third 
Memorial  was  sent  to  Dublin.  To  this 
Memorial  an  answer  was  received  from 
the  Education  Commissioners  to  the  effect 
that  no  grant  would  be  made  to  the  master 
because  the  school  was  **  Boycotted." 
Well,  Sir,  that  was  a  remarkable  con- 
clusion, and  the  people  were  at  a  loss  to 
understand  how  it  could  have  been  ar- 
rived at.  At  last  it  was  evident  that  the 
husband  of  the  schoolmistress  had  taken 
an  unpopular  part  in  the  election  of  a 
Guardian,  and,  in  consequence,  the  Com- 
missioners came  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  school  had  been  '^ Boycotted"  for 
political  reasons.  They  ignored  the 
reasons  laid  down  by  the  people  of  the 
place  in  the  Memorial  as  to  the  unfitness 
of  the  schoolmistress  to  carry  on  the  busi- 
ness of  the  school,  and  their  whole  action, 
and  the  justification  of  their  action,  was 
based  on  the  alleged  fact  that  the  school 
was  "Boycotted;"  and,  therefore,  they 
would  not  make  a  grant  to  pay  the 
master.  I  am  not  going  to  discuss  the 
action  of  the  Board ;  but  I  may  be  per- 
mitted to  say  that  I  hold  it  to  be  no  part 
of  the  duties  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Nationid  Education  to  undertake  police 
work  in  Ireland ;  it  is  no  part  of  their 
work  to  enter  into  political  discussion  or 
to  assign  political  reasons  for  their  action 
in  dealing  with  a  matter  of  a  purely  edu- 
cational character.     The  facts  which  I 
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have  stated  were  brought  before  me  last 
year,  and  I  am  certain  that  they  repre- 
sent the  truth  of  the  case.  I  waited  on  the 
Commissioners  in  Dublin,  and  they  pro- 
mised to  go  again  into  the  question.  After 
'  some  time  I  received  an  answer  that  they 
still  held  to  the  opinion  that  the  school 
was  *' Boycotted,  and  that,  therefore, 
they  refused  to  make  the  grant.  I  then 
brought  the  circumstances  before  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  who  ordered  an  inquiry  into 
the  whole  matter ;  that  inquiry  was  held 
two  or  three  weeks  ago  by  the  Chief  In- 
spector of  Schools,  and  the  result  of  the 
inquiry  is  to  the  effect  that  the  applica- 
tion for  the  grant  was  ordered  by  the 
Commissioners  not  to  be  entertained.  It 
will  be  understood  by  the  Committee 
that  the  Commissioners  of  Education 
have  entirely  abandoned  their  original 
ground  as  to  the  school  being  ''Boy- 
cotted," and  that  they  now  submit  the 
reason  that  the  legal  number  of  attend- 
ances would  not  be  reached.  I  am  en- 
tirely at  a  loss  to  uoderstand  how  the 
Commissioners  and  their  Head  Inspector 
arrived  at  this  conclusion  ;  and  since  the 
receipt  of  the  letter  I  took  the  trouble 
to  get  a  Eeturn  showing  the  number  of 
ohiTdren  eligible  for  school,  and  I  found 
there  were  79  bojs  and  54  girls,  in  all 
133.  For  the  last  two  years  the  National 
school  has  been  in  receipt  of  State  aid, 
although  the  attendance  has  been  lower 
than  that  required  by  law.  in  direct  con- 
travention of  which  the  National  Edu- 
cation Commissioners  have  been  acting. 
The  attendance  at  the  temporary  school 
is  averaging  now,  and  has  done  for  the 
last  18  months,  54,  and  that  under  con- 
siderable disadvantages,  because  they 
have  none  of  the  books,  maps,  or  other 
school  accessories  which  the  other  schools 
possess.  In  directing  the  attention  of 
the  Committee  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  this  subject,  I  wish  to  point 
out  the  serious  educational  loss  which 
the  action  of  the  Commissioners  is 
causing.  In  the  first  place,  parents 
have  no  strong  inducement  to  send  their 
children  to  school  in  the  absence  of  the 
ordinary  facilities ;  the  school  attended 
by  54  children  is  badly  equipped,  and 
not  in  a  position  to  give  the  amount  of 
education  to  be  had  at  primary  schools 
in  England.  The  position  taken  up  by 
the  Commissioners  appears  to  me  utterly 
untenable;  and  I  trust  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
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Ireland  will  not  allow  the  matter  to  re- 
main where  they  have  left  it.  It  is  a 
scandal  that  the  Board  of  National  Edu- 
cation, which  ought  to  be  moved  by 
educational  instincts,  should  deliberately 
stand  in  the  way  of  the  district  in  the 
matter  of  the  education  of  123  children. 
At  the  same  time,  this  is  but  a  fair 
example  of  the  manner  of  action  adopted 
by  Public  Boards  in  Ireland.  I  shall  not 
on  this  occasion  make  any  general  attack 
on  the  Public  Boards  in  Irelcmd  ;  but  I 
beg  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  give 
this  matter  his  attention,  and  not  permit 
the  vital  interests  of  a  number  of  chil- 
dren to  be  sacrificed  owing  to  the  extra- 
ordinary conclusion  arrived  at  by  the 
Commissioners  of  Education  in  Ir^nd. 
Mb.  murphy  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's}: 
Before  the  Committee  leaves  the  subject 
of  the  Board  of  Works  I  wish  to  make 
a  few  remarks.  It  is  well  known  that 
the  Irish  Board  of  Works  have  under 
their  control  a  variety  of  subjects  of 
great  interest,  and  of  the  utmost  im- 
portance to  the  people  of  Ireland.  They 
have  under  their  administration  the 
works  connected  with  drainage  and  piers 
and  harbours,  as  well  as  tenants*  im- 
provements, artisans'  dwellings,  and 
many  other  matters ;  and,  that  being  so, 
it  will  be  evident  that  the  way  in  which 
the  Board  administers  its  functions  must 
result  either  in  great  advantage  or  dis- 
advantage to  the  people  of  Ireland. 
After  what  we  have  heard  to-night  I 
think  the  Committee  will  be  satisfied 
that  the  verdict  in  Ireland  is  that  dis- 
advantage has  resulted.  Parliament 
passes  Acts  for  the  purpose  of  im- 
proving the  condition  of  the  people, 
and  the  administration  of  these  Acts  of 
Parliament  is  intrusted  to  the  Irish 
Public  Works  Department.  When  those 
Acts  are  first  passed  they  are  put  away  on 
a  shelf  and  nothing  is  done  to  make  the 
public  acquainted  with  them  ;  but  when 
someone  has  the  temerity  to  apply  to 
have  them  put  in  operation,  they  are 
turned  upside  down  and  inside  out  to 
see  in  what  manner  they  can  be 
obstructed.  I  think  that  when  the 
Statute  Book  is  examined  into  we 
shall  find  that  there  are  a  great  many 
of  these  Acts,  which  took  this  House  a 
good  deal  of  time  and  trouble  to  pass, 
which  have  been  rendered  wholly  in- 
operative, owing  to  the  fact  that  they 
have  not  been  carried  out  by  this  De- 
partment in  the  way  in  whidi  Parlia- 
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ment  intended  that  they  sliould  be 
carried  out.  A  great  deal  has  been 
Baid  about  the  manner  in  which  the 
Board  carries  out  works  in  Ireland. 
While  I  do  not  entirely  agree  with  the 
sweeping  condemnations  of  my  Col- 
leagues on  these  Benches,  I  must  say 
that,  on  the  whole,  they  have  been 
fairly  justified  by  -the  facts.  It  is  a 
well-known  maxim  in  Ireland  that  if 
a  man  sees  a  road  that  leads  from 
nowhere  to  nowhere,  the  explanation 
is  that  it  is  **  a  Board  of  Works'  road." 
For  a  very  long  period  we  had  a  Chair- 
man of  the  Board  of  Works  in  Ireland, 
a  gentleman  named  Colonel  M^Kerlie, 
whose  name  was  often  before  this 
House,  but  never  with  any  approval. 
Well,  that  gentleman  was  known  to  be 
an  obstructionist  to  the  work  of  the 
Board  to  an  extent  which  came  to  be  a 
public  scandal,  and  for  that  he  received 
an  unusually  large  pension,  and  was 
made  a  K.C.B.  The  present  Chairman 
took  office,  I  believe,  with  the  very  best 
intentions;  but  the  traditions  of  the 
Office  were  too  strong  for  him — the 
atmosphere  of  the  place  and  its  in- 
fluence were  too  strong  for  him— and 
he  has  bBen  unable  to  struggle-  against 
those  influences,  and  things  go  on  there 
as  they  ever  did  before.  I  have  had 
some  experience  of  being  before  the 
Board  of  Works  in  its  legal  capacity, 
and  I  believe  that  there  is  more  red- 
tapeism  and  obstruction  taking  place 
there  than  in  any  other  Department. 
In  reference  to  another  matter  which  has 
been  brought  before  the  Committee  I 
wish  to  ask  one  question.  It  is  with 
regard  to  the  contracts  which  are  given 
away  by  the  Board  of  Works  for  furni- 
ture and  floor-cloths.  This  matter  has 
been  raised  in  this  House  by  Questions 
on  several  occasions,  but  the  answers  of 
the  Government  have  never  been  satis- 
factory. The  facts  are  these,  that 
although  these  contracts  are  supposed 
to  be  given  away  upon  tenders,  a  great 
many  of  the  largest  items  are  not  in- 
cluded in  the  contract  at  all.  The  fur- 
niture for  all  the  Public  Offices  in  Ire- 
land, and  for  the  Castle,  the  Vice  Eegal 
Lodge,  and  the  Chief  Seci'etary's  Lodge, 
is  provided  through  the  Board  of  Works, 
and  this  furniture,  although  presumably 
obtained  under  contract,  is  purchased  by 
one  of  the  clerks  without  any  contract  at 
all.  The  greatest  favouritism  is  shown 
in  the  purcliase  of  it.  and  the  favourites 
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are  not  found  amongst  those  holding 
National  opinions  ;  but,  on  the  contrary, 
orders  are  given  to  men  who  are  noto- 
rious for  their  public  offensiveness  to  the 
Catholic  religion.  There  is  one  other 
question  to  which  I  wish  to  refer — 
namely,  to  the  Registration  of  Deeds 
Office  in  Ireland ;  and  I  would  take  this 
opportunity  of  calling  the  attention  of 
the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
to  the  Notice  which  I  have  put  upon 
the  Paper,  relating  to  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  which  was  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  Registry  of  Deeds  in  Ire- 
land. The  Financial  Secretary  has  in- 
timated to  me  that  the  Report  is 
confidential,  and  could  not  be  given ; 
but  I  hope  he  will  reconsider  the 
matter.  The  result  of  the  Report  of 
that  Committee  was  that  the  Treasury 
issued  a  Minute,  dated  29th  January 
last,  dealing  with  one  part  of  the  sub- 
ject. But,  Sir,  the  Report  also  contains 
various  suggestions  as  to  the  classifica- 
tion of  the  records,  and  I  should  like  to 
know  if  these  suggestions  have  been 
acted  upon  ?  The  JEteport  also  refers  to 
the  registration  of  land;  and  seeing 
that  that  is  a  very  important  question  in 
the  Land  Purchase  Bill  which  the  Prime 
Minister  has  introduced,  I  think  that  it 
would  not  be  unimportant  if  the  in- 
formation contained  in  the  Report  I 
have  referred  to  were  supplied  to  tho 
House. 

Mr.  GILHOOLY  (Cork,  W.):  I 
rise.  Sir,  for  the  purpose  of  giving  an- 
other illustration  of  the  incompetency  of 
the  Board  of  Works  in  Ireland.  I  wish 
to  direct  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
to  the  pier  which  was  erected  some  years 
ago  at  Cape  Clear,  at  a  cost  of  £4,000, 
which  was  partly  paid  for  by  the  people 
of  the  district,  but  which  is  altogether 
\iseless  to  the  people  of  Cape  Clear.  I 
would  point  out  that,  that  work  having 
been  erected,  it  is  a  great  hardship  to 
the  poor  fishermen  about  the  district  to 
have  to  take  their  mackerel  boats  several 
miles  to  Baltimore,  to  find  a  place  of 
safety  where  they  can  haul  them  up  on 
the  beach,  owing  to  the  incompetency  of 
the  engineers  who  erected  the  pier. 
What  I  would  ask  is,  that  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  should  give  some  as- 
surance that  some  small  expenditure 
will  be  authorized  on  this  work,  so  as  to 
enable  these  poor  people  to  avoid  the 
necessity  of  taking  their  boats  miles 
away  in  order  to  haul  them  up  on  the 
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beach  in  safety.  There  is  another  ques- 
tion to  which  I  should  like  to  call  atten- 
tion—namely, the  way  in  which  stipen- 
diary magistrates  perform  their  duties  in 
Ireland,  and  I  wish  particularly  to  draw 
attention  to  the  case  of  Mr.  Morgan,  the 
Besident  Magistrate  at  Bantry.  I  put  a 
Question  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  as  to  the  granting 
of  licences  to  carry  arms  in  this  place, 
and  the  answer  which  I  received,  and 
which,  I  suppose,  came  from  Mr.  Morgan 
himself,  was  totally  adverse  to  the  truth. 
The  facts  of  the  case  were  these.  Tim 
Murphy  and  Dennis  Murphy  were 
charged  with  shooting  at  a  man  named 
CottUl—Dennis  with  shooting,  and  Tim 
with  inciting  his  brother  to  shoot.  They 
were  returned  for  trial,  and  while  they 
were  awaiting  the  Assizes  I  had  an 
assurance  from  Mr.  Morgan  that  the 
arms  taken  away  from  the  Murphys 
would  not  be  returned  to  them;  but 
what  do  I  find  ?  I  find  that  Mr.  War- 
burton  and  Mr.  Cronin,  two  local 
magistrates,  have  signed  a  certificate 
enabling  the  Murphys  to  get  licences 
to  possess  themselves  with  arms,  and 
the  two  guns  which  I  was  assured  would 
not  be  returned — at  any  rate,  until  after 
the  trial— have  been  returned.  Then, 
again,  Sir,  these  Murphys,  on  another 
recent  occasion,  have  fired  at  other  people 
in  the  neighbourhood ;  and  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  questioned 
upon  the  subject,  his  answer —which,  I 
presume,  was  supplied  to  him  by  the 
Local  Authorities — was  that  the  police 
had  no  such  information.  Well,  what 
are  the  facts  of  that  matter  ?  A  man 
named  Lynch  went  to  Mr.  Frizell,  one 
of  the  magistrates,  and  complained  that 
Dennis  Murphy  had  pointed  a  revolver 
at  him,  and  told  him  that  he  would 
shoot  him  only  he  did  not  wish  to  get 
his  name  in  the  papers.  Mr.  Frizell 
asked  Mr.  Lynch  if  he  would  make  an 
information  on  the  subject,  and  he  said 
that  he  would ;  but  the  Chief  Secretary 
now  states  that  the  Gt>vemment  have 
no  information  on  the  matter.  What  I 
complain  of  is,  that  the  Eesident  Magis- 
trate is  completely  in  the  hands  of  the 
local  magistrates,  and  after  he  had  pro- 
mised me  that  the  two  guns  would  not 
be  given  up,  he  was  overridden  by  the 
local  magistrates.  What  I  ask  is  that, 
whenever  a  case  of  this  kind  arises, 
the  Government  should  send  down  an- 
other stipendiary  magistrate  to  hear  the 
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case  with  Mr.  Warburton,  and  to  assist 
Mr.  Warburton,  who  is  a  weak  man,  to 
perform  his  duties  in  a  judicial  and 
proper  manner.  In  another  case,  a 
Mr.  Eyan  was  brought  before  the  local 
magistrate  for  firing  at  a  man  named 
John  Connolly ;  and  although  two  wit- 
nesses positively  swore  that  they  saw 
him  shoot  at  Connolly,  the  case  was  dis- 
missed against  him,  because  he  happened 
to  belong  to  the  same  Party  as  the 
magistrates. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.):  I 
wish  to  ask  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  if  this 
is  in  Order  ? 

The  CHAIEMAN  called  upon  Mr. 
Gilhooly  to  continue  his  address. 

Mb.  gilhooly  :  As  I  was  saying, 
although  a  primd  facie  case  had  been 
made  out  against  Eyan,  he  was  dis- 
missed ;  but  if  he  had  been  a  poor  pea- 
sant, he  would  most  assuredly  have  been 
sent  to  the  Assizes.  In  conclusion,  I 
should  like  to  warn  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman against  the  Eeports  which  he 
receives  upon  these  cases  from  the  local 
officials  of  Ireland,  and  I  trust  the  mat- 
ters I  have  mentioned  will  receive  his 
earnest  consideration. 

Mr.  CEILLY  (Mayo,  N.):  I  desire 
to  make  an  appeal  to  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  and  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  who,  during  the  present  Ad- 
ministration, have  shown  such  a  striking 
interest  in  Irish  affairs.  The  nature  of 
my  remarks  will  be  rather  in  the  form 
of  an  appeal,  although  the  matter  which 
I  have  to  refer  to  comes  within  this  item 
with  reference  to  the  Board  of  Works- 
There  is  at  present  existing  a  very  large 
degree  of  distress  in  the  West  of  Ire- 
land, and  two  of  the  Unions  scheduled 
under  the  Eelief  of  Distress  (Ireland) 
Act  are  the  Belmullet  and  the  Swine- 
ford  Unions.  Well,  Sir,  as  the  Eepre- 
sentative  of  the  Unions  lying  between 
those  Unions,  I  desire  to  call  attention 
to  the  condition  of  the  Eiver  Moy,  which 
runs  between  the  two  scheduled  Unions. 
The  question  which  I  desire  to  call  atten- 
tion to  is  the  deepening  of  the  Eiver 
Moy.  Quite  recently,  the  Commissioners 
of  Ballina  endeavoured  to  have  an  inter- 
view with  the  Lord  Lieutenant  (the  Earl 
of  Aberdeen) ;  but  he  refused  to  receive 
them,  on  the  ground  that  his  Predecessor 
(the  Earl  of  Carnarvon)  had  refused  to 
accede  to  the  request  of  a  similar  de- 
putation, and  he  found  that  there  was 
no  fresh  ground  which  would  warrant 
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this  present  demand.  Well,  Sir,  I 
'wish  to  point  out  that  the  Committee 
which  sat  in  1884  reported .  that  the 
question  of  deepening  the  Eiver  Moy 
was  a  very  important  one,  and  everyone 
who  is  familiar  with  the  West  of  Ire- 
land knows  that  the  Hiver  Moy  is  the 
chief  water  highway  to  SligoandBallina, 
which  are  two  of  the  most  important 
towns  in  the  West  of  Ireland.  Now,  a 
loan  of  £3,000  was  made  to  the  town  of 
Ballina  by  the  Board  of  Works  in  Ire- 
land some  time  ago ;  but,  unfortunately, 
owing  to  the  distress  which  has  pre- 
vailed, they  have  not  been  able  to  pay 
back  a  large  portion  of  it,  and  the 
desire  of  the  Commissioners  and  the 
people  of  Balliua  is  that  the  Treasury 
should  be  as  merciful  as  they  can  pos- 
sibly be  under  the  circumstances,  and, 
notwithstanding  the  amount  still  un- 
paid, should  lend  them  sufficient  money 
to  carry  out  this  work  of  deepeniog  the 
Moy.  The  result  of  that  would  be  this— 
that  besides  greatly  improTiug  the  town 
of  Ballina  itself,  by  making  the  river 
navigable,  you  would  give  a  large 
amount  of  employment  to  the  people  in 
the  surrounding  neighbourhood,  who 
are  in  an  almost  starving  condition.  I 
would,  therefore,  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  if  it  would  not  be  possible, 
on  the  security  which  can  be  afforded 
by  the  income  of  the  Commissioners, 
which  I  understand  is  something  like 
£300  or  £400  a-year,  and  on  their  pro- 
perty, to  advance  them  a  loan  on  easy 
terms  to  enable  them  to  complete  these 
works  and  to  give  employment  to  these 
poor  people,  who,  unfortunately,  are  not 
scheduled  in  the  Eelief  Act  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary was  good  enough  and  humane 
enough  to  introduce  into  this  House  ?  I 
would  only  ask  him  to  consider  any 
application  which  may  come  from  this 
quarter  to  save  the  people  from  the 
starvation  which  at  present  threatens 
them. 

MK.BRODRICK  (Surrey,  Guildford) : 
The  hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down 
has  made  an  appeal  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  and  I  will  make 
another  to  him  in  reference  to  the  Arms 
Bill ;  and,  to  put  myself  in  Order,  I  will 
conclude  with  a  Motion.  I  wish  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  what  steps  he 
proposes  to  take  to  bring  that  measure 
before  the  House?  The  discussion 
which  we  have  just  been  listening  to 


The  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  not  be  in  Order  in  discussing 
that  question. 

Mr.  BEODRICK  ;  I  move  to  report 
Progress. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Quite  so;  but 
the  hon.  Member  will  not  be  in  Order  in 
pursuing  the  line  he  indicates. 

Mk.  BRODRICK:  I  wish  to  report 
Progress ;  and  my  reason  is  that  an  im- 
portant Order  stands  on  the  Paper  as 
the  second  Order  of  the  Day.  1  wish 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
what  steps  he  proposes  to  take  to  give 
the  House  an  opportunity  of  discussing 
the  Committee  stage  of  the  Arms  Bill  ? 
And,  seeing  that  the  Bill  has  been  put 
down  for  to-night  in  order  that  it  may 
pass  before  the  present  Act  expires  on 
the  1  st  of  June,  and  that  unless  he  can 
bring  the  matter  before  the  House  at 
the  present  Sitting  this  is  the  last  day 
before  Thursday  on  which  it  can  be 
placed  first  on  the  Paper  as  a  Gt>vern- 
ment  Order,  I  think  I  am  justified  in 
the  course  I  am  taking.  I  should  also 
like  to  ask  what  steps  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  intends  to  take  to  induce  the 
House  to  believe  that  all  the  talking 
which  has  wasted  so  much  of  the  time 
of  the  House  to-night  has  not  gone  on 
with  the  connivance  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  ? 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  [strictly  speaking  in  Order  in 
showing  the  necessity  of  bringing  on 
another  Order  of  the  Day  on  a  Motion 
to  report  Progress;  but  he  is  not  in 
Order  in  entering  into  the  line  of  argu- 
gument  which  ha  is  now  pursuing. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  :  I  wish  to  urge 
upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  as  my  reason  for  moving 
to  report  Progress  that  the  Business  of 
the  Government  has  not  progressed  this 
evening  as  might  have  been  expected. 
J  do  not  think  I  shall  be  out  of  Order  or 
very  far  wrong  in  expressing  my  opinion 
that  the  speeches  recently  made  have 
rather  overstepped  the  limits  of  discus- 
sion. If  the  same  order  of  speaking 
that  has  been  going  on  for  so  many 
hours  is  continued,  I  do  not  see,  and  I 
do  not  believe,  that  any  other  hon.  Mem- 
ber can  see  any  chance  of  bringing  this 
debate  to  a  close  to-niffht — unless  there 
is  some  arrangement  u>r  doing  so  w  ith 
the  Government,  and  of  which  we  have 
no  knowledge—and  of  bringing  on  the 
next  Order.    Under  these  circumstances^ 
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I  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Oentlemau  if 
he  is  in  earnest  in  desiring  to  pass  the 
Arms  Bill  ?  And,  if  he  is,  I  would  urge 
upon  him  the  .necessity  of  reporting 
Progress  in  order  to  bring  on  that  im- 
portant matter,  which,  upon  his  own 
confession,  cannot  be  allowed  to  slide, 
but  must  be  dealt  with  within  the  next 
three  days  or  the  Act  cannot  be  renewed 
before  it  expires.  Hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway  seem  desirous  of  bringing  a 
great  number  of  subjects  to  the  notice 
of  the  House  at  this  particular  moment, 
with  what  object  I  cannot  tell  unless  it 
is  to  fill  up  the  evening  in  order  to  pre- 
clude any  other  discussion,  and  I  trust 
they  have  not  the  sanction  of  the  Ohief 
Secretary  in  so  doing.  ICrt^vo/**  Order!  *'] 
If  I  am  not  in  Order  I  shall  stand  cor- 
rected by  the  Chair;  but  I  shall  not 
stand  corrected  because  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  have  had  their  innings  this  evening 
object  to  my  remarks.  I  sincerely  trust 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  ex- 
plain to  the  Committee  under  what  cir- 
cumstances he  proposes  to  redeem  the 
pledge  he  has  given  to  the  House  in 
regard  to  the  Ajms  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr. 
Brodrich.) 

The  OHIEF  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  John  Moeley)  (Newcastle- 
on-Tyne) :  I  think  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  very  considerably  overstepped  the 
limits  of  debate,  and  has  almost  put 
himself  out  of  his  right  to  ask  for  an 
explanation  by  the  exceedingly  gra- 
tuitous insinuation  that  what  has  taken 
place  to-night,  which,  as  far  as  I  know, 
has  been  in  Order,  has  been  done  with 
the  connivance  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. I  beg  most  emphatically  to  re- 
pudiate any  imputation  of  that  kind. 
Why  should  the  Government  be  a  party 
to  the  postponement  of  the  Arms  Bill  ? 
I  would  remind  the  hon.  Member  that 
I  put  down  the  Bill  for  the  first  Mon- 
day when  the  House  reassembled  after 
the  Easter  Recess,  and  the  delay  in  the 

Progress  uf  it  is  whoUy  and  absolutely 
ue  to  the  action  of  two  hon.  Members 
sitting  on  the  Benches  opposite,  who 
put  down  a  block  against  it.  But  for 
that  circumstance  the  Arms  Bill  would 
have  been  in  the  House  of  Lords  four  or 
five  days  ago.  [Ironical  cheers.']  What 
I  say,  in  spite  of  the  cheers  of  the  hon. 
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Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Ashmead- 
Bartlett),  is  perfectly  and  unanswerably 
true.  During  the  whole  of  that  week 
there  was  no  opposition  to  the  Arms 
Bill,  except  the  block  of  the  two  hon. 
Members  who  sit  on  the  opposite 
Benches. 

An  hon.  Mbmbbb  :  Someone  else 
might  have  blocked  it  if  those  blocks 
had  been  removed. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY:  It  was  not 
for  me  to  x^rovide  against  all  imaginable 
contingencies.  All  I  know  is  that  the 
opposition  of  those  two  hon.  Members 
prevented  the  Bill  from  being  in  the 
House  of  Lords  three  or  four  days  ago. 
The  hon.  Member  opposite  asks  me  a 
question  which  it  is  practically  impos- 
sible for  me  to  answer.  He  asks  me  to 
explain  how  the  Bill  is  to  be  sent  up  to 
the  House  of  Lords  so  that  it  may  re- 
ceive Her  Majesty's  assent  before  the 
1st  of  June.  I  declare  I  do  not  know.  It 
is  taken  out  of  my  power.  All  I  know 
is  that  I  have  left  no  stone  unturned  in 
order  to  get  the  Bill  advanced.  It  is  no 
fault  of  mine  that  it  has  not  been  ad- 
vanced, and  as  to  the  delay  to-night,  it 
is  quite  as  disagreeable  to  me  as  it  is  to 
any  Gentleman  sitting  opposite. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
(Bristol,  W.) :  I  will  not  dwell  on  the 
question  whether  the  scene  to-night, 
which  I  think  we  can  perfectly  well  un- 
derstand, is  or  is  not  due  to  the  con- 
nivance of  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vernment ; 
but  of  this  I  am  sure,  that  if  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  not  found  it 
necessary  to  put  down  this  Vote  on 
Account  to-night,  we  should  have  been 
spared  the  waste  of  time  that  has  taken 
place.  [CWm  0/  **  No  !  "  from  the  Irish 
Nationalist  Members.']  And  of  this  also 
I  feel  pretty  certain,  that  if  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  but  done  their 
best  to  keep  a  House  on  a  certain  Friday 
night  when  efi'ective  Supply  was  on  the 
Paper,  and  would  have  been  reached 
within  a  very  few  minutes,  instead  of 
themselves  encouraging  a  ^'  count  out." 
there  would  have  been  no  need  to  take 
this  Vote  on  Account  to-night.  Whe- 
ther that  was  connivance  or  not,  I 
do  not  trouble  to  inquire.  With  re- 
gard to  the  Arms  Bill,  I  should  just 
like  to  say  that  although  it  is  true  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  behind  me,  as  I  think 
not  very  wisely,  blocked  that  measure, 
yet  I  do  not  know  why'  Her  Majesty's 
Gt>vernment,  when  they  might  have  had 
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the  time  of  the  House,  if  they  had 
chosen  to  ask  for  it,  did  not  place  the 
Bill  early  on  the  Paper,  as  they  have 
endeavoured  to  do  now,  so  that  it  might 
be  considered  in  spite  of  the  block 
placed  against  it.  It  is  very  strange, 
Sir,  that  no  sooner  did  the  block  of  the 
hon.  Members  behind  me  disappear, 
than  blocks  came  from  the  opposite 
quarter  of  the  House.  If  any  hon. 
Member  of  this  House  is  to  blame  for 
the  Bill  being  so  delayed,  it  is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself,  because,  when 
it  was  blocked  before,  he  did  not  at- 
tempt to  press  it  on  for  consideration, 
but  delayed  it  night  after  night,  until 
we  have  now  arrived  at  a  time  when  it 
cannot  become  law,  so  far  as  he  knows, 
before  the  end  of  the  month.  I  hope 
my  hon.  Friend  will  not  press  his  Mo- 
tion to  report  Progress,  because,  as  far 
as  I  can  see,  it  would  not  lead  to  a  satis- 
factory result.  I  hope  also  that  after  the 
extraordinary  discussion  that  has  taken 
place,  which  is  in  remarkable  contrast 
with  the  few  words  that  were  spoken  on 
the  lastYote  on  Account,  about  six  weeks 
ago,  we  may  be  permitted  to  take  these 
Votes  to-night,  and  thus  do  some  Busi- 
ness on  an  evening  which;  so  far,  has 
been  very  much  wasted. 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  William  HAJicoimT)(Derby): 
I  entirely  concur  in  the  desire  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  do  some  Busi- 
ness to-night ;  but  I  do  not  think  the 
tone  of  rectimination  he  has  adopted  is 
likely  to  conduce  to  that  result.  As  far 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  charges  the 
Government  with  **  connivance,"  I  have 
only  to  repudiate  altogether  a  word 
which  is  not  particularly  complimentary 
in  its  character.  I  do  not  wish  to  speak 
offensively ;  but  when  you  charge  a  man 
with  **  connivance,''  you  charge  him 
with  something  which  you  consider  to 
be  a  reproach.  No  doubt,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Surrey  (Mr.  Brodrick)  intended 
to  be  offensive.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
generally  does  desire  to  be  so,  and  as  a 
rule  he  succeeds  in  that  object.  What 
has  been  the  course  taken  with  regard 
to  this  Vote  on  Account?  It  is  not 
denied  that  a  Vote  on  Account  is  neces- 
sary. How  did  the  proceedings  this 
evening  begin?  With  whom  did  the 
waste  of  time  commence  ?  It  came  from 
a  distinguished  ally  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman — the  hon.  Member  for  Bum- 
ley  (Mr.  Bylands)— and  was  supported 


by  another  ally — my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Northumberland  (Mr.  A. 
Grey).  If  there  has  been  connivance 
and  a  deliberate  plan  for  wasting  the 
time  of  the  Committee,  I  congratulate 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Burnley 
on  his  success  in  putting  off  the  discus- 
sion on  the  Irish  Bill.  I  do  not  remem- 
ber a  more  deliberate  waste  of  time  than 
the  discussion  which  took  place  early  in 
the  evening.  No  doubt,  when  you  have 
a  subject  upon  which  you  can  get  an 
adverse  vote  against  the  Government, 
and  when  you  can  damage  them  by  dis- 
cussion, such  a  discussion  is  no  waste  of 
time.  The  Committee  has  been  engaged 
three  hours — from  half-past  4  o'clock 
till  dinner  time — on  a  Motion  which  the 
hon.  Member  who  proposed  it  has  tried 
to  escape  from  carrying  to  a  division, 
being  prevented  only  by  the  merriment 
of  hon.  Members  from  walking  out  of 
the  House.  And  that  was  not  a  waste 
of  time !  When  auyone  discusses  a  sub- 
ject that  does  not  servo  any  useful  pur- 
pose, that  is  not  connivance  of  this  kind! 
If  there  has  been  any  connivance  at  all, 
I  should  say  that  the  principal  connivers 
were  the  hon.  Members  for  Burnley 
(Mr.  Eylands),  Northumberland  (Mr.  A. 
Grey),  and  Bury  (Sir  Henry  James). 
We  got  from  them  various  interesting 
disquisitions  on  several  subjects  that 
were  singularly  unfruitful  in  their  cha- 
racter. I  do  not  complain  of  it ;  but  I 
wish  to  point  out  that  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  chooses  to  enter  on  the  game 
of  recrimination,  he  will  find  it  is  one 
at  which  two  people  can  play ;  and  I 
hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  if  he 
wishes  some  further  Business  to  be  done, 
will  abstain  hom  comments  of  that 
kind. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  In  reply 
to  the  extremely  offensive  remarks  on 
the  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  directed  at 
the  Party  with  whom  I  have  the  honour 
to  act,  I  wish  to  say  one  or  two  words. 
He  not  only  attributes  obstruction  to  the 
Government,  but  he  accuses  us  of  enter- 
ing into  a  combination  with  the  Govern- 
ment to  obstruct.  He  says  there  has 
been  **  connivance."  To  show  how  far 
that  accusation  is  warranted  by  the  facts, 
and  how  little  we  anticipated  that  there 
would  be  a  prolonged  discussion  upon 
these  Yotes,  1  may  say  that,  earlier  in 
the  evening,  I  was  asked  how  long  the 
discussion  would  last,  and  made  answer 
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that  we  should  be  on  the  Arms  Bill  by 
half-past  9  o'clock.  Nothing  can  be 
more  untrue  than  that  there  has  been 
between  the  Irish  Members  and  the  Go- 
vernment any  Buoh  accommodation  as 
that  alleged  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. The  Committee  must  not  forget 
that,  at  the  beginning  of  the  Sitting, 
three  hours  of  our  time  were  consumed 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  no  con- 
nection with  Ireland  whatever,  and  that 
the  discussion  they  originated  was  a  tho- 
roughly dishonest  one,  not  meant  for 
the  purpose  of  forwarding  Business,  but 
to  serve  a  very  discreditable  Party  object. 
I  defy  any  hon.  Member  to  say  that  any 
of  the  remarks  which  have  been  made 
by  hon.  Members  from  Ireland — how- 
ever much  it  may  be  thought  that  too 
much  time  was  taken  up  by  them — 
were  not  addressed  to  thoroughly  prac- 
tical subjects.  It  may  be  that  some 
hon.  Members  may  think  that  time  is  so 
pressing  that  these  subjects  ought  to 
have  been  held  over;  but  no  one  can 
say  that  they  were  not  perfectly  perti- 
nent to  the  Votes  in  Supply,  and  had 
not  reference  to  subjects  which,  in  ordi- 
nary years,  would  have  been  discussed 
at  much  greater  length.  Therefore,  I 
consider  the  charges  which  have  been 
made  against  the  Irish  Members  as 
entirely  and  grossly  unfounded  and  ex- 
tremely oflFensive.  I  have  been  here  for 
a  long  time  waiting  to  speak  upon  a 
subject  in  which  I  take  great  interest, 
which  I  had  an  opportunity  of  address- 
ing the  House  upon  five  years  ago,  but 
which  I  have  not  been  able  to  raise 
since. 

Sir  E.  ASSHETON  OEOSS  (Lanca- 
shire, S.W.,  Newton) :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer (Sir  William  Harcourt)  does  not 
often  throw  oil  upon  troubled  waters, 
and  he  certainly  has  not  done  so  to- 
night. But  I  am  surprised  at  his  stating 
that  the  debate  which  took  place  at  an 
earlier  period  of  the  evening  was  un- 
fruitful. I  was  very  much  of  the  opi- 
nion that  the  subject  should  be  post- 
poned rather  than  that  wo  should  come 
to  a  division  upon  it;  but  I  was  sur- 
prised to  hear  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  the  debate  brought  forth  no 
fruit.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  had  the 
effect  of  eliciting  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  a  posi- 
tive assurance  that  the  subject  in  debate 
should    be  carefully  inquired  into   by 
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him.  It  was  entirely  owing  to  what 
came  from  the  Prime  Minbter  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  By  lands) 
was  content  to  withdraw  his  Motion.  I 
do  not,  therefore,  think  that  bis  witii- 
drawal  should  now  be  thrown  in  his 
teeth.  It  is  clear  to  me  that  we  have 
got  some  fruit  out  of  the  debate.  I 
agree,  however,  that  it  is  now  time  we 
began  to  do  real  Business,  and  I  trust 
hon.  Members  will  not  continue  dis* 
cursive  observations  on  the  items  of  the 
Votes. 

Sir  EGBERT  FOWLEE  (London) : 
I  had  not  the  advantage  of  being  in  the 
House  at  an  early  period  of  the  evening. 
I  only  arrived  at  half-past  7  o'clock, 
when  I  was  told  there  had  been  a  division 
nearly  half-  an -hour  before ;  therefore,  it 
cannot  be  right  for  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  say  that  the  debate  initiated 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley  occu- 
pied three  hours.  I  understand  that  of 
the  time  the  Sitting  has  occupied  the 
Prime  Minister  took  up  half-an-honr 
before  the  debate  I  have  referred  to 
began  by  abusing  my  humble  self.  My 
only  object  in  rising  is  to  point  out 
that  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  the  debate  on  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley 
occupied  three  hours,  was  inaccurate. 

Sir  JULIAN  GOLDSMID  (St.  Pan- 
eras,  S.) :  I  think  it  is  not  quite  fair  to 
attack  the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr. 
Ejlands)  in  his  absence.  The  hon. 
Member  brought  forward  a  Motion  on 
the  subject  of  the  Secret  Service  money. 
The  Prime  Minister  made  a  statement 
which  to  many  of  us  was  satisfactory, 
and  I,  with  others,  urged  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, in  consequence  of  that  statement,  to 
withdraw  his  Motion.  Therefore,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Burnley  is  not  to 
blame,  and  those  who  thought  that  the 
statement  and  the  promise  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  were  satisfactory  were 
to  blame,  if  anyone  was.  [**  Oh,  oh !  "] 
Hon.  Members  may  cry  **  Oh  ! "  but,  in 
any  case,  the  matter  was  one  of  consider- 
able importance ;  and  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  last  spoke  in  the  debate  said  that  if 
it  were  not  for  this  special  occasion  he 
should  be  one  of  the  first  to  vote  against 
Secret  Service  money.  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  for  Burnley  did  right  in  with- 
drawing his  Motion. 

Thb  SECEETAEY  to  the  TEBA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.):  With  regard  to  the 
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statement  wliioh  has  oome  from  the 
opposite  Bench,  that  we  should  have 
availed  ourselves  of  a  previous  oppor- 
tunity of  taking  a  debate  on  these  Votes, 
and  that  in  that  way  we  should  have 
made  progress  and  would  have  rendered 
it  unnecessary  to  take  these  discussions 
to-night,  I  can  only  say  that  greater 
progress  has  been  made  with  Supply 
this  3'ear  than  has  been  made  for  a 
great  many  years  past.  Irrespective  of 
the  Votes  we  shall  obtain  to-night,  we 
have  already  obtained  47  Votes  in  Supply 
on  the  Oivil  Service  Estimates.  There 
is  no  precedent  for  such  a  number  of 
Votes  being  obtained,  I  will  not  say 
before  the  3 1st  of  May,  but  before  the 
8 1st  of  June,  for  the  past  seven  years. 
Greater  progress  has  been  made  this 
year  than  was  made  in  an  equal  period 
during  the  whole  of  the  last  Parliament; 
therefore,  I  do  not  think  than  any  blame 
attaches  to  the  Government  in  the  matter 
of  slowness  of  obtaining  Supply. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
(Bristol,  W. ) :  I  can  only  attribute  the  fact 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  to  the  patriotic  and 
forbearing  character  of  the  Opposition. 
But  my  charge  against  Her  Majesty's 
Government  is  that  they  not  only  did  not 
prevent  the  **  count  out  "  on  that  Fri- 
day, but  deliberately  encouraged  it—  on 
that  Friday  when  they  were  within  a 
few  minutes  of  reaching  that  effective 
Supply  which  they  had  on  the  Paper, 
and  when  they  might,  as  we  who  know 
the  customs  of  the  House  are  well 
aware,  have  got  a  very  large  sum  in 
Supply  if  they  had  gone  on  with  it. 
That  was  a  dereliction  of  duty  which  I 
warned  the  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  time 
I  should  remind  him  of.  If  it  had  not 
been  for  that  dereliction  of  duty,  this 
Vote  on  Account  would  have  been  ob- 
tained. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  theEXCHE- 
GUER  (SirWiLLiAM  Harcourt)  (Derby): 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  state 
how  many  Members  of  that  '^  forbearing 
and  patriotic  Opposition"  contributed 
towards  keeping  the  House  on  that 
Friday  night? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
Yes,  I  will.  There  were  no  Members 
present  below  the  Gangway  on  this  side, 
so  far  as  I  can  recollect.  [  *  *  Oh ! "  from 
the  Irish  Nationalists  J]  There  wore  89 
Members  altogether  in  the  House.  There 
were  four  Members  on  the  Front  Minis- 


Services,  Sfo, 


1960 


terial  Bench,  though  several  Members 
of  the  Government  were  in  the  Lobbies. 
There  were  10  Members  in  all  on  the 
Government  side  of  the  House,  and  the 
remaining  29  were  on  this  side. 

Colonel  WALROND  (Devon,  N.E., 
Tiverton) :  I  can  corroborate  the  right 
hon.  Baronet's  statement,  and  wotdd 
bear  witness  to  the  fact  that  on  the  occa- 
sion referred  to  the  Government  were 
trying  to  ^^count  ouf  the  House. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  We  are  accustomed  to  bold 
statements  from  Leaders  of  the  Tory 
Party.  I  was  not  present  on  the  memo- 
rable occasion  referred  to,  therefore  am 
not  able  either  to  corroborate  or  deny 
the  statement  just  made.  But  there 
was  another  statement  made  a  short  time 
before,  on  the  subject-matter  of  which  I 
have  some  knowledge,  and  that  was  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  in  reply  to 
the  observations  of  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  as  to  the  speed  with  which  the 
Votes  in  Supply  had  been  got  through 
this  Session.  I  understood  him  to  hint 
at  a  remarkable  cessation  of  opposition 
on  the  part  of  Irish  Members  to  the 
Votes  in  Supply.  Well,  I  think  the 
reason  of  the  rapid  advance  which  has 
been  made  with  the  Business  of  Supply 
is  to  be  found  in  another  direction  alto- 
gether. I  think  obstruction  has  served 
its  purpose  by  the  promotion  of  the 
Members  of  the  Fourth  Party. 

Mr.  BRODRICK(Surrey,  Guildford) : 
As  the  hour  (12.30  a.m.)  has  passed  at 
which  the  object  I  aimed  at  could  have 
been  attained,  I  beg  leave  to  withdraw 
my  Motion. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  Question  is, 
*' That  the  Motion  be,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn.'*    [ Cries  of  '*  No,  no! "1 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) :  The 
hon  Member  who  last  spoke  says  he 
has  not  achieved  his  object.  I  say  he 
has  achieved  it.  What  was  going  on 
when  he  interposed  was  this.  We  were 
having  a  comfortable  practical  discussion 
on  Irish  affairs,  which  is  a  thing  we 
very  rarely  have.  We  were  discussing 
such  subjects  as  harbours,  drainage,  and 
railroads — subjects  which  may  not  very 
much  interest  the  British  public,  but 
which  we  Irish  Members  take  a  deep 
interest  in — and  were  doing  it  in  our 
own  humble  way.  We  were  satisfied  to 
bring  our  complaints  before  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury,  and  were  directing 
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his  attention  to  the  subjects  to  which  I 
have  referred,  when  a  great  number  of 
ex-Ministers,  including  five  ex- Cabinet 
Ministers,  came  down.  They  wanted 
to  talk  about  something;  so  the  hon. 
Member  for  Surrey  (Mr.  Brodrick)  gets 
up  and  moves  to  report  Progress — a 
Motion  upon  which  hon.  Members  can 
talk  about  anything.  They  begin  to 
abuse  the  Government — they  always  do 
that,  of  course.  They  mention  ** counts 
out,"  and  no  doubt  they  are  justified  in 
doing  so,  for  when  they  were  in  Office 
they  were  continually  accused  of  bring- 
ing on  ** counts  out;"  so  now,  naturally 
enough,  they  endeavour  to  turn  the 
tables.  I  congratulate  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Surrey,  and  assure  him  that  he 
has  achieved  his  object. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
1  wish  to  allude  briefly  to  the  question 
of  the  violatioQ  of  telegrams  which  took 
place  on  a  wholesale  scale  in  the  Isle  of 
Skye.     r**Order!"] 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  I 
have  some  remarks  to  make  with  re- 
gard to  the  Irish  Begistrar  General's 
Office,  which  stands  before  the  item 
upon  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Glas- 
gow wishes  to  speak. 

The  chairman  called  upon  Mr. 
Chance. 

Mr.  CHANCE:  I  cannot  allow  this 
item  of  £2,000  to  pass  without  saying 
something  upon  it.  I  see  that  the  Re- 
gistrar General's  Office  is  constituted  of 
the  Registrar  General  and  clerks  of 
three  classes.  These  clerks  take  priority 
according  to  their  seniority.  Class  1 
has  seniority  over  Class  2,  and  Class  2 
has  seniority  over  Class  3.  I  see  that 
they  paid  Stamp  Duty  on  their  appoint- 
ments, as  appointments  which  in  the 
ordinary  course  of  promotion  became 
worth  £500  a-year,  but  which  will  not  be 
the  case  under  the  re-organization.  But 
some  months  ago,  without  public  inquiry 
or  any  notice  whatsoever,  the  Registrar 
General  proceeded  to  reorganize  the 
staff,  which  reorganization  received  the 
consent  of  the  Treasury.  The  effect  of 
this  reorganization  was  to  promote  a 
number  of  the  Registrar  General's  espe- 
cial favourites,  giving  them  increased 
salaries  and  increased  rights,  and  taking 
away  the  priority  that  Class  2  possessed 
over  Class  3.     A  portion  of  the  Minute 
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authorized  the  establishment  of  a  fresh 
class,  Including  members  of  both  the 
previous  classes,  ranged  alphabetically 
instead  of  according  to  seniority.  A 
Question  was  asked  about  this  some 
months  ago,  and  the  answer  which  was 
returned  was  that  nothing  would  be 
done  until  the  House  had  had  an  op- 
portunity of  discussing  the  matter.  Un- 
fortunately, something  has  been  done. 
Some  of  the  gentlemen  who  have  been 
benefited  by  this  scheme  have  already 
received  their  salaries  under  it.  I  think 
that  is  an  unfortunate  circumstance.  I 
think  no  possible  justification  exists  for 
this  alteration.  I  do  not  expect  to  hear 
the  slightest  justification  for  it;  but 
there  is  one  objection  which  may  be 
raised  to  any  interference  with  the 
scheme,  which  is  that  it  has  been  autho- 
rized by  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  But  it 
seems  to  me  that  that  is  the  very  worst 
answer  which  could  possibly  be  given. 
I  do  not  suppose  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
is  iufallible.  I  know  both  the  noble 
Earl  and  his  Chief  Secretary  ore  ac- 
tuated by  the  best  motives;  but  I  do 
not  suppose  they  desire  to  elevate  a 
a  Minute  of  the  Treasury,  passed  with- 
out the  slightest  public  inquiry  at  the 
request  of  a  single  Government  offi.ciai, 
into  one  of  those  immutable  laws  impos- 
sible to  alter.  I  shall  move  a  reduction 
in  this  Vote,  or  to  strike  out  the  whole 
amount,  unless  I  can  get  some  assurance 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  this 
matter  will  be  looked  into,  and  that  fur- 
ther proceedings  in  the  scheme  autho- 
rized by  this  Minute  will  be  stopped 
until  we  have  had  an  opportunity  of 
discussing  the  subject. 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  John  Morley)  (Newcastle- 
on-Tyne) :  I  am  afraid  I  cannot  give  the 
hon.  Member  any  further  assurance  than 
that  which  I  have  already  given.  I 
must  say  it  is  in  the  highest  degree  in- 
convenient to  discuss  a  question  of  this 
kind  on  a  Yote  on  Account  instead  of  on 
the  specific  Vote.  "When  the  proper 
time  comes  for  discussing  this  matter,  I 
think  we  shall  be  able  to  give  a  very 
good  account  of  what  has  been  done.  It 
is  useless  now  to  ask  us  to  prevent  any- 
thing more  being  done,  because  action 
under  the  scheme  of  reorganization  has 
already,  to  a  considerable  extent,  taken 
place.  I  believe  that  when  the  time 
comes,  and  the  Yote  is  taken  and  dis- 
cussed, we  shall  be  able  to  make  suoh  a 
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etatement  as  will  satisfy  even  the  hon. 
Member. 

Mb.  chance  :  I  do  not  quite  gather 
the  meaning  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's reply.  If  there  is  no  possibility 
of  interfering  with  the  arrangements 
which  are  now  being  carried  out  in  this 
Office  on  some  future  day,  when  we 
come  to  consider  the  matter  we  shall 
find  that  Tested  rights  have  been  created, 
and  that  the  power  of  doing  anything 
has  slipped  out  of  the  hands  of  the 
Committee.  I  do  ask  the  Committee  to 
put  its  foot  down  on  this  occasion,  and 
to  show  that  it  is  stronger  than  a  single 
official.  There  was  no  possible  necessity 
for  this  re-organization,  unless  it  was  to 
deprive  a  number  of  lower  clerks  of  the 
rights  for  which  they  bargained  and 
entered  the  Service,  and  to  provide  a 
number  of  upper  clerks,  pets  of  the  Ee- 
gistrar  General,  with  increased  salaries 
and  rights  with  a  view  to  the  future 
prospects  of  the  Government  of  Ireland 
Bill.  Some  gentlemen  under  this  scheme 
get  an  increase  to  their  salaries  of  as 
much  as  £100  a-year  with  increased 
rights ;  and  that  will  be,  when  the  Irish 
Grovemment  Bill  passes,  at  the  expense 
of  the  Irish  public.  I  now  move  that 
the  total  Vote  be  reduced  by  £2,000, 
the  amount  of  this  item  for  the  Eegis- 
trar  General's  Office. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Item  of  £2,000  (Registrar  Gene- 
ral. Ireland),  be  omitted   from  the  proposed 
Vote.*'— (ifr.  Chance.) 

Mb.  T.  C.  HARRINGTON  (Dublin, 
Harbour) :  I  think  we  have  some  reason 
to  complain  that  the  engagement  entered 
into  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  some 
time  since  in  regard  to  these  matters 
was  not  carried  out.  When  a  Question 
was  addressed  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  on  this  ques- 
tion some  time  ago,  he  undertook  that 
the  scheme  of  re- organization  should  not 
proceed  until  some  opportunity  had  been 
given  for  further  inquiry.  What  my 
hon.  Friend  complains  of  is  that,  though 
that  assurance  was  given  to  the  House, 
this  scheme  of  re-organization  did  pro- 
ceed behind  the  back  of  the  House,  as 
it  were,  and  behind  the  backs  of  those 
who  were  interested  in  the  Lower  Divi- 
sion clerks.  I  have  before  me  a  list  of 
changes  that  have  been  made  by  this 
new  scheme.  The  Secretary,  who  re* 
ceived  a  salary  of  £600  a-year  under 
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the  old  scheme,  still  retains  the  position 
of  Secretary,  but  at  present  at  a  salary 
of  £800  a-year.  There  was  a  Superin- 
tendent in  the  0£B.ce  with  a  salary  of 
£460  a-year ;  but  under  the  scheme  of 
re-organization  he  now  receives  a  salary 
of  £500.  Passing  to  the  first-class 
clerks  we  find  that  their  salaries  are  the 
same  now  as  they  were  before  the  scheme 
of  re- organization.  The  second-class 
clerks  are  altogether  abolished.  A  few 
of  them  who  were  in  the  Service  have 
been  compulsorily  retired;  but,  prac- 
tically, the  second  class  has  been  abo- 
lished, and  by  the  abolition  of  the 
second-class  clerks  you  practically  bar 
the  way  to  the  promotion  of  the  third- 
class  clerks.  In  this  way  men  are  done 
out  of  what  they  hoped  to  obtain  when 
they  entered  the  Service — namely,  the 
chance  of  rising  to  the  best  positions 
that  the  Service  ofiPered.  By  this  scheme 
of  re-organization  all  the  higher  officials, 
who  already  have  what  would  be  con- 
sidered very  good  salaries,  are  to  have 
those  salaries  increased.  The  third-class 
clerks,  who  are  now  shut  out  from  pro- 
motion, have  the  same  salaries  as  they 
had  before.  In  addition  to  having  no 
improvement  conferred  upon  them  by 
this  scheme,  they  find  themselves  alto- 
gether shut  out  of  rising  to  higher  posi- 
tions in  the  Service  because  of  the 
power  which  is  given  to  the  Department 
of  taking  on  new  men  over  their  heads. 
I  think  we  have  a  right  to  complain  that 
while  an  engagement  was  given  to  us 
that  this  scheme  of  re -organization 
should  not  proceed,  behind  the  back  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  himself,  in  all  pro- 
bability, the  Irish  officials  have  followed 
the  system  they  have  been  accustomed 
for  so  long  to  follow,  the  Registrar 
General  having  taken  the  matter  into 
his  own  hands. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  Heney  H.  Fowlee)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  I  should  be  sorry  if 
there  were  a  misunderstanding  in  this 
matter,  or  any  appearance  of  the  Go- 
vernment wishing  to  depart  from  the 
undertaking  they  entered  into.  I  gave 
a  pledge  that  this  scheme  of  re-organi- 
zation should  not  be  finally  approved 
and  put  into  practice  until  the  House 
had  had  an  opportunity  of  discussing  it, 
and  to  that  pledge  I  still  adhere.  The 
real  difficulty  is  the  unwisdom  of  dis- 
cussing the  items  of  Votes  on  one  gene- 
ral Vote  on  Account.  All  these  questions 
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will  have  to  oome  up  again,  and  that 
means  a  second  opportunity  for  discus- 
sion during  the  Session.  What  my  right 
hon.  Friend  has  said  for  himself  I  also 
say.  I  have  received  no  information 
from  Ireland  to  enable  me  to  discuss 
this  question  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
Committee.  But  I  know  enough  to  dis- 
pute the  accuracy  of  some  of  the  state- 
ments which  have  just  been  made.  I 
do  not  think  the  changes  which  have 
been  made  involve  increased  expendi- 
ture, and  I  do  not  think  the  chances  of 
promotion  have  been  interfered  with. 
But  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  prove 
this.  No  doubt,  when  the  full  Vote  for 
this  Service  oomes  before  us,  and  we 
are  not  on  a  merely  temporary  Vote  to 
enable  the  Government  to  carry  on 
Business  for  a  month,  then  either  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  or  myself,  if  we  are  in  Office 
at  that  time,  will  be  able  to  justify  the 
action  of  the  Treasury  with  regard  to 
this  scheme.  We  literally  adhere  to  the 
old  scheme.  The  new  scheme  of  re- 
organization remains  unsanctioned  until 
the  House  has  had  an  opportunity  of 
discussing  it. 

Mb.  Arthur  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.):  As  I  was  really  the  first  to 
raise  this  question,  I  think  I  am  justi- 
fied in  expressing  gratification  at  the  dis- 
tinct pledge  which  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  has  now  given.  It  was  in 
reply  to  a  Question  of  mine  that  he 
gave  a  somewhat  hesitating  answer  on 
a  previous  occasion.  While  the  hon. 
Member  was  giving  it  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  entered 
the  House  and  conveyed  to  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  something  or  other  that 
induced  him  to  give  an  answer  that  I 
understood  to  be  the  same  answer  that 
we  have  just  heard ;  and  after  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary was  good  enough  to  communicate 
with  me,  and  firive  me  to  understand  that 
he  had  been  altogether  acting  under  a 
misapprehension.  Well,  the  circum- 
stances were  unfortunate ;  but  I  wish  it 
to  be  clearly  understood  that  I  am  per- 
fectly satisfied  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
acted  throughout  with  unquestionable 
bona  fideB,  I  am  perfectly  sure  that  he 
said  exactly  what  he  intended,  and  if  he 
found  afterwards  that  the  circumstances 
were  not  as  he  imagined  them  to  be  he 
was  not  to  blame  in  the  matter.  But 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  has  said 
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that  when  the  full  Vote  oomes  up  for 
discussion  he  will  be  prepared  to  show 
that  there  has  been  no  increase  in  this 
Vote.  I  am  quite  prepared  to  admit 
that  he  will  be  able  to  show  that.  The 
figures  of  the  total  are  the  same  as  they 
were  before ;  but  under  this  simple  ap- 
pearance one  of  the  grossest  jobs  ever 
perpetrated  in  the  Civil  Service  lies 
hidden.  The  fact  is  that  the  juniors  in 
the  Office  have  been  swindled  in  the  in- 
terests of  certain  higher-placed  officials. 
The  Vote  is  not  distributed  as  it  was  be- 
fore. The  position,  statw,  and  interesti 
of  the  juniors  are  all  sacrificed,  whilst 
the  itatut  and  pay  of  those  in  higher 
positions  have  been  considerably  en- 
hanced. The  whole  thing  was  a  job, 
and  I  say  so  all  the  more  because  it  was 
said  in  the  House  that  the  salary  of  the 
Secretary  would  not  be  increased ;  but 
that  is  precisely  what  has  been  increased. 
I  have  two  or  three  other  points  to  raise. 
I  agree  that  this  is  not  a  convenient  op- 
portunity for  the  discussion  of  this  Vote. 
I  do  not  think  it  could  be  conveniently 
discussed  and  threshed  out  now.  I 
would  ask  my  hon.  Friend  not  to  press 
his  Motion  on  this  occasion,  because  I 
think  that  while  it  might  not  do  good  it 
might  prejudice  useful  discussion  whMi 
next  the  Vote  is  brought  before  us.  We 
shall  have,  I  think,  on  the  next  occasion 
to  proceed  to  a  division. 

Mr.T.  M.  HEALY(Londoiiderry,8.): 
I  would  point  out  that  in  my  judgment 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  is  misled  if  he  imagines  that 
because  there  is  no  increase  in  this  par- 
ticular Estimate  therefore  no  job  has 
been  perpetrated.  We  are  standing  up 
for  the  rights  of  the  lower  class  derln 
who  have  been  deprived  of  seniori^ 
and  promotion  by  a  trick— or  perhaps  I 
should  say  by  the  device  which  enables 
a  reduction  to  be  effected  in  the  general 
Estimate,  which  gives  increased  salaries 
to  the  gentlemen  in  the  higher  positions 
in  the  Office,  and  reduces  the  chance  of 
promotion  of  the  unfortunate  lower  class 
clerks.  For  my  own  part,  I  do  not  know 
an  atom  about  the  politics  or  anything 
else  concerning  these  clerks,  higher  or 
lower.  I  simply  stand  by  the  repre- 
sentations that  have  been  made  to  us  by 
the  clerks,  who  are  deprived  of  their 
standing  and  seniority,  whilst  gentlemen 
high  in  office  get  increased  salaries,  and 
the  Department  gets  credit  for  reducing 
the  entire  Estimate.    I  think  my  hon« 
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would  not  have  permitted  this  Boheme  to 
proceed  if  the  case  had  been  properly 
represented  to  him.  The  position  of 
the  clerks  in  the  meantime,  however,  is 
most  disagreeable.  The  second  class 
seems  to  have  been  abolished;  the 
senior  division  of  the  third  class  seems 
to  have  been  oompulsorilj  retired.  It  is 
a  singular  thing  that  in  re-organizing 
this  Office  the  Government  have  pro- 
ceeded upon  a  different  principle  to  that 
adopted  in  connection  with  other  Offices 
where  re-organization  has  taken  place. 
When  the  Office  of  Eegistrar  of  Deeds 
was  re-organized — and  that  was  the  last 
Office  of  this  kind  that  was  re-organized 
in  Ireland — all  the  third-class  clerks 
were  raised  to  the  status  of  second-class 
clerks.  In  the  present  instance,  how- 
ever, the  second-class  clerks  have  been 
abolished,  and  though  some  of  the 
clerks  in  that  class  may  have  been  re- 
tained their  salaries  remain  the  same. 
And  there  is  this  additional  grievance 
imposed  upon  them — ^that  the  Begistrar 
General  has  power  to  fill  the  higher  ap- 
pointments over  their  heads  by  appoint- 
ments of  his  own.  These  are  the  facts 
that  are  represented  to  us  by  the  officials 
who  are  interested ;  and  they  themselves 
say  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
charge  of  this  Department  had  known 
the  circumstances  of  their  case,  and  if 
they  had  had  an  opportunity  of  properly 
approaching  him,  he  would  never  have 
allowed  the  injustice  of  which  they  com- 
plain to  occur. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  If  I 
understand  the  Financial  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  aright  he  has  given  a  dis- 
tinct pledge  that  no  future  steps  will  be 
taken  in  connection  with  this  scheme 
until  the  House  has  had  an  opportunity 
of  discussing  the  matter  and  coming  to 
a  decision.  If  I  understand  that  to  be 
his  pledge,  then  I  shall  be  happy  to 
withdraw  my  Motion. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowlbe)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.):  That  is  not  the  pledge 
I  gave.  It  was  that  the  scheme  of  re- 
organization should  not  be  finally  bind- 
ing until  the  House  has  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  it.  So  far  as  the 
Treasury  is  concerned,  it  will  not  be 
approved  until  then. 

Mr.  CHANCE:  I  think  that  is  a 
satisfactory  pledge,  and  I  have  no  doubt 
it  will  be  carried  out  in  the  spirit  in 
which  it  is  given. 
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Friend  has  acted  wisely  in  bringing  the 
matter  forward,  and  that  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  will  not  be  misled  by  an 
apparent  decrease  in  the  Vote. 

Mb.  DWYER  gray  (Dublin,  St.  Ste- 
phen's Gbeen) :  I  think  this  is  not  a  con- 
Tenient  opportunity  for  this  discussion.  If 
I  understand  the  pledge  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  it  is  not  only  that  the  scheme 
shall  not  be  confirmed  until  an  oppor- 
tunity is  given  for  discussion,  but  that 
the  position  of  the  officials  shall  not  be 
prejudiced.  It  has  been  the  custom  to 
superannuate  two  or  three — at  least  two 
of  them.  We  have  been  told  that  the 
scheme  is  to  be  subject  to  consideration 
and  discussion,  and,  of  course,  decision, 
in  this  House ;  and  when  we  find  that  a 
portion  of  it  has  been  actually  carried 
out,  and  some  of  these  clerks  have  been 
driven  from  office,  we  are  in  a  diffiotdty. 
Are  we  to  understand  that  if  the  scheme 
is  not  confirmed  these  gentlemen  who 
have  been  dismissed  will  be  reinstated  ? 
If  not,  it  appears  to  me  to  be  a  species 
of  Jedburgh  justice — ^first  we  execute 
them,  and  then  put  them  on  their  trial. 
The  clerks  who  are  prejudiced  by  the 
scheme  have  not  been  heard  with  regard 
to  it ;  they  were  not  asked  for  an  opi- 
nion ;  they  were  not  told  what  was  going 
to  be  done.  When  they  appealed  they 
had  certain  papers  submitted  to  them. 
They  have  been  driven  from  their  ap- 
pointments without  its  being  suggested 
that  they  were  not  competent  to  do  their 
work  ;  they  have  been  driven  out  under 
a  scheme  which  they  are  told  is  to  be 
considered  two  or  three  months  hence. 
That  is  a  most  extraordinary  position  of 
affairs.  It  is  a  very  hard  thing  for 
these  unfortunate  men,  who  find  their 

E respects  in  life  completely  blasted,  to 
e  told  that  the  scheme  will  be  con- 
sidered by-and-bye.  And,  in  the  end, 
oven  if  it  is  condemned,  we  shall  be 
told,  I  suppose,  that,  because  they  have 
been  superannuated,  it  is  impossible  to 
a£Pord  them  any  relief. 

Mr.  T.  C.  HARRINGTON  (Dublin, 
Harbour):  I  too,  on  the  whole,  must 
express  satisfaction  with  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  know 
perfectly  well  that  it  is  the  feeling  of 
these  clerks  that  if  their  case  had  been 
properly  represented  this  injustice  would 
not  have  been  allowed  to  proceed.  We 
all  have  so  much  confidence  in  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  so  firm  a  faith  in 
his  fairness,  that  we  are  confident  he 
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Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 


Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Me.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork): 
On  the  Vote  for  the  Post  Office,  I  desire 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  to  a  grievance 
under  which  the  Post  Office  officials 
have  been  labouring  for  some  time  past. 
In  Cork,  I  am  informed,  the  Post  Office 
is  classed  as  a  first-class  Office,  similar 
in  every  respect  to  the  Offices  in  the 
cities  of  Dublin  and  Belfast.  The 
sorters  and  other  clerks  are  paid  on 
exactly  the  same  scale  as  they  are 
in  Dublin  and  Belfast.  But  though 
the  clerks  and  sorters  are  in  that  posi- 
tion, the  humbler  employ  is  in  the  Cork 
Office  are  put  in  the  position  of  postmen 
at  a  second-clans  office.  The  salary  of  a 
postman  in  Dublin  is  28^.  per  week,  in 
Belfast  it  is  26«.,  and  in  Cork  it  is  only 
22«.  Although  the  Cork  men  only  re- 
ceive 22«.,  there  is  not  the  smallest 
reduction  in  the  amount  of  work  they 
have  to  do.  In  fact,  they  have  this  dis- 
advantage to  face — that  in  addition  to 
having  to  perform  all  the  work  of  post' 
men  in  Duolin  and  Belfast  they  have  a 
Sunday  delivery  every  Sunday  in  the 
year.  In  Belfast  there  is  no  Sunday 
delivery,  and  in  Dublin  the  postmen 
have  some  arrangement  by  which  they 
are  called  upon  to  deliver  on  Sundays 
only  once  every  four  weeks.  In  addi- 
tion to  that  these  officers  complain  that, 
whereas  in  Dublin  and  Belfast  postmen 
are  eligible  for  promotion  to  higher 
positions  on  vacancies  arising,  in  Cork 
there  is  no  such  arrangement.  In 
Dublin  and  Belfast,  when  a  vacancy 
arises  in  the  position  of  sorter,  or  in  a 
superior  division  in  the  Office,  I  under- 
stand an  examination  is  held;  and  if 
any  postmen  present  themselves  at  that 
examination  and  prove  themselves  quali- 
fied they  are  perfectly  eligible  to  get  the 
higher  position,  and  I  need  not  say  that 
an  arrangement  of  that  kind  is  a  direct 
incentive  to  good  conduct,  and  to  a  better 
discharge  of  their  duties  as  postmen. 
In  Cork,  however,  uo  such  arrangement 
exists.  I  am  not  informed  that  there  is 
any  special  reason  why  an  exception 
should  be  made  in  the  case  of  Cork — 
why  the  Office  in  Cork  should  not  in  that 
respect  be  put  on  the  footing  of  the  other 
Offices.  They  have  a  third  grievance,^ 
and  it  is  that,  whilst  postmen  in  other 
Offices  when  sick  receive  three-fourths 


of  their  pay  if  single,  and  their  fall  pay 
if  married,  in  Cork  they  only  receive 
half- pay.  I  do  not  know  why  an  anomaly 
of  that  kind  should  be  permitted  to 
exist.  I  am  informed  that  there  are 
no  special  circumstances  which  should 
justify  an  anomaly  of  the  kind;  and  I 
would  respectfully  ask,  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  satisfies  himself  that  it 
exists,  that  he  should  do  whatever  in 
him  lies  to  remove  it.  I  understand 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman,  in  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Cork  (Mr. 
Flynn),  has  justified  the  deficiency  in  the 
scale  of  pay  by  saying  that  it  is  the  duty 
of  Post  Office  Authorities,  in  fixing  the 
rate  of  wages  in  the  localities,  to  con- 
sider the  ordinary  rate  at  which  labour 
is  paid  in  those  localities.  I  do  not  com- 
plain of  such  inquiries  being  made ;  but  I 
think,  at  the  same  time,  it  is  the  duty  of 
the  Post  Office  not  to  grind  down  men  to 
the  lowest  possible  penny,  and  put  them 
on  what  may  be  called  starvation  wages, 
but  to  see  that  a  fair  day's  pay  is  awarded 
for  a  fair  day's  work.  I  respectfully  ask 
the  attention  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
the  points  I  have  indicated,  and  I  would 
press  upon  him  the  necessity  and  the 
common  justice  of  redressing  the  griev- 
ances of  that  class  of  officers,  that  hard- 
working and  industrious  class  of  officers, 
to  whom  I  have  referred. 

The  SECBETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  Not  having  the  details 
of  this  matter  before  me,  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  meet  the  case  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  M.  Healy)  has 
stated.  Of  course,  a  great  deal  can  be 
said  in  favour  of  the  view  which  the  hon. 
Member  has  taken,  and  I  can  assure 
him  that  there  is  no  desire  on  the  part  of 
the  Post  Office  Authorities  to  grind  any 
man  down  ;  indeed,  I  am  quite  satisfied 
that  the  usual  practice  is  to  give  fair 
wages  for  the  work  done.  When  the 
Post  Office  Vote  is  before  the  Committee 
we  shall  be  in  a  position  to  discuss  the 
matter  fully ;  but  at  present,  as  I  have 
already  pointed  out,  we  have  simply  a 
Vote  on  Account  before  us  which  it  is 
necessary  we  should  take  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  the  Civil  Service. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY:  I  beg  to 
inform  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  I  shall 
call  attention  to  this  subject  when  the 
Vote  comes  on  in  the  usual  course. 

Mr.  LANE  (Cork  Co.,  E.) :  I  wibh 
to  point  out  to   the  hon.    Gentleman 
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the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  that 
the  question  which  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  M.  Healy) 
has  raised  is  not  one  of  detail,  and  there- 
fore I  do  not  regard  the  answer  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  as  quite  satisfactory. 
My  hon.  Friend  has  pointed  out  that  the 
Cork  Post  Office  has  hitherto  been  re- 
cognized as  a  first-class  Office,  and  he 
has  asked  the  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
he  will  recognize  that  principle  ?  I  am 
quite  sure  my  hon.  Friend  does  not  want 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  to  make 
any  special  pledges ;  but,  as  I  have  said, 
he  asks  him  to  recognize  the  fact  that 
the  Oork  Post  Office  is  a  first-class  Office, 
and  that  all  in  the  Office  shall  receive 
remuneration  on  the  scale  which  obtains 
in  offices  of  that  class.  Thatis'all  that  my 
hon.  Friend  has  asked ;  and  I  think  that 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  might  say 
that  the  matter  shall  receive  attention. 

J)b..  OAMEKON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
I  wish  to  call  attention  to  a  question, 
which  this  afternoon  was  the  subject 
of  inquiry  on  my  part,  addressed  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury.  When  the  Government 
took  over  the  telegraphs  of  the  country, 
the  House  was  very  jealous  to  make 
provision  for  guarding  the  secrecy  of 
telegrams.  The  Electric  Telegraph  Act, 
1868,  Section  20,  provided  that  any 
person  having  official  duties  connected 
with  the  Post  Office  who  should,  con-c 
trary  to  certain  conditions  contained  in 
the  Act,  disclose,  or  in  any  way  make 
known  the  contents,  or  any  part  of  the 
contents,  of  any  message  or  messages 
intrusted  to  the  Postmaster  General  for 
transmission,  should  be  guilty  of  a  mis- 
demeanour, and  should  be  subject  to 
very  heavy  penalties.  Now,  I  complain 
that  the  provisions  of  that  Act  appear 
to  have  been  disregarded  in  the  most 
wholesale  manner  by  the  Postal  Au- 
thorities, and  other  authorities  in  the 
Highlands  of  Scotland. 

Captain  VERNEY  (Bucks,  N.,  Buck- 
ingham) :  I  rise  to  Order.  Do  the  ob- 
servations of  the  hon.  Gentleman  take 
precedence  of  Votes  in  Class  VI.  ? 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  Yes ;  unless  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  wishes  to 
move  a  reduction  on  Class  VI. 

Captain  VERNEY :  We  have  been 
over  almost  every  conceivable  subject  in 
reference  to  Ireland  this  evening,  and  I 
think  it  is  not  too  much  to  ask  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee  to  the  outrageous 


job  perpetrated  in  Wales  on  the  part  of 
the  Board  of  Works.  There  is  in  Wales 
the  Shrewsbury  and  Holyhead  road,  a 
Government  road,  made  for  the  purpose 
of  facilitating  the  march  of  troops,  with 
the  most  estimable  and  desirable  object 
of  keeping  down  the  Irish  rebels;  it 
was  maintained  at  the  Government  ex- 
pense- 


Mb.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W) : 
Mr.  Courtney,  I  rise  to  Order.  I  wish  to 
ask  on  which  item  of  Class  VI.  it  is  com- 
petent to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
to  discuss  the  Menai  Bridge  ? 

Captain  VERNEY :  On  the  Superan- 
nuation and  Allowance  Vote  to  Engi- 
neers of  the  Bridge. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  will  not  be  in  Order 
in  discussing  the  road.  He  must  confine 
his  observations  to  the  discussion  of  the 
item  for  superannuation  of  the  engineer. 

Captain  VERNEY :  Then,  Sir,  I  will 
point  out  to  the  Committee  that  the 
engineer  in  charge  of  the  road  has  been 
awarded  a  pension  for  life  of  £160  a-year. 
He  was  awarded  that  pension  because 
when  the  road,  which,  as  I  have  said, 
was  a  Government  road,  was  handed 
over  to  the  counties,  his  office  ceased, 
and  he  was  superannuated  by  the  Board 
of  Works.  I  have  no  objection  at 
all  to  any  deserving  officer  serving 
the  country  receiving  a  good  pension. 
1  received  a  pension  myself.  As  I 
have  said,  the  award  to  this  officer  was 
£160  a-year;  he  was  54  years  of  age, 
and  had  22  years'  Service.  This  officer, 
who  had  had  charge  of  the  road  during 
22  years,  kept  it  in  a  state  so  bad  and 
so  deplorable,  and,  on  the  whole,  mani- 
fested such  utter  incompetence  for  the 
work  he  had  performed,  that  his  con- 
duct was  the  subject  of  animadversion 
throughout  the  counties  through  which 
the  road  passes.  Now,  the  County  Sur- 
veyor of  Carnarvonshire,  repprting  on 
this  road,  said  that  when  the  road  was 
placed  under  the  charge  of  the  officer  I 
am  referring  to  it  was  a  convex  road ; 
and  that,  when  it  was  handed  over  to 
the  counties,  he  found  by  actual  mea- 
surement that  the  centre  of  the  road  was 
5,  6,  and  9  inches  below  the  level  of 
the  gutters ;  and  it  is  for  this  that  the 
engineer  has  been  pensioned.  I  find  in 
the  evidence  given  before  the  Select 
Committee  that  Colonel  West  stated 
that  the  condition  of  the  road  was  so 
scandalous  that    it  was  impossible  to 
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drive  along  it.  I  find,  also,  that  one 
Burveyor  stated  tbat  it  was  in  such  a  bad 
condition  tbat  it  would  cost  £152  a-mile 
to  pat  it  in  order.  I  find,  also,  these 
words  in  a  Heport  now  before  the  House 
of  Oommons — 

"  That  the  road  will  be  irretrievably  ruined, 
owmg  to  the  carelessness,  the  igptiorance,  or  the 
incompetence  of  those  whose  duty  it  has  been 
to  see  the  road  duly  maintained.'* 

["Question,  Question!"]  I  do  not 
think  anyone  can  say  I  am  not  speaking 
to  the  point.  The  Committee  is  asked 
to  pay  the  engineer  a  pension  on  account 
of  work  which  he  did  not  do.  The 
Beport  also  says  — 

*<  We  urgently  recommend  that  not  a  moment 
should  be  lost  in  representing  strongly  to  those 
in  authority  that  the  management  of  the  road 
should  no  longer  be  left  in  the  hopelessly  in- 
competent hands  to  which  it  is  at  present 
intrusted,  whose  culpable  negligence  is  a  dis- 
grace to  the  Department  which  employs  them, 
and  would  not  be  tolerated  for  a  day  in  any 
servant  of  this  county  (Anglesey)." 

And  yet  we  are  asked  to  vote  for  this 
incompetent  officer  a  pension  for  life  of 
£160  a-year.  But  tbat  is  not  all — the 
duties  of  this  officer  extended  all  the  way 
from  Shrewsbury  to  Holyhead :  and, 
therefore,  part  of  his  duty  lay  in  main- 
taining a  portion  of  the  Menai  Bridge 
itself,  concerning  which  I  have  asked 
the  {Secretary  to  the  Treasury  several 
questions,  the  answers  which  he  re- 
turned to  them  being  received  with  the 
greatest  dissatisfaction  in  the  counties 
interested.  This  road  was  handed  over 
to  the  counties ;  but  that  is  not  the  case 
with  the  bridge.  The  bridge  remains 
in  the  hands  of  the  Government ;  and, 
therefore,  the  work  of  this  officer,  so  far 
as  the  bridge  is  concerned,  was  not 
superseded.  He  has  been  pensioned  as 
if  his  work  had  been  abolished ;  but  it 
was  not  abolished,  because  part  of  it  re- 
mains in  the  hands  of  the  Government ; 
and  the  Government  have  voted  £50  to 
another  engineer  to  look  after  the  bridge. 
In  order  to  prove  what  I  have,  said,  I 
hold  in  my  hand  the  Chairman's  Eeport ; 
and  I  point  out  that  the  bridge  is  being 
repaired  with  stones  and  macadam,  in- 
stead of  asphalte,  which  was  originally 
put  on  the  roadway. 

An  hon.  Membeb:  Mr.  Courtney,  I 
submit  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman is  no  longer  confining  himself  to 
the  subject  of  the  superannuation  al- 
lowance of  the  engineer,  but  is  going 
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into  other  matters  contrary  to  your 
ruling. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  is  travelling  over  a 
rather  wider  area  than  be  is  entitled  to. 

Captaik  VEBNEY:  Then,  Sir,  I  will 
conclude  by  moving  the  reduction  of 
this  Vote  by  the  sum  of  £160,  for  super- 
annuation allowance  to  an  incompetent 
man,  which  I  regard  as  one  of  those  jobs 
which  ought  to  be  brought  before  the 
House  of  Commons. 

Motion  made,  and  Question, 

*<  That  the  Item  of  £20,000,  for  Superannua- 

tion  and  Retired  Allowances,  he  reduced  by  the 

sum  of  £160."— (Capfam  Vernty,) 

— put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Da.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College)  : 
I  was  saying,  when  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  rose  to  move  the  Amendment 
which  has  just  been  negatived,  that  it 
was  extremely  necessary  to  insure  ^e 
secrecy  of  telegrams,  and  I  was  quoting 
the  Act  bearing  on  that  subject,  which 
is  most  explicit  and  most  stringent. 
During  the  disturbed  state  of  things 
in  the  Island  of  Skye,  the  authorities 
thought  it  necessary  to  make  certain  in- 
quiries into  what  took  place  there.  Now, 
I  do  not  intend  to  make  a  charge  on 
account  of  inquiries  that  were  considered 
necessary  in  the  interests  of  law  and 
order;  but  I  protest  against  those  in- 
quiries being  made  by  officialsin  violation 
of  the  law.  The  law  has  provided  that 
although  the  secrecy  of  telegrams  shall, 
under  ordinary  circumstances,  be  main- 
tained, if  a  case  comes  before  the  Home 
Secretary  which  satisfies  him  of  the  ne- 
cessity of  so  doing,  he  may  make  an 
order  for  the  production  of  a  telegram, 
or,  if  he  refuse  to  do  so,  the  question  may 
be  brought  before  a  Court,  who  can  re- 
quire the  telegram  to  be  produced. 
That  surely  afiPords  sufficient  facilities 
for  getting  at  any  telegrams  that  it  may 
be  necessary,  in  the  interests  of  law  and 
order,  to  make  public ;  but  I  complain 
that  the  officials,  without  any  of  these 
formalities  having  been  gone  through, 
have  violated  the  secrecy  of  telegrams 
in  the  most  flagrant  manner.  On  a 
former  occasion  I  brought  a  complaint 
before  the  House  as  to  the  sworn  in- 
formation brought  against  Sheriff  Ivory, 
of  having  gone  into  the  Post  Office  and 
threatened  the  man  in  charge,  in  order 
to  get  information  as  to  the  telegrams 
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received  there.  Sheriff  Ivory  denied  the 
truth  of  the  oharf^es  brought  against 
him,  and  the  Lord  Advocate  accepted  his 
statement.  That  matter  has  already  been 
before  the  House,  and  I  did  not  propose 
to  go  into  it  again ;  but  within  the  last 
few  days  Sheriff  Ivory  has  thought  tit 
to  violate  all  the  traditions  of  the  posi- 
tion which  he  holds,  and  published  a 
Beport  of  the  information  taken  at  the 
secret  inqui^,  as  well  as  correspondence 
which  the  Lord  Advocate  telb  us  he 
should  have  considered  confidential.  In 
this  Beport  Sheriff  Ivory  gives  the  de- 
tails of  information  sworn  before  him, 
which,  among  other  things,  shows  the 
systematic  violation  of  the  secrecy  of 
telegrams  of  which  I  complain.  I  quote 
from  the  Question  which  I  put  to-day  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury.  One  of  the  witnesses  exa- 
mined by  Sheriff  Ivory,  Deputy  Chief 
Oonstable  Aitchison,  said  that  when 
Mr.  Mahon,  a  Post  Office  official,  came 
he  sent  for  the  Inspector  and  him- 
self, and  they  met  him  then  and  on 
several  occasions  afterwards;  that  on 
those  occasions  he  showed  them  various 
telegrams,  for  some  of  which  he  had  ap- 
plied to  Sheriff  Spens  for  authority  to 
show,  but  that  he  had  also  shown  them 
several  telegrams  before  he  got  that 
authority ;  that  a  day  or  two  afterwards 
he  came  with  a  bundle  of  telegrams; 
that  he  (Aitchison)  asked  Mr.  Mahon 
for  a  copy  of  the  telegrams.  Another 
vritness  said  that  Mr.  Mahon  pro- 
duced a  batch  of  20  or  30  telegrams  and 
showed  the  contents  to  him.  Not  only 
were  copies  taken,  but  a  whole  series 
of  telegrams  are  given  to  the  world. 
To  show  the  mischief  of  this,  a  con- 
stituent of  mine,  a  reporter  in  Glasgow, 
had  one  of  the  telegrams  addressed  to 
him ;  and  Sheriff  Ivory,  taking  him  for 
someone  else,  denounced  him  as  ''one 
of  the  leaders  in  the  revolution  in  Skye." 
He  denounced,  also,  the  postmaster  as 
one  of  the  leaders  of  reoellion.  Sir, 
there  is  here  a  double  violation  of  se- 
crecy ;  first  by  the  Post  Office  officials, 
and  then  by  the  official  into  whose 
hands  these  telegrams  were  given.  The 
telegrams  were,  by  Sheriff  Ivory,  laid 
before  the  Commissioners  of  Supply  of 
Inverness- shire,  in  the  first  instance,  and 
then,  through  the  Press,  became  public 
property.  In  concluding  my  remarks 
upon  this  subject,  I  say  that  if  you  are 
going  to  administer  law  in  a  disturbed 


district  it  is  necessary  that  it  should  be 
administered  in  an  orderly  fashion,  with 
an  even  hand  ;  and,  above  all  things,  it 
is  necessary  that  it  should  be  done  with 
due  regard  to  the  provisions  of  Acts  of 
Parliament.  I  refuse  to  be  content  with 
the  answer  I  have  received  to-day,  and 
in  order  that  the  Committee  may  pro- 
nounce an  opinion  on  the  importance  of 
preserving  the  secrecy  of  telegrams  for 
which  this  House  has  made  provision,  I 
beg  to  move  the  reduction  of  this  Vote 
by  the  sum  of  £100. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*That  the  Item  of  £120,000,  for  the  Post 
Office  Telegraph,  be  reduced  by  the  sum  of 
£100."— (^r.  Cameron.) 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  I  do 
not  suppose  that  anyone  will  differ  in 
opinion  as  to  the  impropriety  of  violating 
the  secrecy  of  telegrams.  This  is  a  sub- 
ject with  respect  to  which  an  answer 
was  given  to-day  by  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury.  The  circumstances  arose  out 
of  the  unhappy  condition  of  affairs  in 
Skye.  It  appears  that  there  was  reason 
to  believe  that  two  postmasters  in  Skye 
had  been  mingling  themselves  with  prac- 
tices which  were  illegal,  if  not  criminal, 
and  that  with  a  view  of  pursuing  inquiry 
the  Post  Office  Authorities  sent  down  a 
gentleman  to  investigate  the  circum- 
stances, and  in  his  intercourse  with  the 
police  who  gave  him  information  it 
seems  that  he  showed  certain  telegprams. 
Now,  whether  this  was  a  breach  of  the 
Electric  Telegraphs  Act  is  a  question 
which  I  do  not  go  into ;  but  I  think, 
when  it  is  considered  that  the  gentleman 
in  question  was  pursuing  this  delicate 
inquiry,  everyone  will  feel  that  if  he 
committed  any  error  at  all  it  was  of  the 
most  venial  character,  and  that  there 
was  not  on  his  part  the  slightest  inten- 
tion to  violate  the  secrecy  of  telegrams. 
That  seems  to  me  to  be  the  whole  of  the 
matter,  and  my  hon.  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary to -the  Treasury  has  stated  that 
technically  what  had  been  done  by  Mr. 
Mahon  was  not  within  the  rule,  but 
that  officially  his  superiors  were  satisfied 
that  he  had  no  evil  intention.  It  is  diffi- 
cult to  see  how  he  could  have  carried  out 
the  kind  of  inquiry  he  was  directed  to 
conduct  without  showing  the  telegrams 
to  the  police  who  could  assist  him.  In 
that  lies  the  explanation  of  the  whole 
affair  which  seems  to  imply  a  slur  upon 
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Mr.  Mahon,  but  of  whose  intention, 
as  I  have  said,  his  superiors  are  per- 
fectly satisfied. 

Dii.  CLAEK  (Caithness) :  If  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  studies  the 
case  he  will  see  that  SherifiP  Ivory  has 
not  stated  it  accurately.  According  to 
Sheriff  Ivory  the  account  is  that  per- 
mission was  telegraphed  for  to  Edin- 
burgh, but  refused.  These  are  the  cir- 
cumstances. A  man  was  sent  down  to 
do  certain  work ;  he  broke  the  law ;  he 
was  told  by  his  superior  officers  not  to 
do  it;  but  he  did  it  notwithstanding. 
Well,  Sir,  I  think  that  the  thanks  of  the 
Committee  are  due  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron)  for  referring 
to  this  matter.  We  have  here  the  case 
of  a  Post  Office  official  sent  down  to  do 
certain  work,  and  contrary  to  his  in- 
structions breaking  the  law;  we  have 
the  unique  case  of  a  man  breaking  the 
law  who  ought  to  have  set  the  example 
of  preserving  it,  and  we  have  an  account 
of  the  affiair  given  by  the  Lord  Advocate, 
who  seems  to  be  the  advocate  of  all  these 
law-breakers.  It  is  clear  that  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  is  quite 
prepared  to  support  the  breaking  of  these 
Acts  by  the  Sheriffs.  How  does  this 
matter  stand  ?  We  say  that  this  official 
who  was  sent  down  to  Skye  disobeyed 
his  instructions,  and  that  he  has  com- 
mitted criminal  acts  for  which  he  ought 
to  be  sent  to  prison  for  two  years,  and 
ought  to  forfeit  his  salary.  It  seems  to 
me  that  the  Sheriffs  of  Scotland  do  not 
know  much  of  the  law  which  they  have 
to  administer,  and  Sheriff  Ivory  tells  the 
Commissioners  that  upon  grounds  of 
ignorance  these  persons  broke  the  law. 
A  question  of  fact  arises,  and  we  have 
on  one  hand  the  statement  of  the  Sheriff, 
and  on  the  other  statements  of  the  post- 
master, telegraph  clerk,  and  two  gen- 
tlemen who  were  present  at  the  time. 
The  Sheriff  comes  into  the  office  to 
bully  the  postmaster's  clerk,  in  order  to 
compel  him  to  aid  and  abet  him  in 
breaking  the  law  ;  two  gentlemen  are 
present;  they  see  the  illegal  action  of 
the  Sheriff,  and  make  affidavits  relating 
to  the  crime  which  the  Sheriff  has  com- 
mitted; but  the  Lord  Advocate  passes 
over  all  this.  I  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  if 
he  will  institute  a  full  inqiiiry  into  the 
conduct  of  Sheriff  Ivory,  or  bring  a 
charge  of  perjury  against  the  postmaster 
and  the  clerk  ?  I  trust  that,  at  any  rate, 
the  matter  will  not  be  allowed  to  remain 

Ths  Lord  Advocate 


in  its  present  position.  I  think  the 
explanation  given  by  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate is  eminently  unsatisfactory,  in- 
asmuch as  it  is  quite  contrary  to  the 
statement  made  by  the  Sheriff,  and  I  trust 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Glasgow 
will  divide  the  Committee  on  his  Motion. 

The  SECRETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  Henby  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton, £.) :  Perhaps  the  Commit- 
tee will  allow  me  to  repeat  what  I  have 
said  several  times  this  evening,  that  the 
Vote  before  us  is  a  Vote  on  Account.  I 
may  also  point  out  that  even  the  salary 
which  is  the  subject  of  the  reduction 
moved  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
is  not  included  in  this  Vote,  and  that 
the  proper  time  to  raise  the  question  of 
the  conduct  of  the  officials  would  be 
when  the  Post  Office  Vote  is  taken.  But 
if  that  be  objected  to  on  the  ground  of 
technicality,  I  say  that  on  the  ground  of 
fairness  the  matter  ought  not  to  have 
been  brought  up  this  evening.  Although 
Mr.  Mahon  has  acted  unadvisedly  he 
has  not,  it  seems  to  me,  acted  with  a 
bad  intention ;  and  I  think  that  if  any- 
one intends  to  challenge  his  intention. 
Notice  should  be  given  in  order  that  the 
House,  having  all  the  facts  before  it, 
may  judge  for  itself  and  act  fairly.  No 
one  regards  more  than  I  the  importance 
of  the  sanctity  of  telegrams ;  but  I  sub- 
mit that  this  is  not  the  time  to  raise  the 
question,  and  I  hope  that  when  the  Post 
Office  Vote  comes  forward  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Glasgow  will  put  down  a  Notice 
with  reference  to  this  matter,  and  the 
House  will  then  have  an  opportunity  of 
exercising  its  judgment  upon  it.  It 
would  seem  that  the  authorities  at  Skye 
put  pressure  on  Mr.  Mahon  which  tkey 
ought  not  to  have  done.  I  do  not  want 
to  shield  Mr.  Mahon,  who  may  have 
done  an  act  for  which  he  ought  to  be 
visited  with  a  large  reduction  of  scdary ; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  I  do  not  want  to 
condemn  him  unheard. 

Dr.  CAMERON  :  The  telegrams  are 
published  in  Sheriff  Ivory's  Report,  and 
thus  you  have  a  double  violation  of  the 
law. 

Mr.  henry  H.  FOWLER:  We 
are  not  responsible  for  that. 

Dr.  CAMERON:  I  do  not  say  you 
are  responsible,  but  the  servants  of  the 
Post  Office  have  violated  the  secrecy  of 
telegrams  in  one  direction,  and  another 
official  has  violated  it  in  another,  witii 
the  result  that  the  telegrams  have  been 
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made  public.  I  put  down  a  detailed 
Question  on  this  subject  a  fortnight  ago. 
I  postponed  it  for  a  week,  and  there  has 
been  ample  time  to  answer  it.  If  my 
hon.  Friend  is  not  in  a  position  to 
answer  it  I  regret  it  much  ;  and,  at  the 
same  time,  I  point  out  that  the  same  sort 
of  thing  will  always  occur  so  long  as 
the  Postmaster  General  is  not  a  Member 
of  this  House.  It  is  thought  unnecessary 
to  have  the  Postmaster  General  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  the  consequence 
is  we  are  debarred  from  obtaining  infor- 
mation about  a  Department  which  the 
House  of  Commons  is,  perhaps,  more  in- 
timately connected  with  than  any  other. 
I  did  not  understand  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  to  say  that  Mr.  Mahon  had 
been  even  reprimanded. 

Mk.  HENIIY  H.  FOWLER :  There 
was  an  expression  of  disapproval  on  the 
part  of  his  superiors. 

Dr.  CAMERON:  Well,  Sir,  I  am 
not  satisfied,  and  with  all  deference  to 
the  opinion  of  my  hon.  Friend  I  feel  it 
my  duty  to  divide  the  Committee  on  this 
question. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  54; 
Noes  116:  Majority  62.— (Div.  list. 
No.  105.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Donegal, 
E.) :  Some  time  ago  I  asked  a  very  simple 
Question  of  the  Government ;  but  I  am 
sorry  to  say  I  failed  to  get  an  answer  to 
it.  It  was  in  regard  to  the  policy  of 
the  Government  in  relation  to  the  Civil 
Service  in  Ireland.  It  is  perfectly 
notorious  that  there  has  been  a  scan- 
dalous extravagance  in  connection  with 
the  Irish  Civil  Service,  and  it  is  also 
notorious  that  a  great  number  of  offi- 
cials are  feathering  their  nests  as 
quickly  as  possible,  or,  in  other  words, 
vested  interests  are  being  established  at 
once.  They  are  filling  whatever  vacan- 
cies there  may  happen  to  exist  at  pre- 
sent, and  where  they  do  not  exist  they 
are  creating  vested  interests  which 
will  eventually  be  thrown  upon  the 
Irish  Exchequer.  I  would  therefore  ask 
the  Government  if  they  are  preparing  to 
abstain  from  filling  up  vacancies  in  the 
Civil  Service,  because  otherwise  they  will 
be  throwing  on  the  Irish  Exchequer 
burdens  which,  in  addition  to  being  un- 
necessary, are  exceedingly  grievous,  by 
establishing  vested  interests  which  we 
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shall  never  be  able  to  disregard,  and 
which  will  hang  like  a  millstone  round 
our  necks 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHB- 
QUER(8ir  William  HARCOURT)(Derby): 
If  the  hon.  Member  will  allow  me  to  say 
so,  it  appears  to  me  that  the  question  is 
a  little  premature,  and  I  think  we  had 
better  wait  until  we  can  see  our  way  a 
little  further  ahead  in  this  matter.  It  is 
quite  impossible  to  answer  a  question  of 
this  sort  at  the  x)resent  stage  of  the  dis- 
cussion. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  It  ap- 
pears to  me  that  now  is  the  time  to  take 
steps  to  prevent  the  filling  up  of  vacan- 
cies, so  I  cannot  see  how  the  question 
can  be  said  to  be  premature.  There  are 
many  places  which  may  be  vacant  at 
this  moment ;  and  if  we  are  not  to  speak 
now  upon  the  subject,  when  are  we  to 
speak?  If  these  appointments  are 
filled  up,  vested  interests  will  be  created, 
and  we  shall  then  have  no  opportunity 
of  objecting. 

Mr.  H.  J.  GILL  (Limerick):  I 
should  like  to  ask  a  question  as  to  the 
subject  of  the  unfair  treatment  of  the 
postal  officials  in  Cork  which  was 
brought  before  the  Committee  to-night. 
Exactly  the  same  state  of  things  hap- 
pens in  Limerick,  which  is  also  a  first- 
class  town.  In  Limerick  the  officials 
only  get  22j?.  a-week,  while  in  Belfast 
they  get  26«.,  and  in  Dublin  28».  a-week. 
I  would  be  very  much  obliged,  therefore, 
if  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  would  look  into  the 
matter. 

Mr.  DWYER  gray  (Dublin,  St. 
Stephen's  Green) :  While  I  am  in 
favour  of  seeing  all  employh  fairly  paid, 
I  do  not  think  that  this  is  quite  the 
proper  time  to  raise  questions  as  to 
increasing  the  salaries  of  Civil  Servants 
in  Ireland.  On  the  contrary,  I  think 
that  we  should  rather  endeavour  to  ob- 
tain an  undertaking  that  until  the  im- 
portant questions  which  are  now  before 
the  country  are  decided  there  should  be 
no  increases  of  salaries  amongst  any 
class  of  officials  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  8.) :  I  wish 
to  press  the  question,  Sir,  which  has 
been  pat  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  East  Donegal  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor) — ^namely,  that  there  shall  be 
no  increase  in  the  cost  of  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice. It  is  well  known  that  all  the 
officials  are  now  making  snug  berths  foi>/> 
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their  relatives  and  friends,  and  we  shall 
one  of  these  dajs  have  to  commute  their 
pensions.  The  extent  to  which  this  is 
beinii:  done  is  now  becoming  a  public 
scandal.  I  would  point  out,  also,  that 
these  people  have  always  been  opposed 
to  the  interests  of  Ireland ;  and  while 
one  portion  of  them  are  at  present  en- 
gaged making  nice  little  berths  for  their 
friends  and  obtaining  increases  of  sa- 
lary, another  portion  of  them  are  en- 
gaged in  organizing  the  opposition  to 
the  Government  of  Ireland  Bill.  I 
earnestly  hope  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  will  in- 
quire into  this  matter,  and  put  a  stop 
to  what  is  now  going  on. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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(3.)  £207,600,  Coast  Guard  Service 
and  Eoyal  Naval  Eeserves,  &o. 

(4.)  £113,200,  Scientific  Branch. 

Captain  PRICE  (Devonport) :  I  wish 
to  ask  a  question  as  to  the  Training 
School  for  engineer  students.  I  under- 
stand that  very  considerable  alterations 
are  to  be  made  in  the  system ;  and,  as 
far  as  I  can  make  out,  many  of  them 
merit  our  warmest  approval.  But  there 
is  one  matter  which  I  should  like  to 
inquire  into.  I  understand  that  the 
junior  students  are  to  be  trained  exclu- 
sively at  Devonport,  and  that  the  senior 
students  are  to  be  transferred  to  Ports- 
mouth. As  a  matter  of  fact,  there  are 
about  180  engineer  students  altogether, 
and  90  of  them  are  trained  at  Devon- 
port  and  90  at  Portsmouth,  and  they  re- 
main at  one  place  or  the  other  through- 
out their  course  of  instruction.  It  is 
now  arranged  that  they  are  only  to  re- 
main three  years  at  Devonport,  and  then 
be  transferred  to  Portsmouth  to  com- 
plete their  course.  What  I  want  to 
know  is,  what  is  the  reason  for  this 
change  ?  It  will  be  inconvenient  to  the 
students,  and  it  will  certainly  be  highly 
inconvenient  to  the  parents.  There  is 
one  reason  why  I  think  this  transfei*ence 
should  not  take  place,  and  that  is  be- 
cause it  will  do  away  with  all  that  healthy 
spirit  of  rivalry  which  has  hitherto 
existed  between  the  two  training  schools, 
and  which  has  done  so  much  good.  An- 
other reason  I  have  for  objecting  to  the 
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change  is  that  if  you  separate  the  stu- 
dents you  get  rid  of  that  check  which 
the  pressure  of  the  older  students  exer- 
cises upon  the  younger  ones,  and  which 
is  productive  of  so  much  good.  The 
Admiralty,  however,  may  have  good 
reasons  for  the  change ;  but  if  thej 
have,  why  are  the  younger  students  to 
be  kept  at  Devonport  and  the  seniors 
taken  to  Portsmouth,  because  everybody 
knows  that  the  facilities  for  training 
engineer  students  at  Devonport  are  far 
better  than  those  at  Portsmouth  ?  At 
Devonport  they  had  a  very  handsome 
Institution,  which  has  been  provided 
during  the  last  few  years,  while  at 
Portsmouth  the  students  have  to  live  on 
an  old  hidk.  Then,  again,  there  is  this 
question — and  it  is  of  far  greater  im- 
portance than  anything  else — that,  of  the 
students  who  have  passed  their  exami- 
nation of  late,  Devonport  has  been  far 
ahead  of  Portsmouth.  Of  the  24  who 
passed  last  year  there  were  only  two 
from  Portsmouth,  and  these  were  the 
8th  and  16th  on  the  list.  These  all  ap- 
pear to  me  to  be  arguments  in  favour  of 
retaining  the  senior  students  at  Devon- 
port,  where  the  facilities  are  much  the 
better,  and  transferring  the  juniors  to 
Portsmouth.  On  the  other  side,  it  is 
said  that  the  students  have  now  to  un- 
dergo a  course  of  torpedo  practice,  and 
that  the  facilities  are  much  better  at 
Portsmouth  than  at  Devonport.  That 
cannot  be  so,  however,  because  a  Tor- 
pedo School  has  been  fitted  up  at  Devon- 
port,  and  is  quite  as  good  as  that  which 
exists  at  Portsmouth.  I  shall  be  ex- 
ceedingly glad  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  will  give  me  some  explanation  on 
these  points. 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMI. 
EALTY  rMr.  Hibbert)  (Oldham):  I 
shall  be  glad  to  give  my  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Friend  all  the  information  I  can  on 
this  subject.  I  agree  with  all  that  he 
has  said  as  to  the  School  at  Devonport 
having  secured  better  results  than  Ports- 
mouth; but  the  proposal  which  is  not 
yet  complete,  but  is  still  under  considera- 
tion, was  made  on  the  recommendation 
of  a  Committee  of  Inquiry.  That  Com- 
mittee was  composed  of  naval  men,  and 
men  engaged  in  the  Naval  College ;  and 
there  is  no  doubt  that  they  went  into  the 
subject,  as  to  the  advantages  and  disad- 
vantages of  Portsmouth  and  Devonport, 
most  thoroughly.  After  having  done 
so,  the^  were  in  favour  of  Pevonpoit 
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being  reserved  for  the  younger  students, 
and  jPortsmouth f or  the  seniors;  and  I 
think  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  will 
see  eventually  that  they  had  good  grounds 
for  so  reporting.  It  is  proposed  that  at 
Portsmouth  there  shall  be  an  University 
Professor  of  veiy  high  attainments.  He 
will  be  supported  by  several,  at  least 
three,  other  assistant  teachers ;  and  al- 
together the  School  or  College  will  be  of 
a  superior  character  to  that  of  Devon- 
port.  At  the  same  time,  however,  the 
School  at  Devonport  will  be  kept  very 
much  on  its  present  footing.  There  is 
no  reason  for  interfering  with  its  status  ; 
but  it  is  thought  that  there  is  a  great 
advantage  in  the  younger  students  going 
to  one  College  and  the  older  to  another. 
When  the  proposal  is  carried  out,  and 
assented  to  by  the  Treasury,  I  think  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  will  find  that 
it  is  one  which  will  be  of  great  advan- 
tage to  the  students,  and  will  result  in 
much  greater  benefits  to  them  than  the 
present  system. 

Captain  PEICE  :  Is  the  Marlborough 
to  be  maintained,  or  will  the  students  be 
transferred  to  a  College  at  Portsmouth  ? 

Mr.  HIBBEBT:  That  is  a  large 
question,  and  one  which  has  not  been 
considered;  but  I  have  no  doubt  that 
some  change  will  be  made  in  that  re- 
spect. 

8m  THOMAS  BRASSEY  (Hastings) : 
I  have  no  objection  to  the  scheme  wfach 
my  right  hon.  Friend  has  just  explained, 
and  I  wish  to  thank  him  for  the  pains 
which  he  has  taken  to  obtain  improved 
teaching  for  the  older  students  at  Ports- 
mouth. At  the  same  time,  I  hope  that 
he  will  not  allow  any  reduction  to  be 
made  in  the  status  of  the  School  at 
Devonport,  or  in  the  quality  of  the  teach- 
ing there. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(5.)  £812,900,  Half-Pay,  Reserved 
Half-Pay,  and  Retired  Pay  to  Officers  of 
the  Navy  and  Marines. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrou)  ; 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Wednes- 
day, 


ULSTER  CANAL  AND  TYRONE  NAVT- 

GATION  BILL.— [Bill  14L] 

(JTr.  John  if  or  ley,  Mr,  Henri/  H,  Fowler,) 

xomrnatiox   of   select    committeb. 

[adjoukned  debate.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [18th  May], 

"That  Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler  be  a  Member 
of  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Ulster  Canal 
and  Tyrone  Navigation  Bill." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Londonderry, 
S.) :  As  I  understand  it,  there  are  upon 
the  Committee  four  Members  in  favour 
of  the  Bill,  and  one  opposed  to  it.  I  pre- 
sume the  G-overnment  haye  no  objection 
to  our  having  two  Members  on  it  who 
are  opposed  to  the  Bill,  provided  that  to 
the  additional  Members  to  be  nominated 
we  add  the  name  of  another  hon.  Mem- 
ber in  favour  of  the  Bill,  so  that  we  shall 
be  2  to  7. 

The  SECRETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
SURY  (Mr.  Abnoli)  Mobley)  (Netting- 
ham,E.):  I  have  given  Notioeof  my  inten- 
tion to  move  the  appointment  of  two 
additional  Members  to  the  Conmiittee, 
one  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  and  one  against 
it. 

Sir  James  Cobbt,  Mr.  Haslett,  Mr. 
WiLLiAic  O'Bbien,  and  Mr.  Abthub 
O'CoKNOB  nominated  other  Members  of 
the  Select  Committee. 

MOTION. 

0 

DIVOBOE  BILLS. 
Select  Committee  on  Divorce  Bills  nomtnated 
of, — Mr.  Attorney  Genbbal,  The  Lobd  Adto- 
CATB,  Mr.  Ma&um,  Sir  John  Mowbrat,  Mr. 
Plunkbt,  Mr.  Raikbs,  Sir  Hbnrt  Sblwin- 
Ibbbtson,  Mr.  Shaw  Lbfbtbb,  and  Mr.  Wodb- 

HOUSE. 

House  a4Joiini6d  at  half  after 
Twoo'dock. 
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Explanation  of  the  Abbreviations. 

Bills,  liead  !•,  2o,  3»,  or  !•,  2*,  3*,  Read  the  First,  Second,  or  Third  Time.— In  Speeches 
IR.,  2R.,3R.,  Speech  delivered  on  the  First,  Second,  or  Third  Reading.— ilm^nd^.,  Amend- 
ment.— Ret,,  Resolution. — Comtn.,  Committee. — Re-Comm,^  Re-Committal. — Rep,,  Report,— 
Coruid.,  Consideration. — AdL,  Adjournment  or  Adjourned. — eL,  Clause.—^o^.  el.,  Additional 
Clause. — neg.,  Negatived. — M.  Q.,  Main  Question. — 0,  Q.,  Original  Question. — 0,  M.,  Original 
Motion. — P,  Q.,  Previous  Question. — r.  p.,  Report  Progress. — A,,  Ayes. — N,,  Noes. — M,,  Ma- 
jority.— \tt,  Div,,2nd.  Div.,  First  or  Second  Division. — /.,  Lords. — e..  Commons. 
When  in  this  Index  a  *  is  added  to  the  Reading  pf  a  Bill,  it  indicates  that  no  Debate  took 

place  upon  that  stage  of  the  measure. 
When  in  the  Text  or  in  the  Index  a  Speech  is  marked  thus*,  it  indicates  that  the  Speech 

is  reprinted  from  a  Pamphlet  or  some  authorised  Report. 
Whenin  the  Index  a  f  is  prefixed  to  a  Name  or  an  Office  (the  Member  having  accepted  or 

vacated  office  during  the  Session)  and  to  Subjects  of  Debate  thereunder,  it  indicates  that  the 

Speeches  on  those  Subjects  were  delivered  in  the  speaker's  private  or  official  character,  as  the 

case  may  be. 
Some  subjects    of  debate  have  been  classified  under  the  following  **  General  Ileadings :  "— 

Armt — Navt  —  India — Ibblamo  —  Sootlasid  —  Pabliimbnt — Poob  Law — Post  Officb— 

MsTROPOLis  —  Church   op   Ekoland^  Education — Criminal   Law — Law  and  Justioi-^ 

Taxation,  under  Wats  and  Mxans. 


ABRAHAM,    Mr.    W.,     Glamorgan, 
Rhondda 
Mining  Royalties,  Res.  1137 

Abraham,  Mr.  W.,  Limerick^  W, 
Government  of  Ireland,  2 R.  1244 
Ireland — Inland   Navigation   and   Drainage ~ 
The  River  Shannon,  762 

AcLAND,  Mr.  0.  T.  Dyke  (Secretary  to 
the  Board  of  Trade),  CornwaU, 
Launeeston 

Cattle  Markets— Weighing  Machines,  18S5 

Freshwater  Fisheries,  2R.  1615 

International  and  Colonial  Copyright,  Comm. 
cl,  2,  483  ;  el,  5,  487  ;  el,  6,  Amendt.  ib 

Ireland — Education  of  the  Children  oi  Light- 
house Keepers,  1037 

Lowe's  Charity  (Lichfield),  Res.  1402,  1403 

Metropolis— Railways— Paddington  and  Lime- 
house  Railway,  1528 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House  —  Orders 
of  the  Day  for  Second  Reading— Postpone- 
ment of  Unprintod  Bills,  339 
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Addison,  Mr.  J.  E.  W.,  Aihton-under- 
Lyne 
Medical  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  246 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  22 
Probation  of  First  Offenders,  2R.  338 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday,  Comm. 

Amendt.  318 
Supply— Supreme  Court  of  Judicature,  183 

Admiralty  —  First    Lord   {»$$  Ripon, 
Marquess  of) 

Admibalty — Civil  Lord  {%$$  Duff,  Mr. 
E.  W.) 

Admiralty — Secretary  to  {ie$  Hibbbrt, 
Right  Hon.  J.  T.) 

Advooatb,    The   Lord    {see   Balfour, 
Right  Hon.  J.  B.) 
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Africa  (South) 
ZtUuland — The  Papers,  Question,  Mr.  Baden- 
Powell  ;    Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan) 
May  18.  1287 

Africa  ( West  Coast) 
Rio  Del  Rex/t  Question,  Mr.  llutton ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
AflFairs  (Mr.  Bryco)  ApnL  19,  11 

Agg-Gardner,  Mr.  J.  T.,  Cheltenham 
Licensing  Laws— I/icensing  of  OInbs,  161 

Aqnew,     Mr.     W.,     Lancashire^    S.K, 
Stretford 
Literature,  Science,  and  Art  —  Water  Colour 
Drawings  at  South  Kensington  Museum,  560 

Agricultural  Holdings  Act — Fishermen  on 
the  N^orth'East  Coast  of  Scotland 
Question,  Mr.  Ksslemont ;  Answer,  The  Lord 
Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  May  20,  1622 

AiNSLiE,   Mr.  W.   G.,     Lancashire,   N, 
Lonsdale 
Inland  Refenoe — Inoome  Tax,  906 

Allotments  Extension  Acty  1882 — Legisla- 
tion 
Question,  Mr.  Cobb ;  Answer,  The  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Stans- 
feld)  April  19,  19 

America  {South) — The  Argentine  Republic 
Question,  Lord  Frederick  (lamilton  ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  (Mr.  Bryce)  May  20,  1621 

ARon,  Mr.  J.,  Norfolky  N,W. 

Cottagers'  Allotment  Gardens,  2R.  1788,  1788  ; 

Amendt.  1789 
Felixstowe,   Ipswich,  and    Midlands  Railway, 

Petition  for  Bill,  Res.  732 
Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland),  2R.  1428 

Argyxl,  Duke  of 

Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  2R.  U80,  H86 
Marriage  witb  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister,  2R. 
1709,  1811 

Arms  (Ireland)  Bill  (Mr,  John  Morley^ 

Mr.     Secretary     Childers,     Mr.    Attorney 
General) 

#.  Ordered ;  read  1<»  •  May  6  [Bill  205] 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  bo  now  read  2<»*' 
May  20,  1530  ;  after  long  debate,  Question 
put;  A.  303,  N.  89;  M.  214;  Div.  List, 
A.  and  N.  1609 

Arms  {Ireland)  Bill 

Question,  Mr.  Brodrick  ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morloy) 
May  10,  673;  Notice,  Mr.  Lewis;  Ques- 
tion,  Mr.  T.    M.  Healy  ;  Answer,  Colonel 

\C9WL 


Arms  (Ireland)  BiU^eont, 

Waring  May  18,  1289;  Queetioii,  Mr. 
Mitchell  Henry ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  May  20, 
1528 

Army  ( Questions) 

Contraettfor  Forage,  Question,  Colonel  Brook- 
fleld ;  Answer,  The  Surveyor  General  of 
Ordnance  (Mr.  Woodall)  May  18.  1286 

Co-operative  Stores,  Questions,  Mr.  Hooper, 
Mr.  Sclater-Bootn  ;  Answers,  The  Seoretary 
of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell -Bannerman) 
MayU,  755 

NiU  Expeditions  -^  The  Rations,  Qoeitioii, 
Colonel  Brookfleld  ;  Answer.  The  Surveyor 
General  of  Ordnance  (Mr.  Woodall)  May  IS, 
1286 

Ordnance  Survey  —  The  Royal  Engineers  ^ 
Question,  Admiral  Sir  John  Commerellt 
Answer,  Mr.  Leveson  Gower  (A  Lord  of  the 
Treasury)  May  18,  1286 

Pennons  ^Case  of  James  Kelly ^  Army  Pdn- 
«ton^,  Question,  Mr,  P.  O'Brien;  Answer, 
The  Seoret«ry  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Camp- 
bell-Bannerman)  April  19,  4 

Political  Demonstrations — MtUtary  Band*, 
Questions,  Mr.  Labouchere,  Mr.  Coote,  Sir 
Herbert  Maxwell ;  Answers,  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell- Banner- 
man)  May  21,  1660 

Purchase  System  —  Purchase  Lieuiemmts, 
Question,  Sir  Richard  Paget ;  Answer,  The 
SecreUry  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman)  April  19,  8 

Quartermasters,  Question,  Colonel  Duncan; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  SUte  for  War 
(Mr.  Campbell- Bannerman)  May  24,  1882 

Retired  Officers  {Honorary  Rank),  Question, 
Captain  Vemey ;  Answer,  The  Finaneial 
Secretary,  War  Department  (Mr.  Herbert 
Gladstone)  3£iiy  6,  375 

Stores— Military  TenU— Arbour  Sill  Barraeks, 
Question,  Mr.  D.  Sullivan;  Ansvrer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Caoipbell- 
Bannerman)  April  19,  6 

War  Office  Establishment  —  Supplementary 
Clerks,  Question,  Mr.  Maodonald  Cameron  ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Mr.  Campbell-Baonerman)  i4pn/  19,  11 

War  Department  —  Manufacture  of  Onns, 
Question,  Sir  John  Kennaway ;  *  Anvwer, 
The  SecreUry  of  Stote  for  War  (Mr. 
Campbell- Bannerman)  Jfay  21,  1652 

Army  (India) 

Inspectors  of  Army  Schools,  Question,  Viscount 
Lewisham  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
of  Sute  for  India  ,(Mr.  Stafford  Howard) 
May  10,  566 

Royal  Engineer  OJicers,  Question,  Mr.  Howard 
Spensley ;  Answer,^  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  Campbell- Bannerman)  May  11, 
1156 

The  Auxiliary  Forces 

The  Militia  Regulations,  Question,  Mr.  Tot- 
tenham ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  Campbell- Bannerman)  May  13, 
007 
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AsHBOTTBNE,  Lord 

GoTernment  of  Ireland,  496 

Infknti,  2R.  1149 

"IreUnd  (Bleotoral  Statistics)  Return/' 898 

Laboarers  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment,  Gomm. 

eL  3,  1264  ;  el.  8, 1265  ;  el.  11,  t*. ;  add,el, 

1271 

Ashmkad-Babtlbtt,  Mr.  E.,  Sheffield, 
Eoeleaall 
Arms  (Ireland),  2R.  1607 
Goyemroent  of  Ireland,  2R.  638 

Athbeley- Jones,  Mr.  L.,  Durham,  N,  W. 
Law  and  Police  ( England)— Efiction  of  Miners 
in  Durham,  15 

Attorney  General  (tee  Eussell,  Sir 
C.) 

Amtrdlia—The  Rahhit  Plague 

Question,  Mr.  M.  J.  Kenny;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
(Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  May  13,  904 

Australasian  Colonies— The  Convention  of 

Sydney — Foreign  Annexation  in  the 

South  Facifio 

Question,  Mr.  Howard  Vincent ;  Answer,  The 

First   Lord    of  the  Treasury    (Mr.   W.  E. 

Gladstone)  May  13,  909 

Baden-Powell,  Mr.  Q.,  Liverpool,  Kirk- 
dale 
Africa  (South) -Zululand— The  Papers,  1287 
Canadian  Fisheries — The  "  Darid  J.  Adams," 

1041 
Continuance  Sittings,  14 
Dominion  of  Canada  .ind  the  United  States — 

Treaty  of  Washington — Fishery  Disputes,  19 
Trade  and  Commerce— Con Fention  with  Spain 

—British  Colonial  Produce,  1041 

Baooallay,  Mr.  E.,  Zamheth,  Brixton 
Registration  of  Voters — Vestry  Clerk  of  St. 
Panoras,  7,  8 

Baker,  Mr.  L.  J.,  Somerset,  Frome 
Import  Duties,  Res.  1081 
Supply— Now  Harbour  at  Dover,  167,  168 

Balfour,  Lord 

Salmon   Fisheries  Amendment,  2R.   Amendt. 

697 
Unifersities  (Scotland),  1145 

Balfour,  Bight  Hon.  A.  J.,  Manchester, 
E. 
Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  Comm.  el.  15,  26, 
82  ;  el.  16,  37,  62,  65,  75;  eL  29,  96,  HI, 
\\b\add.  el.  121 ;  Amendt.  131, 141  ;  Sche- 
dule 142 ;  Consid.  cl,  10,  470 ;  el.  33,  478  ; 
8U.  680 


Balfour,  Right  Hon.  J.  B.  (Lord  Ad- 
vocate), Clackmannan,  Sfc. 
Agricultural  Holdings  Act— Fishermen  on  the 

North-East  Const  of  Scotland,  1522 
Burgh  Police  and  Health  (Scotlnnd),  2R.  688 
Compulsory  Purchase  of  Land  Compensation, 

2R,  858 
Conveyancing  (Scotland)  Act  (1874)  Amend- 
ment, 2  R.  1400 
Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  Comm.  cl  15,  24. 
26,  27,  28.  30  ;  Amendt.  33  ;  cl.  10,  34,  39, 
40,  47.  58,  65,  07,  78,  84  ;  el.  17,  Amendt. 
ih.;  cl.  18,  Amendt.  t A..  85;  cl.  19,  86; 
el.  23,  Amendt.  ib. ;  el.  24.  87  ;  cl.  26, 
Amendt.  16.  ;  el.  28,  t*.,  88  ;  cl.  29, 89,  91,  92. 
93:  Amendt.  94. 95,  96,97,98.99,  100,  101, 
103,  104.  105,106,  107.  109.  110,  111.112. 
114,  115,  116,  117  ;  add.  cl.  ib.,  118,  119. 
120,  122,  123,  124,  125.  127,  131,  133,  135, 
136,  139,  141  ;  Schedule.  142. 143  ;  Consid. 
cl.O,  468;  Amendt.  469;  cl.  10.  Amendt. 
t*.,  470  ;  el.  13,  471 ;  el.  10,  Amendt.  472  ; 
el.  18,  ib.;  Amendt.  473;  el.  22,  Amendt. 
474;  c/.  26,  Amendt.  ib.;  cl.  31,  Amendt. 
ib. ;  cl.  33,  476,  478  ;  3R.  682 
Land  Transfer  (Scotland).  2R.  814 
Married    Women    (Maintenance  in    Case   of 

Desertion).  2R.  346 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House.  271,  570 
Parliamentary   Elections  (Returning  Officers* 

Expenses)  (Ireland),  211.  843 
Returning  Officers'  Charges  (Scotland),  2R. 

264 
Scotland — Questions 

Alleged  Frauds  by  *'  Principal"  Nero,  903 
Distress  in  Kintra,  Ross  of  Mull.  Argyll- 
shire, 568 
Education  —  Memorandum  of  Agreement 
between  the  School  Board  of  Ross  Keen, 
Ross-shire,  and  its  Teachers.  563 
Evictions  —  Alleged  Extraordinary  Eviction 
in    Perthshire,     1035  :~Ardnamurchau, 
1833 
Island  of  Skye — School  and  Poor  Rates, 

1824 
Law  and  Justice — Circuit  Courts,  9 
Local  Taxation^The  Blue  Book  for  1831, 

566 
Magistracy — The  Gaelic  Language.  6 
Sea  Fisheries  Act — Foreshores.  1518 
Sheriff  Ivory's  Report  to  the  Commissioners 
of  Supply,  1032,  1155 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 18S3.  196G 
Courts   of    Law    and  Justice    (Scotland), 

222.  225,  227 
Lord  Advocate  and  Criminal  Proceedings, 

Scotland,  218.  220 
Police — Counties  and  Burghs,   Scotland, 

228 
Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools,  Great 
Britain.  216 
Terms  of  Removal  (Scotland),  Comm.  Motion 
for  Adjournment,  690,  691 

Balfoub,   General  Sir  GF.,    Kincardine 
Opium,  Res.  283 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  152 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1845.  1880,  1893,  1924 
Convict   Establishments  in  England    and 
the  Colonies,  205,  206  j 
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Bautovb,  General  Sir  Q.^-cont. 

CoarU  of  Law  and  Jaitioe,  SootlaDd,  224, 

226 
Diplomatio  and  Contalar  Buildingi,  170 
Law  Charges,  181 
Lord  Adfocate  aod  Criminal  Proceedings, 

Scotland,  220 
New  Harbour  at  Dover,  161,  162,  169 
Police  —  Counties  and    Burghs,   Scotland. 

229 
Public  Buildings,  Ireland,  I7i 
Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools,  Great 

Britain,  214,  216 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature,  187 

Bankruptcy     (Agricultural   Labourers* 

Wages)  Bill      {The  Earl  of  Hnrrowby) 
L  Committee  •  Afof/  20  (No.  70) 

Report  *  May  24 

Barclay,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Forfanhire 
Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  Comro.  el,  15,  25. 
81  ;  el.   16,  34;  Amendt.  47,  68.  73,   84  ; 
el.    18,    Amendt.   85;    el,    19,   86;   cl,   28, 
Amendt.  88;  el,  29,  92;  Amendt.  94,  95, 
100,  105,  108,  111,  113,   lie  ;  add.  el.  121  ; 
Consid.  el.  10,    Amendt.  470,  471  ;  el.  33, 
476;  3R.  681 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  152 
Returning   OflBcers'  Charges  (Scotland),  2R. 

263 
Scotland— Local  Taxation—The    Blue  Book 

for  1884,566 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Reyenne  Depart- 
ments. 1872, 1874,  1886 
Courts  of  I>aw  and  Justice,  Scotland,  221. 

224.  226 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  178 
Lord  Advocate  and  Criminal  Proceedings, 

Scotland,  217 
Police — Counties  and  Burghs,  Scotland,  227 
Report,  489 

Babrington,  Viscount 

Poor   Law  (England  and  Wales)— Death  of  a 
Child  iu  Totnes  Workhouse,  359 

Barristers  at  Law  aud  Advocates  (Fees) 

Bill  (Mr.   Boordy   Mr.  Ingram,   Mr. 

Zeufis,  Mr.  Lawaon^  Mr.  Hanbury) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l'*  May  19  [Bill  219] 

Barey,  Mr.  J.,  Wexford,  8. 

Supply- Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1932 

Baetley,  Mr.  G.  0.  T.,  Islington,  N. 
Customs   and     Inland     Revenue,    2R.    230 ; 

Comm.  el.  7,  Amendt.  683,  687 
Income  Tax,  Res.  801 

Babttblot,  Oolonel  Sir  W.  B.,  Sussex, 
North'  West 
Army  Estimates— Vote  on  Account,  1607 
Commons    Regulation  (Uayling)   Provisional 

Order,  2  R.  740,  741,752 
Navy— Bursting  of  a  Gun  on  U.M.S.  "  Collinir- 
wood,"  376 


Barttblot,  ColonelJSir  W.  B.— «0ttf. 
Parliament^Business  of  the  House,  152,  IM 
Supply— MetropoliUn  Police,  199 
New  Harbour  at  Do?er,  160,  161 
Police- Counties    and    Boroughs,     Great 

Britain,  204,  205 
Prisons,  England,  210 

Baiimann,     Mr.     A.    A.,      Camherweli^ 

Fechham 
Import  Duties,  Res.  1073 
Palace  of    Westminster  —  Ventilation  of  the 
House,  8,  9 

Beach,  Right  Hon.  Sir  M.  E.  Hicks-, 
Bristol,  W. 
Arms(IreUnd).2R.  1597,  1599 
Education  Department— School  Board    Elec- 
tions—Hours of  Polling,  545 
Government  of   Ireland   Bill    Debate,    1663, 

1665,  1666,  1841 
Greece  and  the  Powers,  270 
Losses  by  Riot  (Compensation),  2R.  1612 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  21,528, 
572.  573,  7C5,  766,  910.  1530 
Notices  of  Motions  and  Orders  of  the  Daj. 
1290 
South-Enstem  Europe— Reply  of  the   Greek 

Government.  529 
Supply— Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1867,  1944,  1949 

Beadel,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Essex,  Chelmsford 
Compulsory  Purchase  of  Land  CompensatioD. 

2R.860 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  add.  d, 
1028 

Bbauohamp,  Earl 
Infants,  2R.  1149 

Beer  Adulteration  dTo.  2)  Bill         (Mr. 

Birkbeek,  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell,  Mr.  Charles 
Ball,  Mr.  Fellowes,  Mr.  Joseph  Cowen) 
e.  Read  2»  •  May  1 2  [  Bill  69] 

Beer  Adnlteration  (No.  3}  BHl 

(Mr.  Quilter,  Mr.  Duckham,  Mr.  Eeneage, 
Mr.  Everett) 
e.  Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate 
on  Question  [14th  April],  *•  That  the  Bill  be 
now  read  2® ; "  Question  again  proposed ; 
Debate  resumed  May  12,  868;  afler  short 
debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  BiU 
read  2o  [Bill  66] 

BBirn,  Mr.  G.,  Glasgow,  Central 
Crofters    (Scotland)  (No.  2),  Comm.  el.    16. 
29  ;  cl.  16,  40,  76 

Belmobe,  Earl  of 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment,  Comm. 
el.  11,  1266 

Bentinok,  Eight  Hon.  Qt.  A.  0.,  7F2«V#. 
haven 
Post  Offices  at  Railway  StatioM,  545t^    j 
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Bbrbsfobd,  Lord  0.  W.,  Mariflehone,  E, 
Na?j — Qaestions 

H.M.S.  "  ColUngwood,"  Bartting  of  a  Gun 

on,  875 
H.M.S.  "  Colossus  "—The    48-fcon    Guns, 

1624.  1525 
H.M.S.  "Thunderer,"  372 

Bbthbll,  Oommauder Q.  E.,  York^  E.R.^ 
Molderness 
Cottagers'  Allotment  Gardens,  2R.  1780 
Narj  —  H.M.S.  "Colossus "  —  The    43-ton 
Guns,  1525 
Ordnanoe,  dto.— Naval  Guns,  1828,  1829 

BioKFOBD  -  Smith,    Mr.   W.,    Cornioall, 
Truro 
Stannaries  Act  (1869)  Amendment,  2R.  1610 

BiQQAB,  Mr.  J.  0.,  Cavanj   W, 

Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  Comm.  cl,  20,  06 
Dundalk  Gas,  Consid.  1503 
Ireland— Poor  Lav — Dr.  Crokor,  Dispensing 
Medical    Officer  of  the  Ball/maoarret( 
Division  of  ihe  Belfast  Union,  1033 
Edenderr/  ludrmary,  1827 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1887,  1892,  1805,  1000,  1003 
Ulster   Canal    and    Tyrone   Navigation,    2R. 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  250  ;  Nomination 
of  Select  Committee,  Amendt.  1030 

BiBKBBOK,  Sir  E.,  Norfolk,  E. 
Beer  Adulteration  (No.  3).  2R.  871 
Dundalk  Gas,  Consid.  1502 

Bl^sb,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Carlow 

Supply— Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1808 

Blakb,  Mr.  T.,  Gloucester,  Forest  of  Dean 
Quarry  (Fenoing),  2R.  847 

Blakb,  Mr.  A.,  Armagh,  8. 

Ireland  —  Post    Office  ^  Mountnorris     Post 
Office,  1270 
Royal   Irish   Constabulary  —  District    In- 
spector Leatham,  Downpatriok,  904 
Parliamentary     Elections  —  Union     Officials, 
1277 

Blundbll,    Oolonel    H.  B.  H.,  Zan- 
caehire,  8.  W,,  Inoe 
Mining  Royalties,  Res.  1135 

Board  of  Teadb— President  {see  MuN- 
DELLA,  Eight  Hon.  A.  J.) 

Board  of  Tradb  —  Secretary  to   (see 
AoLAND,  Mr.  0.  T.  D.) 

Bolton,  Mr.  J.  0.,  8tirling 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  2R.  Amendt.  380, 

453,  465 
Railway  RegoUtion,  3R.  146S 


Bolton,  Mr.  T.  H.,  8t.  Paneras,  N. 

International  and  Colonial  Copyright,  Comm. 
cl,  2.  Amendt.  470,  480,  482,  483  ;  eh  3, 
Amendt.  484;  cL  5,  Amendt.  485,  487; 
el  6,  488 

North  Metropolitan  Tramways  (No.  2),  2R.  2 

Peru— Peruvian  Bondholders,  901 

Royal  Courts  of  Justice— Vacant  Land,  11 

Boord,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Greenwich 
Secret  Service  Money,  1831 

BoRLASE,  Mr.  W.  C.  (Secretary  to  the 
Local  Government  Board),  Cornwall^ 
St.  Justell 
Public    Health  —  Small-Pox    at    Wooburn, 
Backs,  1285 

BotJEKE,  Eight  Hon.  E.,  Lynn  Regis 
South  -  Eastern     Europe  —  Greece    and    the 
Powers,  377,  569 

BoYD-KtNNEAB,  Mr.  J.,  Fife,  E, 

Channel  Islands — Revenues  of  Guernsey,  1282 
Government  of  Ireland,  2R.  974 
Land  Transfer  (Scotland),  2R.  808 
Supply — Civil  Servioes  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1882 

Bradlaugh,  Mr.  0.,  Northampton 

Arms  (Ireland),  2R.  1560 

Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  Comm.  ol,  15,  29; 

el.  16,  74  ;  add,  el,  138 
Dundalk  Gas,  Consid.  1515 
Felixstowe,  Ipswich,  and   Midlands   Railway, 

Petition  for  Bill,  Res.  729 
Married  Women  (Maintenance  in  Case  of  De- 

sertion),  211.315 
Municipal  Franchise  (Ireland),  2R.  332 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Ilouse,  910 
Notices  of  Motions  and  Orders  of  the  Day, 
1295 
Probation  of  First  Offenders,  2R.  339 
Representation  of  the  People  Act  (1884)  El- 

tension,  2  R.  342 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1864 
Law  Charges,  180,  181 
New  Uarbourat  D«>ver,  163;  Amendt.  164 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature,  187,  101 

Bb  AM  WELL,  Lord 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  3R.  1649 

Infants,  2R.  1148 

Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wile's  Sitter,  2R. 
1800, 1811 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Dur- 
ham), 2R.  708 ;  Comm.  1645 

Beassby,   Sir  T.,  Eastings 
Navy  Estimates— Scientific  Branch,  1073 

Beidqemak,  Oolonel  Hon.  F.,  BoUon 
Import  Duties,  Res.  1088  i  /> 
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Brithh  Colonial  W%ne%—The  Comention 
toith  Spain 
Qnestions,  Sir  James  Forgusson,  Mr.  For- 
wood  :  Ansvrers,  Tho  Gb.incellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer (Sir  William  Harcoart),  The  Under 
S^retary  of  Sute  for  Foreign  Affain  (Mr. 
Br/ce)  May  13,  906 

British    Commercial  Interests  Abroad  — 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Representa- 
tives 
Questions,  Mr.  Howard  Vincent,  Mr.  Hutton  ; 
Answers,  Tho  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Mr.  Bryce)  May  21,  1054 

British  Horth  America  Bill  [hi-] 

{The  Earl  OranvUU) 
I,  Presented ;  read  1*  •  May  17         (No.  1 16) 
Read  2^  •  May  20 
Committee  ;  Report  May  21,  1649 
Road  8*  •  May  2i 

Bkoadiiurst,  Mr.  H.  (Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department), 
Birmingham^  Bordesley 
Commons   Regulation   (Uayling)    Provisional 
Older.  2 R.  750,  751 

Bbodrick,  Hon.  W.  St.  J.  F.,  Surrey, 
Ouildford 
Secret  Service  Money,  1831 
•  Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1941  ;  Motion  for  reporting  Progress, 
1942,  1950 

Bbookfibld,  Colonel  A.  M.,  Sussex,  Bye 
Army— Contracts  for  For.i«!fe,  1280 

Nile  Expeditions— The  Rations,  1286 

Brooks,  Sir  W.  C,  Cheshire,  AUrincham 
Import  Duties,  Res.  1065 

Brunner,  Mr.  J.T.,  Cheshire^  Northwich 
Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  Coram,  add.  cl 

128 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  cl.  7, 

G87  ;  add.  cl  1028,  1029 
Import  Duties,  Res.  1088 
■    Police  Forces  (Removal  of  DisaVililiea),  Motion 

for  Leave,  1632 
Public  Health  Acts  (Improvement  Expenses), 

Comm.  1412 

Bryoe,  Mr.    J.    (Under    Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs),   Aber- 
deen, S. 
Afghan  Demarcation  Commission,  56) 
Africa  (West  Coast)— Rio  Del  Rev,  11 
America  (South) — Tho    Argentine   Republic, 

British  Commercial  Interests  Abroad— Diplo- 
matic and  Consular  Representatives,  1654, 
1655 

Canadian  Fisheries—"  David  J.  Adams,"  1041 

Charterhouse,  2R.  519,  520 

leoni. 


Brtoi»  Mr.  3,—^mt, 

Egypt— Sir  U.  Drammond  Wolff's  Mission, 
565 

Foreign  Office  —  Consular  and  Commercial 
Reports,  564 

Government  of  Ireland,  2R.  1215, 1224, 1632 

Infants,  Consid.  el.  2,  2i9 

Intemational  and  Colonial  Copyright,  Comra. 
cl.  2.  479,  482,  488:  el.  S,  485;  cl,  ^, 
Motion  for  reporting  Proj^ress,  489 

Medical  Acts  Amendment.  2R.  247 

Pern— Peruvian  Bondholders,  900, 901,  902 

South-Eastem  Europe— Greece— Blockade  of 
the  Greek  Coast,  669,  570,  1288 

Spain— Commercial  Convention,  1163;— Sig- 
natures of  the,  570,  573 

Supply— Diplomatio  and  CoDsnUr  Bmldiogi, 
179 

Tenure  of  Land— Homestead  and  Exemption 
Laws  in  the  United  SUtes,  525 

Trade  and  Commerce— Convention  with  Spain 
—British  Colonial  Produce,  1041 ;— British 
Colonial  Wines,  907;  —  ImiUtion  British 
Trade  Marks,  1519 

Vaeoination — The  Island  of  Riigen,  1010 

Venexuela— The  Territory  of  the  Yomary, 
1160 

Buchanan,  Mr.  T.  E.,  Edinburgh,  W, 
Burgh  Police  and  Health  (Scotland),  2R.  688, 

689 
Lowe's  ChaHty  (Liehfleld),  Res.  1393 
Parliament — Business   of  the    noute— Bargh 

Police  and  Health  (Scotland),  570 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1856,  1857,  1962 

Buckingham  and   Chandos,   Dake  of 
(Chairman  of  Committees) 
Incumbents  of  Benefices  Loans  ExtensioOy  3R. 
1150 

Burgh  Police  and  Health  (Scotlaiid)  BUI 

[H.L.]      {The  Lord  Advocate)      [BUI  194] 
e.  Moved,    "  That   the    Bill    bo  now  read  2»  *• 
May  10,  687;  after  short  debate,  Moved, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  "  (£V. 
Cameron) ;  Motion  agreed  to 

Burial  Oronnds  Bill  (^r.  Oebome  Morgam, 
Mr.  Secretary  Childere,  Mr.  Henry  H, 
Fowler,  Mr.  Broadhurst) 

c.  Read  2«,  after  debate  May  3,  251     [Bill  131] 

Burial  Grounds  (Scotland)  Act  (1855) 
Amendment  Bill       {Lord  Baifour) 

I.  Read  2*  •  May  10  (No.  78) 

Committee  *  :  Report  May  13 
Read  3*  *  May  17 

Burmah^Military  Execution  —  Cohn$l 
Hooper 
Question,  Mr.  James  Maclean  ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State   for   India  (Mr. 
Stafford  Howard^  May  7,  526  , 

uigiiizea  oy  'vj  V-yOVt  Lv^ 


BUX  0AM         {SESSION    1886) 

305. 


CAM 


CAP 


Buxton,  Mr.  E.  N.,  E%90Xy  Walthamstow 
Oommons  Regulation   (Hayling)    Provisional 
Order,  2R.  Amendt.  738,  741 

Byrne,  Mr.  G.  M.,  Wiohhw,  W. 
Ireland,  State  of,  763 

Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ment, 1913 

Oaine,  Mr.  "W.  S.,   Barrow-in-Furness 
Education  Department— School  Board  Elec- 
tions—Hours of  Polling,  641 

Oamebon,  Dr.  0.,  Glasgow ^  College 
Burgh  Police  and  Uealth  (Scotland),  2R.  689  ; 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  690 
Con vejranoing  (Scotland)  Act  (1874)  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  1407,  1411 
CroOers  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  Comm.  cL  16,  36, 

47,79 
Lighthouse  Illuminants — Correspondence,  902 
Lowe's  Charity  (Lichfield).  Res.  1402 
Post  Office— Secrecy  of  Telegrams,  1821,  1822 
Scotland — Alleged    Frauds    by    '*  Principal  " 
Nero,  903 
Sheriff  Ivory's  Report  to  the  Commissioners 
of  Supply,  1032 
Supply— Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1846,  1961, 1961 ;  Amendt.  1964, 
1968, 1969 
Report,  691 
Western  Pacific— Reprisals  on  Natives,  1619 

Cameeon,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Wieh,  Sfc, 
Ceylon — Railway  Construction,  16 
Crofters  (Scotland   (No.    2),   Comm.  cU   29; 

Amendt.  91,  92,93,  94 ;  Consid.  oL  33,  476, 

478 
Scotland— Evictions —  Alleged  Extraordinary 

Eviction  in  Perthshire,  1034 
War    Office    Establishment  —  Supplementary 

Clerks,  11 

Campbell,  Sir  G.,  Kirkcaldg,  ^o. 

Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  Comm.  cl  14,  22, 

23 ;  €l.  16,   29  ;  cl.   16,  36,  38,   70,    73  ; 

Amendt.  77,  80 ;  cl,  28,  88  ;  el.  29,  90,  96, 

97;  Amendt.   98,  99,  101,  102,  108,  116; 

add.  cU  126;  Consid.  d.  6,  Amendt.  466; 

d.  8,  Amendt.  468;  cL  13,  Amendt.  471 ; 

cl  33,  Amendt.  476 
Egypt — Sir   H.  Drummond  Wolff*s    Mission, 

664 
Ireland— Land   Purchases,  20  ;— Statistics  of 

Purchases,  267 
Opium,  Res.  318 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  270 
Notices  of  Motions  and  Orders  of  the  Day, 
1290 

Campbell,  Mr.  H.,  Fermanagh,  S, 

Amu  ^Ireland),  2R.  1684 
Ireland— Royal  Irish  Constabulary— Constable 
Hayes,  760 

Campbell,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Glasgow  and  Aber- 
deen Universities 
Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),   Comm.   cl,  29, 
Amendt.  108 


Campbkll-Bannerman,  Right  Hon.  H. 
(Secretary  of  State  for  War),  8iir- 
ling,  Sre, 
Army — Questions 

Co-operative  Stores,  766,  767 

India — Royal  Engineer  Officers,  1166 

Pensions  —  Case  of   James   Kelly,   Army 

Pensioner,  4 
Purchase  System — Purchase  Lieutenants,  3 
Quartermasters,  1832 
Stores— Military  Tents,  6 
Army    (Auxiliary    Forces) — Militia    Regula- 
tions. 907 
Army  Estimates^ Vote  on  Account,  1007 

Egypt— Questions 

British  Troops  in  Egypt— Sanitary  Condi- 
tion, 761 
Military  Expedition— Battle  of  Ginnis,  762 
Nile  Expedition,  1884-5,  1039 
Government  of  Ireland,  2R.  932,  982,    1170, 

1316 
Ireland — Lord  Wolseley— Speech  of   Mr.   W. 

Johnston,  M.P.,  90S 
Navy— U.M.S.   "  Collingwood  "—Bursting   of 

the  43-ton  Gun,  906,  1161 
Political    Demonstrations  ^  Military    Bands, 

1661 
War  Department — Manufacture  of  Guns,  1652 
War    Office    Establishment  —  Supplementary 
Clerks,  12 

Canada,  The  Dominion  of,  and  the  United 

States  —  Treaty  of    Washington  — 

Fishery  Disputes 

Question,    Mr.  Baden  -  Powell ;  Answer,    The 

Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 

(Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  April  19,  19 

Canadian  Fisheries  —  The  '*  David  J, 
Adams'' 
Question,  Mr.  Howard  Vincent ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
(Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  May  13,  910  ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Baden-Powoll  ;  Answer,  Tho 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
AflFairs  (Mr.  Bryoe)  May  14,  1041  ; 
Question,  Sir  Frederick  Stanley  ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  May  24, 
1831 

Canals  and  Railicay  Companies 
Question^    Mr.    Ilerbort    Gardcier ;    Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  ( Mr. 
Mundella)  May  0,  374 

Canterbury,  Archbishop  of 
Church  Patronage,  2R.  879,  894 
Incumbents  of  Benefices  Loans  Extension,  2  A. 

1160 
Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister,  2R 

1813 


Cape  Bace  Lighthouse  Bill 

{^Lord  Houghton) 
L  Royal  Assent  May  10  [49  "Kt) 
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Oabbutt,  Mr.  E.  H.,  MonmotUhf  S^c. 
Navy — Questions 

Armament,  ^.— The  iS-ton  6un»  1658 
U.M.S.  "Collinfwood"— Barstiog  of  the 

48-ton  Gan,  1660,  1651 
Ordnance,  Ac— Naval  Guns,  1820 

CaitU  MarkeU —  Weighing  Maehinss 
Question,  Mr.  Seion-Karr;  Answer,  The  Se- 
oreUrjr  to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  0.  T.  D. 
Acland)  May  24,  1835 

Central  Asia 

Afghan  Demarcaliim  Commission,  Question, 
Mr.  llanhury  ;  Aniwer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Aflkirs  (Mr.  Bryce) 
May  10,  66» 

Mission  to  Thibet,  (Question,  Mr.  Uutton  ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  (Mr.  Stafford  Howard)  Mag  11, 
765 

Ceylon — Railway  Construction 
Question,  Mr.  Macdonald  Cameron  ;  Answer, 
The    tinder    Secretary    of   State   for   the 
Colonies  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  April  19, 
15 

Chamberlain,  Right  Hon.  J.  Birming- 
ham, W. 
Government  of  Ireland,  2 R.  1312, 1313 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill  Debate,  1664 

Ohambeklain,  Mr.  B.,  Islington,  W, 
Charterhouse,  2R.  605 

Chance,  Mr.  P.  A.,  Kilkenny,  S, 

Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  Comm.  cL  10, 
82,  83  ;  el.  29,  95  ;  Amendt.  06,  97.  93,  100, 
101,107,  109,  117;  add.cl,  112,121,125, 
132,  135;  Amendt.  140;  Schedule,  Amendt. 
142 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Ireland)  (Clerical 
Interference),  Motion  for  Leave,  1629 

Parliamentary  Sections  (Returning  Officers* 
Expenses)  ((reland),  2R.  833 

Tolice  Forces  ( lleraoval  of  Disabilities),  Mo- 
tion for  Leave,  1632 

Stannaries  Act  (1860)  Amendment,  2R.  1624 

Supply — Cifil  Services  and  Revenue  De- 
partments. 1891,  1906,  1051,  1953,  1958, 
1970 

Trees  (Ireland),  Lords'  Amendts.  Consid.  1257, 
1258,  1259 

Chancellor,  The  Lord  {see  Herschell, 
Lord) 

Chanoellob  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
(see  Kay-Shuttleworth,  Right 
Hon.  Sir  U.  J.) 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (see 
Harcourt,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  Q. 
V-) 


Channel  Islands,  The^Bevenues  of  Gmsm- 
sey 
Question,  Mr.   Boyd-Kinnear ;    Answer,  The 
SacreUry  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Ilenry   H. 
Fowler)  May  18,  128S 

Channino,  Mr.  F.  A.,  Northampton,  E. 
Railway  ReguUtion,  2R.  1440, 1461,  1469 


Chaplin,  Right  Hon.  H.,  Lincohsehwe, 
Sleaford 
Cottagers'  Allotment  Gardens,  2R.  1780,  1788, 

1792 
Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  Comm.  el.  16,  79  ; 

el.  29,  95  ;  add.  el  124 
Government  of  Ireland,  2R.  1315,  1316,  1318, 
1319,  1330,1333 

Charities,  Ac.  (Exemption  firom  Local 

Bates)  Bill  (Sir  Julian  CMdemid, 

Mr.  BaggaUayy  Mr.  Oetavitu  Morgen^  Sir 
Robert  Foivkrj  Beron  F.  de  Rothsehild,  Sir 
Algernon  Borthwiek^  Mr.  H.  W.  Lawson) 
e.  Ordered  ;  road  1»  •  May  11  [Bill  210] 

Charity  Commissioners — Inhherrow  Chart- 
lies 
Question,    Dr.    Foster ;    Answer,    The   Vic© 
President  of  the  Council  (Sir  Lyon  Playfair) 
May  18,  1280 

Charterhouse  Bill  [^Lords']  (by  Order) 
c.  Moved,  "  That    the    Bill    bo    now   road  2« " 
{Sir  Richard  Webster)  May  7,  496 

Amendt.  To  leave  out  from  "  That,"  add  «*  in 
the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  inexpedient 
to  abolish  the  Hospital  founded  by  Thomas 
Sutton  in  tho  London  Charterhouse,  to 
mutilate  a  most  interesting  relio  of  Old 
London,  and  to  cover  with  buildings  a  con- 
siderable area  of  open  ground  in  the  heart  of 
the  Metropolis,  in  order  to  re-construet  a 
Charity  which,  in  its  present  form,  carries 
out  the  intention  of  the  Founder,  and  has 
not  boon  shown  to  bo  unsuitable  to  the  iMeds 
of  the  present  day,  or  to  have  given  rise  to 
abuses"  {Mr.  JFalter  James)  v.;  QueotioQ 
proposed,  "  That  tho  words,  dro. ; "  after 
debate.  Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  nov 
adjourned"  (Mr.  Beresford  Hope);  after 
further  short  debate.  Question  pat;  A.  99, 
N.  198;  M.  99  (D.L.N.  89) 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  the  words, 
Ac.;"  after  short  debate,  Amendt.  with- 
drawn ;  Motion  withdrawn ;  Bill  withdrawn 

Ohilders,  Right  Hon.  H.  C.  E.  (Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment), Edinburgh,  S, 

Coal  Mines  Regulation,  Motion  for  Leave, 
1405,  1406 

Death  Penalty,  Res.  787 

Government  of  Ireland,  2R.  1739^  1748, 1752 

Law  and  Police  (England) — Eviction  of  Miners 
in  Durham,  15 
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Cbuabbs,  Right  Hon.  H.  0.  E.—eont. 

Losses  hf  Riot  (CompensatioD),   Motion  for 

Leafe.805,  808  ;  2R.  1613.  16U 
I/>we'f  Cbaritjr  (Liohaeld),  Res.  1395 
Married    Women    (Maintenance  in    Case  of 

Desertion),  2  R.  347 
Metropolis  —  Fires  —  Fatal    Fire     in    Beak 

Street,  1518 
Mines  Regulation    Act— Weights  and   Mea- 
sures, 1652 
Mining  Rojalties,  Res.  1 139 
Pariiament  —  Business  of  the  House,  068  ; — 
Orders  of  the   Day  for  Seoond  Reading  ^ 
Postponement  of  Unprinted  Bills,  340,  341 
Parliamentarj  Elections  (Returning  OflSoers) 

Act  (1875)  Amendment,  2R.  1142, 1148 
Parliamentar/  Franchise,  2R.  354 
Police  Superannuation,  1827 
Probation  of  Firat  Offenders,  2R.  337 
Public   Health— Removal  of  Small-Pox  Pri- 
soners, 759,  760 
Quarry  (Fencing),  2R.  347 
Representation  of  the  People  Act  (1884)  Ex- 
tension, 2R.  343, 344 
SUnnaries  Act  (1869)  Amendment,  2R.  1633, 

1025 
Supply — Convict  Establishments  in   England 
and  the  Colonies,  206 
MetropoliUn  Police,  200 
Police  —  Counties  and  Boroughs,  Great 

Britain,  205 
Prisons,  England,  210 
Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools,  Great 

Britain,  214 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature,  187 
Vaccination  Laws — Repeated   Prosecutions — 
Case  of  Charles  Uayward,  Ashford,  Kent, 
268,  269 
Westminster  Uall — Admission  of  the  Public, 
1037 


Churchill,  Eight  Hon.  Lord  E.  H.  S., 

Paddingioit,  8. 
Arms  (Ireland),  2a.  1543,  1544,   1550,1553, 

1602 
Charterhouse,  2R.  531 
Compulsory  Purchase   of  Land  Compensation, 

2K.  865 
Government  of  India — The  Joint  Committee, 

1161,  1162 
GoTomment  of  Ireland,  2R.  596,  1003,  1217, 

1224,  1748, 1770 
Municipal  Franchise  (Ireland),  2R.  328,  331 
Navy  — H.M.S.  "  Colossus  "— The  43-ton 

Guns,  1525 
Parliament  — Business  of  the  House,  573  ;— 

Orders  of  the   Day  for  Second   Reading — 

Postponement  of  Unprinted  Bills,  310,  341 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1863,  1864,  1865 
New  Harbour  at  Dover,  164 

(Hiiirch  Patronage  Bill   {Mr,  Byiandt,  Mr, 

Leatham^  Mr,  Henry  E,  Fowler^  Mr,  Brinton) 

e.  Order  for  Committee  read ;  Moved,  *'  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair"  (Mr, 
Leaiham)  May  12,  875;  after  short  debate, 
Debate  adjourned  ^BiU  4] 


Church  Patronise  Bill  [h.l.] 

(The  Lord  Archbithop  of  Canterbury) 
I,  Read  2*,  and  referred  to  a  Select  Committee, 
after  short  debate  May  13,  879     (No.  63) 
Select  Committee  nominated  May  17 ;  List  of 
the  Committee,  1154 

Civil  8ervic$  Writers  and  Chrh 
Questions,  Sir  Guyer  Hunter,  Mr.  Baxley 
White;  Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  May  6, 
368;  Question,  Mr.  Vanderbyl ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry 
H.  Fowler)  May  14, 1040 

Olark,  Dr.  G.  B.,  Caithneis 

Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  Comm.  el,  15,  80 ; 
el,  16,  36 ;  Amendt.  39,  48,  71  ;  Motion  for 
reporting  Progress,  72,  76,  80;  el,  19, 
Amendt,  85  :  el,  29,  Amendt.  89,  90,  91,  94, 
100, 107.  112, 113,  115,  117;  aid,  el,  122, 
128,  129,  137,  139 

Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1892,  1967 

Clarkb,  Mr.  E.  G.,  Plymouth 
Arms(rreUnd),2R.  1584 
Government  of  Ireland,  2R.  948,  959,  1005, 
1006 

Olonoubry,  Lord 
Labourers  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment,  Comm. 
eU  13,  Amendt.  1270 

Coal  Minei  Regiilation  Bill 

{Mr.  Secretary  Childera,  Mr.  Broadhunt) 
e.  Motion  for   Leave  (Mr,  Secretary   ChUdere) 
May  18,  1405 ;  after  short  debate,  Motion 
agreed  to ;  BiU  ordered  ;  read  1*  *  [  BUI  217] 

Cobb,  Mr.  H.  P.,  Warwiek,  8.E,,  Rughy 
Allotments  Extension  Act,  1882,  19 

OoHBN,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Paddington^  N. 
Exchequer  Deposits,  524 
Railway  and  Canal  TraflSo,  2R.  427 

OoLBRiDGB,  Hon.  B.,  8heffieldy  Alter eliffe 
Government  of  Ireland,  2R.  1019 

CoLoNiBs— Secretary  of  State  for  {ee$ 
GRAifviLLE,  Earl) 

Colonies— Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
{$ee  MoBOAN,  Eight  Hon.  G.  Os- 
borne) 

CoLYiLLE  of  CuLBOss,  Lord 
Salmon  Fisheries  Amendment,  2R.  702 

CoMMERBLL,  Admiral  Sir  J.  E.,  South' 
ampton 
Army— Ordnance  Survey— The  Royal    Engi- 
neers, 1286 
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OOMMITTEB  OP  OoUlTOIL  OW  EDUCATION — 

Vice  President  {tee  Playfaib,  Bight 
Hon.  Sir  Lyon) 

Commons  Seg^nlation  (Hayling)  Provi- 
sional Order  Bill 

(Mr,  Broadhurst,  Mr,  Secretary  Childers) 

«.  MoTed,  <<That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2^*' 
May  11,  732 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now/'  add  ''upon  this 
day  six  months"  {Mr,  Edward  Buxtm)  i 
Question  proposed,  "  That  '  now/  dtc. ;  ** 
Moved,  '*That  the  Debate  be  now  ad- 
journed" (Mr,  T,  M,  Mealy);  Question 
pot,  and  negatived ;  after  debate,  original 
Queetioo,  "That  <now/  ^."  put,  and 
negatived  ;  words  added 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed 
to ;  2R.  put  off  for  six  months    [Bill  165 J 

Commons  Begolation  (Stoke)  Provisional 
Order  Bill 

(Mr,  Broadhuret,  Mr,  Secretary  Childers) 
e.  Report  •  May  12  [Bill  16i] 

Ilead3°»  A&y  13 
I  Read  1»»  (Lord  SudeUy)  May  17      (No.  102) 

Commons  Regolation  and  Indosnre 
(Tottemhoe)  Provisional  Order  Bill 

(Mr,  Broadhurstf  Mr,  Secretary  Childers) 

e.  Report  •  May  12  [Bill  166] 

Read8^*J/ayl8 
I.  Read  1»  •  (Ltyrd  SudeUy)  May  17      (No.  108) 

Companies  Acts  Amendment  Bill 

(The  Earl  of  Balhousie) 
I,  Read  2%  after  short  debate  May  13,  1271 
Committee  •  May  20  (No.  82) 

Report*  iTay  21  (No.  121) 

Read  3*<*  if  ay  24 

CoMPTON,  Lord  "W.  G.,   Warwick,  Strat- 
ford-upon-Avon 
Cottagers*  Allotment  Gardens,  2R.  1701 

Compulsory   Purchase   of  Land   Com 

pensation  Bill  (Mr,  McLaren,  Mr, 

Souldstcorthj  Mr.  Joseph  Bolton j  Mr,  Jesse 
Collinys) 
c.  Moved,  "That    the    Bill   be   now  read    2»'' 
May  12,  865 

Amendt.  to  leave  out "  now/'  add  "  upon  this 
daj  six  months  "  (Mr.  Qreyory) ;  Question 
proposed,  ^*  That  <  now,'  d(o ; "  after  debate, 
Question  put;  A.  203,  N.  103;  M.  100 
(D.  L.  99) 

Main  Question  pat^aad  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2<> 

[BiU  148] 

Ck)ND0N,  Mr.  T.  J.,  Tipperary,  E. 
Ireland — Law  and  Polioe —Assault  hj  a  Carc- 
Uker,  1037 


Contagious    Diseases    {Animals)    AHs^ 
Amending  Legislation 
Question,  Mr.  Dnckham  ;   Answer,  The  Chan- 
oellor    of    the    Duchjr    of    Lancaster   (Sir 
Ughtred   Kay-Sbnttleworth)  May  6,  370 

Contagious  Diseases  {Animals)  Act,  1878 

— Compulsory  Slaughter — Amount  sf 

Cost  and  Incidence 

Question,  Mr.  Duokham  ;  Answer,  The  Cbaa« 

oellor    of  the    Duohy    of    Lancaster  (Sir 

Ughtred  Kv-Shuttleworlh)  May  6,  370 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Bill  [■  l.] 

(  The  Lord  President) 
I,  Presented  ;  read  1*  •  May  21  (No.  123} 

Continuance  Sittings  Bill 
Question,  Mr.   Baden- Powell ;    Answer,    The 
Attorney    General    (Sir    Charles    Roasell) 
April  19»  14 

Conveyancing    (Scotland)    Act     (18H} 
Amendment  Bill 

(Dr,  Cameron,  Mr,  Craij^-Sellar,  Mr,  D^nmld 
Crawford,  Mr,  LyeU) 
tf.  Moved,  "That    the    Bill    be  now   road  2*'' 
May  18, 1407;  after  short  debate,  i^aestioa 
put ;  A.  56,  N.  28 ;  M.  27  (D.  L.  98);  BOl 
read  2°  [BUI  127] 

OoNWAY,  Mr.  M.,  Leitrim,  N, 

Education  Department  —  School  Boards  and 
Voluntary  Schools,  1163 

OoNYBEABB,  Mr.    0.  A.  V.,    Cornwall^ 
Camborne 
Commons  Regulation   (Hajling)   ProTtsioiial 

Order,  2R.  748 
Crofters  (Soot land)  (No.  2),  Comm.  cl.  16,  81 
Lowe's  Charily  (Lichfield),  Ros.  1404 
Mining  Rovalties,  Res.  1127 
Mining  Rojalties  (Cornwall  and  Devon),  2R. 

1625, 1627 
Stannaries  Act  (1869)  Amendment,  2R.  Moiioa 

for  Adjournment,  1620,  1624 

CooH,  Mr.  E.  R.,  West  Eam,  iV. 
Death  Penalty,  Res.  786 
Education   Department — School  Board   Elec- 
tions—Hours  of  Polling,  511 

Cook,  Mr.  W.  T.  G,,  Birmingham,  JS. 
Public  Health  Acts  (Improvement  Espooses), 
Comm.  1412 

CooFE,  Mr.  0.  E.,  Middlesex,  Brentford 
Egypt  —  British  Troops  in  Egypt — Sanitarj 
Condition,  764 

OooTE,  Mr.  T.,  Huntingdon,  8. 
Political    Demonstrations  —  Military    Bands^ 

1661 
Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland),  2R.  1489 
Supply— Diplomatio  and  Consular  BeHdingi, 
177 
Supreme  Court  of  Jadioatiire,  186 
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OoKBBT,  Mr.  "W.  J.,  Wiokhw,  E. 

Ireland — Piers  and  Hnrboars— Arklow  Break- 
water, 362,  763,  764,  lOiO 

Suppl/— Civil  Serfices  and  Reyenae  Depart- 
ments, 1905,  1912 

CoBZy  Earl  of 

Earl  of  Redesdale,  the  late— Chairman  of  this 
House— Obituar;  Notice,  357 

OoKBY,  Sir  J.  P.,  Armagh^  Jfid 
GoYernment  of  Ireland,  2R.  1178 
Municipal  Franchise  (Ireland),  2R.  327,  329 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Returning  OflBcers' 

Expenses)  (Ireland),  2R.  853 
Ulster  Canal  and  Tyrone  Nafigation,  2R.250 

C08SHAM,  Mr.  H.y  Bristol,  E, 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Returning  Officers' 

Expenses)  (Ireland),  2R.  834 
Supply — New  Harbour  at  Dorer,  173 

Cottagers'  Allotment  Gardens  Bill 

{Mr,  Chaplin,  Sir  William  Eart  Dyke, 
Colonil  Sareourlf  Viscount  Curzon,  Mr. 
Charles  Hall)  [BiU  186] 

0.  Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2« " 
ITay  21, 1780 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  '*  now,"  add  "  npon  this 
day  six  months "  (^Mr,  Areh) ;  Question 
proposed,  *'  That  '  now,'  &o,  ; "  after  short 
debate.  Moved,  '<Tbat  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned"  {Mr » Johns) ;  after  further  short 
debate,  Question  put ;  A.  106,  N.  91 ;  M.  15 
(D.  L.  103) ;  Debate  adjonrned 

Cotton,  Capt.E.  T.  D.,  Cheshire,  Wirral 
Costoms  and  Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  add.  el, 
1027 

OouKTNEY,  Mr.  L.  H.    (Chairman    of 

Committees  of  Ways  and  Means  and 

Deputy  Speaker),  Cornwall,  Bodmin 

Charterhouse,  2R.  515 

Commons   Regulation    (Hajling)   Provisional 

Order,  2R.  746 
Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  Comm.  el  14,  23  ; 
el  15,  25  :  cl  16,  65,  70,  72.  83;  el  29,  90, 
91,  101,  102,  104,  105,  109;  add.  <;/.  120, 
124,  127,  128,  129, 130 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  687 
Dundalk  Gas,  Consid.  1507 
Lowe's  Charity  (Lichfield),  Res.  1403 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments,  1845,  1853,   1878,  1874,    1886, 
1927,    1940,    1942,    1950,   1951,  1961, 
1962,  1964 
New  Harbour  at  Dover,  164, 166 

OoxTBTOWN,  Earl  of 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment,  Comm. 
cl  11, 1265 

OowJBK,  Mr.  J.,  Neweastle-on-Tyne 
South- Eastern   Europe — Greece— Blockade  of 
the  Greek  Coast,  570 


Cox,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Clare,  E. 

Inland  Revenue— Income  Tax  Collectors,  15% 
Ireland — Royal  Irish  Constabulary — Transfers 
from  Downpatrick,  12 
Veterinary  Portal  Inspectors,  1031 

Cbawbrook,  Viscount 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Dur- 
ham), Comm.  el,  1,  1638 

Crawford,  Mr.  D.,  Lanark,  N.E. 

Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),Qomm. add.  c/.  135  ; 

Consid.  cl  22,  Amendt.  474 
Land  Transfer  (Scotland),  2R.  827 

Cbawford  Am)  Baloabres,  Earl  of 
Salmon  Fisheries  Amendment,  2R.  702 

Cremer,  Mr.  "W.  R.,  Shoreditch,  Hag- 
gerston 
Metropolis— Railway  Extension,  17, 1528 
Parliament — Controverted  Elections — Stepney 
Election,  16 

Crilly,  Mr.  D.,  Mayo,  IT. 
Supply — Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Depart- 
ment, 1940 

Crofters  (Seoiland)  {No.  2)  BiO^Names 
of  the  Commissioners 
Question,    Mr.    Craig-Sellar;     Answer,   The 
First  Lord  of   the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  May  7, 528 

Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2)  Bill 

{Mr,  TreveUfan,  The  Lord  Advocate,    Mr, 
Solicitor  General  for  Scotland) 
0. Committee  [Sixth  Night];  Report  April  19, 
21  rBillllS] 

Considered  May  6, 466  [Bill  200] 

Moved,    "That  the  Bill    be  now  read  S^" 
May  10,  678;  after  short  debate,  Question 
put ;  A.  219,  N.  52 ;  M.  167  (D.   L.   90)  ; 
Bill  read  S<» 
/.  Read  1*  ♦  {Earl  ofDalhoueie)  May  1 1    (No.  95) 
Read  2%  after  debate  May  20,  1466 

Cbompton,  Mr.  C,  Staffordshire,  Leek 
Compulsory  Purchase  of  Land  Compensation, 

2R.  861 
Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  Comm.  cl.  29, 108 
Pacific  Blockade  of  Greece,  1288 

Cross,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  B.  A.,  Lanea^ 

shire,  8.  W.,  Newton 
Burial  Grounds,  2R.  253 
Coal  Mines  Regulation,  Motion  for  Leave,  1406 
Death  Penalty,  Bm9.  786,  788 
Education  Department — Religious  lostrnotion 

in  School  Board  Schools,  1829 
Freshwater  Fisheries,  2R.  1615, 1616 
Government  of  Ireland,  2R.  1165, 1170 
Losses  by  Riot  (Compensation),  Motion  for 

Leave.  808  ;  2R.  1613 
Lowe's  Charity  (Lichfield),  Res.  1391^ 
Railway  and  Canal  Trafflo,  2R.  404     ^ooolp 


GEO 


DEO 


f  INDEX  ) 

305. 


DIG 


DUF 


Oeoss,  Right  Hon.  Sir  R.  A.-h5oii<. 
Supply— Cifil  Sep?io«s  and  Reyenue  Depart- 
meDU.  1047 
Metropolitan  Police,  203 
Prisons,  England,  206,  208 
Sopremo  Court  of  Judicature,  195 

Currmcy,  Sfe.-^Oold  Coinage 
Question,  Mr.  Kimber ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  William  Har. 
court)  Ifay  17,  1U9 

OuABiB,  Sir  D.,  Perthshire,  W. 

Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  Coram,  cl.  15,26  ; 
Amendt.  82 ;  d,  16,  50  ;  Consid.  eL  18. 
Amendt.  472 

OtxazoN,  Viscount,  Bueke,  Wyeomhe 
Gibraltar^Sir  John  Ad/e,  526 

Cnstoms  and  Inland  Sevenne  Bill 

{Mr.  Courtney,  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer,  Mr.  Eenry  H,  Fowler) 
c.  Read  2",  after  short  debate  May  8,  230 
Committee— B.P.  May  10,  688        TBili  100] 
Committee  ;  Report  May  18,  1028- 
Read  S"**  ifay  14 
L  Read  1*  •  (L.  SudeUy)  May  17       (No.  112) 
Read  2*»;  Committee  negatived  May  20 
Read  3%  after  short  debate  May  21,  1648 

Dalhousie,  Earl  of  (Secretary  for  Soot- 
land) 
Companies  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  1271 
Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  2R.  1466 
Salmon  Fisheries  Amendment,  2R.  690,  703 
Universities  (Scotland),  1146 

Daoiymple,  Mr.  C,  fpswich 

Burgh  Police  and  Health  (Scotland),  2R. 
688 

Death  Penalty 

Moved,  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
the  time  has  arrived  for  the  abolition  of  the 
death  penalty  for  the  crime  of  murder  "  {Sir 
Joseph  Pease)  May  1 1,  767 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  •*  House,"  add  "  it 
is  desirable  that  offences,  for  which  the 
penalty  of  death  now  follows  a  verdict  of 
guilty,  unless  remitted  by  Her  Majesty, 
should  be  divided  into  three  categories,  as  re- 
commended by  a  Royal  Commission  in  1866  ; 
and  in  order  that  executions,  when  neces- 
sary, may  be  carried  out  with  every  regard  to 
humanity  and  decency,  an  experienced  per- 
son should  be  selected  by  the  Qovernment 
for  the  purpose,  and  adequately  remunerated 
from  public  funds"  (Jfr.  Howard  Vincent) 
V. ;  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words, 
*c. ;"  after  debate,  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to 

Main  Question  put;  A.  63,  N.  117;  M.  54 
Div.  List,  A.andN.  780 

De  Oobain,  Mr.  E.  S.  W.,  Belfast,  JE. 
Arms  (Ireland),  2R.  1570,  1680,  1581 
Parliamentary    Elections  (Ireland)    (Clerical 
Interference),  Motion  for  Leave,  1680 


D10K8ON,  Major  A.  Q.,  Dover 
Dover  Harbour  Board,  865,  867 
Supply— New  Harbour  at  Dover,  167 

DiLLOw,  Mr.  J.,  Mayo,  E, 

Arms  (Ireland),  2R.  1577.  1581 

Dandalk  Gas,  Consid.  1418,  1513 

Government  of  Ireland,  2R.  094.  097.  1003 
1005,  1006,  1771 

Ireland— Poor  Law  —  Claremorris— Intimida- 
tion, 1520 

Police  Forces  Enfranchisement,  Comm.  147 

Police  Forces  (Removal  of  Disabilitiea),  Motion 
for  Leave,  1681 

Supply— Civil  Services  and  Revenoe  Depart- 
msnts,  1862,  1868,  1864,  1946 

DmsDALE,  Baron  E.,  HerU,  Sitckin 
Beer  Adulteration  (No.  8),  2R.  874 
Supply— Reformatory  and  ladaatrial  Sehools 
in  Great  Britain,  218 

Distress  for  Sent  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,  Burt,  Mr,  Arthur  WiUiams,  Mr,  JFiilum 

Cook,  Mr,  JEtobson) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  l"**  May  10  [Bill  220] 

Divorce  Bills 
Select  Committee  nominated  May  24  ;  List  of 
the  Committee,  1074 

Dover  Harhour  Board^Mr.  Lowndes 
Questions,  Major  Dickson,  Sir  Edward  Wat- 
kin ;  Answers,  The  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  (Mr.  Mundella)  May  6,  365 

Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Lands 
(Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  (9o.  2) 

Bill  [H.L.]  {The  Lord  Thurlow) 

I,  Presented;    read   !••,    and  referred   to    the 
Examiners  May  6  (No.  84) 

Read2*»Jfayl8  ^  ' 

Drowned  Persons  (Discovery  and  Inter- 
ment) Bill      ( The  Earl  Stanhope) 
I.  Read  2*  May  6.  858  (N«.  77) 

Committee  • ;  Report  May  18 

Head  8*  •  May  17 

DtJOKHAM,  Mr.  T.,   Herefordshire,   Lm- 

minster 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act,    1878— 

Compulsory  Slaughter— Amount  of  GoM  and 

Incidence,  870 

ConUgious  Diseases  (Animals)  AoU— Amend- 

ing  Legislation,  870 
Valuation  of  Real  Property,  Res.  700 

Duff,  Mr.  E.  W.  (Civil  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty),  Banffshire 
Greenwich    Hospital  —  Wifes   and    FamOiM 

of  Nafai  Pensioners,  528 
Merchant    Shipping— Wreck  of  the   Baraiw 
**CartweU,"1658  "-^iw 

Supply— Civil  Serfioes  and  Rerenue  Depart. 
mentt,  1806  ^*^ 


DUN        EDU 


( SESSION    1886) 
30s. 


EGT 


ESM 


DxTNOAN,  Colonel  F.,  IVnahurfff  Eottorn 
^rmj— Quarfcermasteri,  1832 

Dundalh  Oat  Bill 

e.  Bill,  as  Amended,  to  be  considered  To-morrow 

May  19,  1413 
Moved,  ''That  the  Bill   be   now  taken    Into 

Consideration"  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  May  20, 1405 
Amendt.  to  leave  oot  "  now,"  add  "  upon  this 

day  six   months"  {Mr.'  Nolan)  \    Question 

proposed,  **  That  *  now,'  Ac.  ; "  after  short 

debate,  Question  put;   A.  160,  N.  210;  M. 

41  (D.  L.  100);  words  added 
Main  Question,  as  amended,  put.  and  agreed 

to ;  Consideration,  as  amended,  put  off  for 

six  months 

DtxBHAM,  Bishop  of 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  878 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Dur- 
ham), 2R.  708  ;  Coram.  1640 

Ebrington,  Viscount,  Devon,  Tavittock 
Governmenc  of  Ireland,  2R.  661 

Education  Department  {England  and 
Wales) 

Punishment  of  School  Children,  Q,noniion,  Mr. 
Herbert  Gardner ;  Answer,  The  Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Council  (Sir  Lyon  Play  fair) 
Jfayl7,1160 

Reliyimie  InttrucHon  in  School  Board  Schools, 
Question,  Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross  ;  Answer, 
The  Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Sir  Lyon 
Playfair)  May  24,  1820 

School  Board  EleHione^Hourt  of  PoUing, 
Observations,  Mr.  T,  Fry ;  short  debate 
thereon  May  7,  638 

School  Boards  and  Voluntary  Schools,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Conway  ;  Answer,  The  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council  (Sir  Lyon  Playfair) 
May  n,  lies 

Schools  on  the  Continent  —  Mr,  Matthew 
Arnold's  Report,  Questions,  Sir  Henry 
Holland;  Answers,  The  Vice  President  of 
the  Council  (Sir  Lyon  Playfair)  May  21, 
1659 

Technical  Instruction,  The  Royal  Commission 
on — Second  Report — Grants  for  Science  and 
Art  SdiOoU,  Question,  Mr.  Lewis  Fry; 
Answer,  The  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
(Sir  Lyon  Playfair)  May  17,  1154 

Technical  Instruction  in  the  Use  of  Tools, 
Questions,  Sir  Bernhard  Samuelson,  Mr.  P. 
M'Donald ;  Answers,  The  Vice  President  of 
the  Council  (Sir  Lyon  Playfair)  May  21, 
1655 

Technical  Instruction  in  Board  Schools—The 
Beethoven  Street  Schools,  Question,  Sir 
Bernhard  Samuelson;  Answer,  The  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  (Sir  Lyon  Playfair) 
May  24,  1833 

The  Education  Code^- Examinations,  Question, 
Mr.  Mildmay  ;  Answer,  The  Vice  President 
of  the  Council  (Sir  Lyon  Playfair)  May  17, 
1155 


Egypt  (Queetiont) 

Army  of  OeeupcUion  —  Medical  Ofieen  at 
Suakin,  Question,  Mr.  Mitchell  (lenry ; 
Answer,  The  Financial  Secretary,  War  De- 
partment (Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone)  May  7, 
523 

British  Troops  in  Rgypt — Sanitary  Con- 
dition, Question,  Mr.  Coope ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell - 
Barinorroan)  if/7t/  11,  764 

Xumbers,  Question,  Mr.  Labouchcre ;  An- 
swer, The  Financial  Secretary,  War  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone)  May  6,  374 
Sir  Henry  Drummoiid  Wolff's  Mission,  Ob- 
servations, The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  May  6,  378  ;  Ques- 
tion, Sir  George  Campbell ;  Answer,  Tlio 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(Mr.  Bryoe)  May  10,  564 

The  Military  Expedition  —  The  Battle  of 
Oinnis,  Question,  Viscount  Newark  ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr, 
Campbell-Banncrmao)  May  11,  761 

The  Nile  Expedition,  1884-3,  Question,  Mr. 
Stanley  Leighton  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell -Bannerman) 
May  14,1030 

Elementary  Education  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  (Birmingham)  Bill  [u.l.] 

{The  Lord  President) 
I.  Presented  ;    read    1«  •,   and   referred   to   the 
Examiners  May  11  (No.  06) 

Elementary  Education  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  (London)  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  President) 
I.  Presented  ;   read    1»  •,    and   referred  to  the 
Examiners  May  11  (No.  97) 

Elgin,  Earl  of  (First  Oommissioner  of 
"Works) 
Hyde  Park  Corner  (New  StreeU),  2a.  1261 
National  Portrait  Gallery,  1636 
War  Office  and  Admiralty,  the  New,  1638 

Elliot,  Hon.  A.  R.  D.,  Roxhurgh 
GoTernment  of  Ireland,  2R.  1380 

Ellis,  Sir  J.  W.,  Surrey^  Kingston 
Income  Tax,  Res.  805 

Ellis,  Mr.  J.,  Zeioestershiret  Bosworth 
Import  Duties,  Res.  1089 

Employers'  Liability  Act  (1880)  Amend- 
ment Bill 

{Mr,  Arthur  G* Connor,  Br,  Commins,  Mr, 
Sexton,  Mr.  Jesse  CoUings) 
e.  Select  Committee ;  Colonel  Blandell  and  Mr. 
Uingley  added  April  19 

EsMOOTB,  Sir  T.  Q.,  Dublin  Co.,  8. 
Ireland  —  Piers    and   Harbours  —  Kingstown 
Harbour,  1278 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary— Pensions^  1822 
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EssLBMONT,  Mr.  p.,  AherdeeH$hir0,  E. 
Agricultural  Holdings  Act— FUhermen  od  the 

North -Eait  CoMt  of  Scotland,  1532 
Crofien  (Scotland)  (No.  S),  Oomm.  cL  16,  62, 

80 
Parliamentarj  Elections  (Returning  Officers* 

Expenses)  (Ireland),  2R.  830,  848 
Suppl/^Oiyil  Serrices  and  Refenue  Depart- 

mentf,  1889,  1803 

EvEEETT,  Mr.  E.  L.,  Suffolk^  Woodhridge 
Felixstowe,  Ipswich,  and  Midlands  Railway — 

Petition  for  Bill,  Res.  723 
Parliamentary  Franchise,  2R.  803 
Representation  of  the  People  Act  (1880  Ex- 
tension, 2R.  342 

Uzchsquer  Deposits 

Question,  Mr.  Lionel  Cohen ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Ilenry  U. 
Fowler)  May  7, 524 

Faequhabson,  Dr.  E.,  Aberdeenshire ^  W, 
Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  Comm.  cl.  16,  55, 

78;  Consid.  el.  18,  Amondt.  473 
Medical  Acts  Amendment,  2R..  224 
Supply — Lord  Advocate  and   Criminal  Pro- 
ceedings, Scotland,  220 

FeKxstotoe,  Ipswioh,  and  Midlands  Railway 
—Petition  for  Bill 
Moved,  *<  That  the  Resolution  of  the  Standing 
Orders  Committee  of  the  19th  day  of  February 
last,  with  respect  to  the  Felixstowe,  Ipswich, 
and  Midlands  Railway  Petition,  together 
with  the  said  Petition,  and  the  Bill  annexed 
thereto,  be  referred  back  to  the  said  Com- 
mittee, and  that  they  have  power  to  inquire 
whether  there  are  any  special  circumstances 
which  render  it  just  and  expedient  that  the 
Standing  Orders  should  be  dispensed  with  in 
respect  to  the  said  Petition  "  (Mr,  Everett) 
May  11,  722;  after  short  debate,  Motion 
agreed  to 

Fbitwtcb:,     Mr.     C,     Northumberland, 
Wansbeck 
Mining  Royalties,  Res.  1122 

Febgusson,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  J.,  Man- 
chester^ N,S, 

Commons  Regulation  (Ilayling)  Provisional 
Order,  2R.744,  751 

Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  Comm.  el,  15,  29  ; 
el,  29,  Amendt.  98  ;  add,  el,  128,  139,  130  ; 
Consid.  el,  10,  470  ;  el,  33,  477 

Education  Department  —  School  Board  Elec- 
tions— Hours  of  Polling.  539 

Spain  —  Signatures  of  the  Commercial  Con- 
vention, 571 

Fife,  Earl  of 

Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  3R.  1492 

Fikoh-Hatton,  Hon.  M.  E.  Q.,  Zineoln- 
shire,  Spalding 
Commons    Uegulation  (Hayling)  Provisional 
Order,  2R.  743 


FiwLAY,  Mr.  E.  B.,  Inpemess,  ipe. 
Crofters  (SootUnd)  (No.  2),  Coomd.  el,  33,477 
Government  of  Ireland,  2R.  1079,  1082,  1091 
Scotland — Post  OflSoe — Inverness  Post  OIBee, 
363 

Fisheries,  Salmon  and  Freshwater — Drans- 
fer  to  the  Board  of  Trade 
Questions,    Mr.     Portman ;     Answers,     The 
President    of   the    Board    of   Trade    (Mr. 
Mundclla)  Afoy  21,  1660 

FitzGeeald,  Lord 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment,  Comm. 
cl,  3,  Amendt.  1263  ;  cl,  8,  1205  ;  c/.  1 1,  t6^ 
1268;  cl,  13,  1270;  el,  14,  Amendt.  t5. ; 
add,  cl,  1271 

Fletcheb,  Mr.  B.,  Wilts,  Chippenham 
Government  of  Ireland,  2R.  636 
Inland  Revenue — Herb  Beer,  367 

Foeeign  Affairs— Secretary  of  State 
{see  EosEBERY,  Earl  of) 

FoREiON  Affairs — Under  Secretary  of 
State  {see  Bryoe,  Mr.  J.) 

Foreign  Offioe —  Consular  and  Commercial 
Reports 
Question,  Mr.  J.  G.  Hubbard ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(Mr.  Br/oe)  May  10,  50i 

Forestry 
Select   Committee   nominated  May  13;    List 
of  the  Committee,  876 

FoRTESCtJB,  Earl 

Hyde  Park  Corner  (New  Streets),  2 R.  1363 

FoRwooD,  Mr.  A.  B.,  Lancashire,  Orwu- 
kirk 

Import  Duties,  Res.  1100 

Mines  Regulation  Act — Weights  and  Measnrct, 
1652 

Post  OfiQoe  —  Insuffioientl/  Addressed  Tele- 
grams, 567 

Railway  and  Canal  TraflSo,  2R.  142 

Spain  —  Signatures  of  the  Commercial  Coa- 
▼ention,572, 1102 ;— British  Colonial  Wines, 
906 

Foster,  Dr.  B.,   Chester 
Charity  Commissioners — Inkberrow  Charities, 

1280 
Education  Department  —  School  Board  Elee- 

tlons— Hours  of  Polling,  543 
Lowe's  Charity  (Lichfield),  Res.  1889 
Medical  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  242 

Fowler,  Sir  R.  N.,  London 

House  of  Commons—  Kitchen  and  Refroshmeot 
Rooms,  Nomination  of  Select  Committee, 
1144 
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India — Caloatta  0  attorn  House — Adulteration 
of  M^Garinand  Oo.'s  Whisky,  1534 

Medical  Acts  Amendment,  Comm.  cl,  1,  1990 

Opium,  Res.  306 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Returning  OflQoers) 
Act  (1875)  Amendment,  2R.  1143 

Representation  of  the  People  Act  (1881)  Ex- 
tension. 2R.  341,  344 

Supply  —  Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1002,  1948 

FowLEK,  Mr.  Henry  H.  (Secretary  to  tlie 
Treasury),  Wolverhampton^  E. 
Burgh  Polioo  and  Health  (Scotland),  2a.  600 
Channel  Islands— lie  venues  of  Guernsey.  1282 
Civil  Service  Writers  and  Clerks,  308,  1040 
Customs  and   Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  eL  1, 

686 ;  add.  cl  1026,  1029 
Exchequer  Deposits,  624 
Government  of  Ireland,  2R.  676 
Income  Tax,  Res.  803 
Inland  Revenue — Questions 
Income  Tax  CoUeotors,  758 
Income  Tax  (Great  Britain  and  Ireland), 
361,  1823 
I  reland — Questions 

Board  of  Works— Payment  of  Final  Instal- 
ment of  a  Loan,  1158 
Court  of  Bankruptcy  —  Delays  of  Liquida- 
tion, 361  ;— Irregularities,  362 
Inland   Navigation  and    Drainage  —  The 

River  Bann,  1657 
Post  Office  (Ireland)  —  Mid.day  Mail  Ser- 
vice for  the  Town  of  Ballinamore,  Co. 
Leitrim,  1279 
Ireland —  Piers  and  Harbours — Questions 
Arklow  Breakwater.  363,  764, 1010 
Holyhead  Pier,  1523 
Kingstown  Harbour,  1278 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  152 
Notices  of  Motions  and  Orders  of  the  Day, 
1296 
Post  Office  (England)—Questions 

Insufficiently  Addressed  Telegrams,  568  ;— 

Secrecy  of  Telegrams,  1822 
Kiveton  Park,  York,  W.R.  754 
Outward  American  Mails,  152 
Parcel  Post— Conventions  with  France  and 

Italy,  869 
Post  Offices  at  Railway  Stations^  546 
Post  Office  (Scotland)— Questions 
Deliveries  of  Mails  to  Portree,  150 
Inverness  Post  Office,  364 
Mails  to  the  Outer  Hebrides,  524 
Post  Office^Postal   Service— British  Posses- 
sions— Rates  of  Postage,  Res.  535 
Seoret  Service  Money,  1830, 1831 
Supply— Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1845,   1859,  1873,   1909,    1923, 
1948,  1954,  1958,  1960,  1968,  1969 
Courts  of  Law  and  Justice,  Scotland,  226 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  178 
Law  Charges,  180,  181 
New  Harbour  at  Dover,  161, 167 
Police  —  Counties  and  Burghs,  Scotland, 

229 
Public  Buildings,  Ireland,  174 
Revising  Barristers,  England,  197 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature,  190,  193, 
194, 195, 196 


FowLEB,  Mr.  H.  H.— wn<. 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature- The  Central 

Office,  373 
Tobacco,  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  275, 

276 
Ulster  Canal  and  Tyrone  Navigation,  2R.  250  ; 

Nomination  of  Select  Committee,  1080 

Freshwater  Fisheries  Bill 

(Mr.  CharUs  Aoland,  Mr.  MundeUa) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  l^*  May  18  [Bill  218] 

Read  2»,  aOer  short  debate  May  20, 1614 

Friendly  Societies  Act,  1875 

Questions,  The  Earl  of  Iddesleigh  ;  Answers, 
The  Lord  Chancellor  (Lord  Ilerschell). 
May  18,  1272 

Friendly  Societies  Act  (1875)   Amend- 
ment Bill  [H.L.]        {The  Lord  Qreville) 
L  Presented  ;  road  1»*  May  13  (No.  99) 

Friendly  Societies  Act  (1875)  Amend- 
ment Bill  (-3fr.  NbrtoHy  Viscount 
FolkettonCy  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell,  Mr, 
Hoyle) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  l^ •  May  21  [Bill  228] 

Fry,  Mr.  L.,  BriatoJy  N, 

Education  Department  — School  Board  Elec- 
tions— Hours  of  Polling,  543 
Technical  Instruction,  Royal  Commission  on  — 
Second  Report,  1154 

Fry,  Mr.  T.,  Darlington 

Education  Department — School  Board  Elcc* 
tions — Hours  of  Polling,  538 

Galloway,  Earl  of 
Salmon  Fisheries  Amendment,  2R.  702 

Gardner,  Mr.  H.,  Ebbbx,  Saffron  Walden 
Beer  Adulteration  (No.  3),  2R.  873 
Canals  and  Railway  Companies,  374 
Education  Department—  Punishment  of  School 

Children,  1160 
Railway  and   Canal  Traffic    Bill— Control  of 

Canals,  529 

Ckis  Provisional  Orders  (No.  1)  Bill 

(Mr.  Charles  Adand,  Mr.  Mundella) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  1'' •  Apnl  19  [Bill  195J 

Read2«*  May  11 

Gas  Provisional  Orders  (No.  2)  Bill 

{Mr.  Charles  Aeland,  Mr.  Mundella) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l**  •  May  18  [Bill  214] 

Gas  and  Water  Provisional  Orders  Bill 

(Mr.  Charles  Aeland,  Mr.  Mundella) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  V  •  May  1  TBiU  206] 
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Gibraltar — Sir  John  Ady$ 
Qaeition,   ViMoaot    Carson ;    ADSwer,    The 
FinaDoial  SeoreUry,   War  Department  (Mr. 
Herbert  Gladstone)  May  7,  526 

GiLHOOLT,  Mr.  J.,  Cork,  W. 
Ireland— Arms  Act — Licences,  1824 

Lighthouses — Berehaven  Lighthouse,  5 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1938,  1940 
Trees  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  1256 

Gill,  Mr.  H.  J.,  Limerick 
Supply — Civil  SerTioes  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1970 

Gladstone,  Eight  Hon.  W.  E.    (First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury),  JEdinhurgh^ 
Mid  Lothian 
Arms  (Ireland),  2R.  1564,  1969 
Australasian  Colonies— Convention  of  Sydnev, 

910 
Crofters  (Scotland)   (No.   2)— Names  of  the 

Commissioners,  528 
Egypt— Sir  llenry  Wolff's  Mission,  378 
Government  of  India—The  Joint  Committee, 

1161,  1162,  1666 
Government  of  Ireland,  2R.  574, 596,  613, 629, 
959.  984,  980,  991,  1003,  1172,  1173,  1691, 
1755 
Government    of  Ireland  Bill  Debate,    1837, 

1841 
Ireland — Government   of  —  The     Schedules, 
1288 
Irish  Policy  of  the  Government— Meeting 
at  Belfast,  1044 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  270,  529, 
572,573,766,767,911,  1530 
Notices  of  Motions  and  Orders  of  the  Day, 
1289,  1298 
South-Eastern     Europe  —  Greece    and     the 

Powers,  270,  377,  529 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1865 

Gladstone,  Mr.  H.  J.  (Financial  Secre- 
tary   to    the    War   Department), 
Leeds,  W, 
Army— Retired  Officei's,  375 
Egypt— Army  of  Occupation — Medical  OflScers 
at  Suakin,  523 
Numhers,  374 
Gibraltar— Sir  John  Adye,  527 

GoLDSMiD,  Sir  J.,  Bt,  Panerae,  8. 

Felixstowe,  Ipswich,  and  MidUnds  Railwav — 

Petition  for  Bill,  Res.  730 
Secret  Service  Money,  1831 
Supply — Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  1948 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  179 

GoLDSwoaxHY,   Major-General    W.  T., 
jBammeremith 
Arms  (Ireland),  2 R.  1562 

QoBST,  Sir  J.  E.,  Chatham 
Death  Penalty,  lUs.  784,  789 


OoTenunent  of  Ireland  Bill    [BiU  I8I] 

{Mr.  aiMdttom,  Mr.  Secretary  Childert,  Mr. 
John  Morley,  Mr.  Attorney  General) 
<;.  Moved,  "That    the    BUI    be  now   read  2^" 

May  10, 574 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  **  now,"  add  "  upon  this 

day  six  months "  (  The  Marquest  of  Baxi- 

ington) ;  Question  proposed,  "  That  '  now/ 

&>o. ;  **  after  long  debate,  Moved,  "  That  the 

Debate  bo    now    adjourned**    (Sir    Henry 

Jamft)  ;  Motion  agreed  to 
Debate  resumed  [Second  Night]  May  13,  912; 

after  long  debate.  Debate  further  adjourned 
Debate  resumed  [Third  Night]  May  17,  1165; 

after  long  debate,  Debate  further  adjourned 
Debate  resumed  [Fourth  Night]  May  18, 1299 ; 

after  long  debate.  Debate  further  adjourned 
Debate  resumed  [Fifth  Night]  Mty  21,  1667; 

after  long  debate,  Debate  further  adjourned 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill 

Clause  29— Retident  Mayistratee,  Question, 
Mr.  Trevelyan ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morlev)  April  19, 
14 

The  Civil  Service ^  Questions,  Mr.  Stanley 
Leighton;  Answers,  The  Chief  SecreUry 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morlev)  May  11, 763  ; 
May  24,  1826 

The  Debate,  Questions,  Observations,  Sir 
Michael  Ilicks-Boach ;  Questions,  Mr.  T. 
M.  Healy,  Mr.  Labouchero  ;  Answers,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone) ;  Observations,  The  Marquess  of 
Hartington  May  21,  1063;  Questions,  Mr. 
Richard,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Sir  Michael 
Hicks- B each ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  ;  abort 
debate  thereon  May  24.  1836 

The  Sehedtdet,  Question,  Mr.  Ilaikes ;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  May  18,  1288 

QowEB,  Mr.  G.  G.  L.  (Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury), Stafford,  N.JF. 
Army— Ordnanco  Survey— The   Royal  Engi- 
neers, 1286 

Metropolis— Parks— The  Carriage  Boada,  754 
Palace  of  Westminster — House  of  ComnEioiM — 
Accommodation  for  Members — Lookers, 
967 
Ventilation  of  the  Uouse,  9 
Royal  Courts  of  Justice— Vacant  Land,  U 
Supply-i-Dlplomatic  and  Consular  Buildin/rt. 
177 

Granville,  Earl  (Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Oolonies) 
British  North  America,  Comm.  1649 
Labourers  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment,  Comm. 
cl.  11,  1268 

Malta,  Res.  1149 

Parliament — Earl   of  Redesdale,   The   late — 

Chairman  of  Committees  of  this  Hoose— > 

Obituary  Notice,  Zb5,  358 
Parliament— Chairman  of  Conimittees  of  tkii 

House,  Res.  ^51,  505 
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Gray,    Mr.   E.    Dwyer,    Dublin,    St. 
8Uphen^8  Oreen 
Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland),  2R.  U19 
Supply— Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1957,  1970 

Qreeee,  Affairs  of 

The  Greek  Oovemment  and  the  European 
Powers,  Question,  Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  May  4,  270 ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Bourke ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
of  tho  Treasury  (Mr,  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
ifay6,877 

lUply  of  the  Greek  Government,  Question,  Sir 
Michael  Hicks- Beach  ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
May  7,  629 

Blockade  of  the  Greek  Coast,  Ministerial  State- 
ment, The  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  (Tho  Earl  of  Rosebery) ;  Observa- 
tions, The  Marquess  of  Salisbury  Mcnf  10, 
bi%;  Questions,  Mr.  Bourke,  Mr.  Joseph 
Cowen ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  Tor  Foreign  Affairs  (Mr.  Bryce),  560 

Pacific  Blockade  of  Greece,  Question,  Mr. 
Ci-ompton ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affiiirs  (Mr.  Bryce) 
May  18.  1288 

Green,  Mr.  H.,  Thwer  ITamlets,  Poplar 

Public  nealth  (Metropolis)— The  Isleof  Dom, 

1157  ^  *-      '  s  » 

Greenwich   Bospilal  —  The    Wives    and 
Families  of  Naval  Pensioners 
Question,  Captain  Price;  Answer,  The  Civil 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  R.  W.  Duff) 
May  7,  528 

Gbbgoey,  Mr.  G.  B.,  Sussex,  Sast  Grin- 
stead 
Compulsory  Purchase  of  Land  Compensation, 

2R.  Amendt.  857 
Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  Comm.  cL  29,  94 
Customs    and    Inland    Revenue,     2R.    233; 

Comm.  add.  el,  1023 
Infants,  Consid.  cL  2,  249 
Land  Transfer  (Scotland),  2R.  818 
Supply — Revising  Barristers,  England,  197 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature,  187 
Valuation  of  Real  Property,  Res.  797 

Gbky,  Mr.  A.  H.  Q.,  Northumberland, 
Tyneside 
Secret  Service  Money,  1829 
Supply— Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
menU,  1853,  1855, 1856 

Haldane,  Mr.  E.  B.,  Haddington 

Conveyancing  (Scotland)  Act  (1874)  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  1410 
Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  Comm.  add.  el. 

123, 138 
Mining  Royalties,  Res.  1125 

Hall,  Mr.  A.  W.,  Oxford 
Government  of  Ireland,  2R.  1283 

vol*.  OOOV.      [THOU)  ssaiEs.] 


Halsbitkt,  Lord 
Infants,  2R.  1149 

Hamit.ton,  Lord  0.  J.,  Liverpool,   West 
Derby 
Ireland— Piers  and  Harbours — Holyhead  Pier, 
1522 

Hamilton,  Lord  E.,  Tyrone,  N. 
Arms  (Ireland),  2 R.  1576 
Ireland— Prisons— Omngh  Gaol,  1529 

Hamilton,  Lord  P.,  Manchester,  8.  W. 
America   (South)— The   Argentine  Republic. 
1521 

Hamilton,   Eight  Hon.  Lord  G.    F., 
Middlesex,  JEaling 
Government  of  Ireland,  2R.  980,  982,  084, 997 
Ireland — Crime    and    Outrage— Statistics   of 

"Boycotting,"  151 
Navy— Bursting  of  a  Gun  00  U.M.S.  *•  Col- 
lingwood,"  375 
Obsolete  Vessels  of  War,  371 

Hanbuby,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Preston 
Afghan  Demarcation  Commission,  568 
GoTernment  of  Ireland,  2R.  1357 

Harbours-^  Public  Harbour  Trusts 
Question,  Sir  John  Jenkins ;    Answer,    Tho 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mun- 
della)  May  18,  1280 

Haroofrt,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  W.  G.  V. 

(Chancellor    of    the    Exchequer), 

Derby 
Beer  Adulteration  (No.  3),  211.  875 
British   Colonial     Wines  —  Convention    with 

Spain,  006 
Burgh  Police  and  Health  (Scotland),  2R.  689 
Compulsory  Purchase  of  Land  Compensation, 

2R.  863,  865 
Currency,  Ac.— Gold  Coinage,  1169 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  2R.  233,  236  ; 

Comm.  el.  7,  684  ;  add.  el.  1027,  1028 
Death  Penalty,  Res.  780,  788,  789 
Government  of  India— The  Joint  Committee,  19 
Government  of  Ireland,  2R.  920 
Import  Duties,  Res.  1005,  1100.  1102 
India — Currency,  Ac. — The  Silver   Question, 
909 

Finance,  &o.— Depreciation  of  Silver,   1166 
Inland  Revenue — Questions 

Excise— Chicory,  873 

Herb  Beer,  368 

Income  Tax,  906  ; — Building  Societies,  6 

Income  Tax  Commissioners,  1039 

Income  Tax  on  Foreign  Residents,  1833 

Salaries  of  First-Class  Assistants,  765 
Licensing  Laws — Licensing  of  Clubs,  151 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  21,  152, 

153 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments,   1849,   1851,  1855,   1856,    1857, 
1945.  1949,  1970 

New   Harbour  at  Dover,  154,   U8,    159,  ^ 
161,164;  Amendt.jp,J,7ft^,^OOgle 
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Habdcastlb,  Mr.  F.,  Lancashire,   8.B., 
Weithoughion 
Oroftert  (Sootland)  (No.  2),  Oomm.  add.  cl. 
HO 

Habdikob,  Yisoount 

National  Portrait  Caller/,  1635 

HABunrGTON,  Mr.  E.,  K$rryy  W, 
Ireland,  State  of— DistreN  in  Kerry.  1039 
Poor   Law   Guardians    (Ireland),     2R.   1414, 

1417,  1428;  Amendt.  1424.  1434 
Supply— Civil  Serrioes  and  Rerenue  Depart- 
menta.  1903 

HABBiNaTOK,     Mr.    T.     C,      Dublin, 
Barhour 
Government  of  Ireland,  2R.  1318,  1319,  1763, 

1769 
Supply— Civil  Servioei  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1903,  1907 

Habbis,  Mr.  M.,  Oalway,  E, 
Ireland— Evictions,  899 
Supply — Civil  Servioei  and  Revenue  Depart- 
menU,  1925,  1927 

HABTn^GTON,  Eight  Hon.  Marquess  of, 
Lanooihire,  Itoisendale 
GoTemment  of  Ireland,  2R.  Amendt.  603,  613 
Government   of  Ireland  Bill  Debate,     166^ 
1841 

Haslett,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Belfast,  W. 
Arms  (Ireland),  2R.  1571 

HASTiN08,Mr.  G.  W.,  Woroestershire,  E. 
Probation  of  First  Offenders,  2R.  339 

Haydbn,  Mr.  L.  P.,  Leitrim,  8, 

Ireland— Post  Oflaco  —  Mid-day  Mail  Service 
for  the  Town  of  Ballinamore,  Co.  Leitrim, 
1279 

Healt,  Mr.  T.  M.,  Londonderry,  8, 
Arms  (Ireland),  2R.   1533,   1539,  1552,  1554, 

1556,  1557.  1559,  1608 
Commons   Regulation    (Hayling)    Provisional 

Order,  2R.  Motion  for  Adjournment,  740 
Government  of  Ireland,  2R.  1313,  1765, 1772, 

1780 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill  Debate,  1663 
Ireland — Questions 
Arms  Bill,  1289 
Crime  and  Outrage  —  Disturbanoes    near 

Cookstown,  1824 
Inland  Navigation  and    Drainage  —  The 

River  Bann,  1656, 1657 
Lord  Wolseley  —  Speech  of  Mr.    William 

Johnston,  M.P.  907,  908 
Royal    Irish    Constabulary  —  Promotion, 
1653,  1654 
Lowe's  Charity  (Lichfield),  Res.  1403 
Mining  Royalties  (Cornwall  and  Devon),  2R. 
1626,  1628 
.  Parliament— Notices  of  Motions  and  Orders  of 
the  Day,  1292,1296 

leoni. 


Hbalt,  Mr.  T.  U.^eoiU. 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Ireland)  (Clerical 
Interference),  Motion  for  Leave,  1628 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Returning  Officers) 
Act  (1875)  Amendment,  2R.  1142.  1143 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Returning  Officers* 
Expenses)  (Ireland),  2R.  843,  850 

Police  Forces  ( Removal  of  Disabilities),  Motion 
for  Leave,  1631 

Stannaries  Act  (1869)  Amendment,  2R.  1622 

Supply — Civil  Serrices  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1906,  1909, 1956 

Ulster  Canal  and  Tyrone  Navigation,  Nomi- 
nation of  Select  Committee,  1406, 197i 

Healt,  Mr.  M.,  Cork 

Compulsory  Purchase  of  Land  Compensation, 

2K.  861 
Parliamentary  Elections  ( Returning  Officers' 

Expenses)  ^Ireland),  2R.  846 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 

menu,  1959, 1960 
Trees  (Ireland),  Lords'  Amendts.  Conaid.  13^ ; 

Amendt.  1259 

Hbatoi^,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Canterhwry 
Import  Duties,  Res.  1111 
Post  Office — Parcel  Post  —  Conventions  with 

France  and  Italy,  369 
Postal  Service  (British  Possessions) —Rat«t  of 

PosUge,  Res.  536 

Henbagb,  Bight  Hon.  E.,  Great  Orimshy 
Compulsory  Purchase  of  Land  CompensaUon, 
2R.866 

Hbnby,  Mr.  M.,  Glasgow,  Blaekfriare 

Egypt— Army  of  OccufMUion — Medical  Offioen 
at  Suakin,  523 

Ireland— Arms  Bill,  1523 
Evictions,  900 

Parliament — Notices  of  Motions  and  Orders  of 
theDay,  1294. 1297 

Secret  Service  Money,  1831 

Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1868 

Hebsohell,  Lord  (Lord  Chanoellor) 
Friendly  Societies'  Act,  1875,  1273 
Infants,  2  R.  1146,  1149 
Labourers  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment^  Comm. 

<;2. 11,1266,  1270 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  878,  879 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  ( Dur- 
ham), 2R.  714  ;  Comm.  1643 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Dur- 
ham) (Petitions),  Motion  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, 1275 

Hervet,  Lord  F.,  Bury  St.  Edmunde 
Lowe's  Charity  (Lichfield),  Res.  1400 

HiBBEBT,  Eight  Hon.  J.  T.  (Seoretaxj 
to  the  Admiralty),  Oldham 
Navy— Questions 

Admiralty— Pay  of  Coastguardsmeo,  1826 
Armaments,  ^. — The  4d-toii  Goo,  1668 
Commissions  for  Seamen  of  the  FleoL  1517 

uiqmzea  oy  '^.j  v-^v^x  i^ 
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HiBBBBT,  Right  Hon.  J.  T.*— conf. 

Contraots      for      Cruisers    with    Prifate 

Bnilders,  760,  1662,  1663 
H.M.S.  "Oiilypso/'lSSi 
H.M.S.«<Gollingwood"— Bursting  of  the 

4d.ton  GuD,  876,  637 
n.M.S.  "Colossus"  — Tlie  43.ton  Guns, 

1520 
H.M.8.  "  Tliunderer."  372 
Naval  Pensions— Samuel  Barber,  364 
Obsolete  Vessels  of  War,  372 
Navy   Estimates  —  Scientific    Branch,    1072, 

1973 
Western  Paoiflo—Reprisals  on  Natives,  1620 

HiOKMAN,  Mr.  A.,   Wolverhampton,  JF. 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  cL  7, 686 
Inland  Revenue — Inoome  Tax  Commissioners, 

1030 
Railway  and  Canal  TrafiSo,  2R.  399 

Higliways  Acts  Amendment  Bill 

(Mr,  Duekham,  Mr.  More,  Mr,  Thomas  Blake) 
e.  Considered  ;  read  3»  May  6,  489    [Bill  149] 
I,  Read  \^*  May  7  (No.  91) 

Hill,  Eight  Hon.  Lord  A,  W.,  Down^  JT. 
Government  of  Ireland,  2R.  969 

HoABB,  Mr.  S.,  Norwich 
Government  of  Ireland,  2R.  632 

HoBHousE,  Mr.  H.,  Somtrsetj  E, 
Government  of  Ireland,  2R.  1204 

Holland,    Right     Hon.    Sir   H.    T., 
Sampttead 
Education  Department — Schools  on  the  Conti- 
nent—Mr. Matthew  Aniold's  Report,   1659, 
1060 
Medical  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  240 
Supply— New  Harbour  at  Dover,  100 

Holmes,    Eight  Hon.  H.,  Dublin  Uhi- 
versiiy 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Returning  Officers' 

Expenses)  ( Ireland),  2R.  844 
Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland),  2R.  1435 

Home  Depabtment — Secretary  of  State 
(«M  Ohildbes,  Eight  Hon.  H.  0.  E.) 

Home  Dbpaktment— Under  Secretary  of 
State  {see  Bboadhubst,  Mr.  H.) 

HooPBB,  Mr.  J.,  Cork,  8.E. 
Army— -Go-operative  Stores,  755, 756, 757, 758 

HoPB,  Eight  Hon.  A.  J.  B.  Beresford, 
Cambridge  UnivereUy 
Burial  Grounds,  2R.  261 
Charterhouse,  2R.  Motion  for  Adjournment. 
^20 


HowABD,  Mr.  E.  Stafford  (Undersecre- 
tary of  State  for  India),  Gloucester, 
Thombury 
Army  (India)— Inspectors  of  Army  Schools, 

567 
Asia  (Central)— Mission  to  Thibet,  755 
India — Questions 

Bengal  —  Government  College  of  Kishna- 

ghur,  12 
Burmoh  —  Military  Executions  —  Colonel 

Hooper,  525 
Calcutta  Custom  House  —  Adulteration  of 

M'Gavin  and  Co.*s  Whisky,  1524 
Railways  —  The  Nagpore-Bengal  Railway, 

526 
Veterinary  Surgeons,  10 
Opium,  Res,  806,  313 

HowBLL,  Mr.  G.,  Beihnal  Oreen,  N.E, 
Commons    Regulation    (Uayling)    Provisional 

Order,  2R.  739 
Import  Duties,  Res.  Amendt.  1068,  1071 
Valuation  of  Real  Property,  Res.  796 

HoYLB,  Mr.  I.,  Lancashire,  S,E.,  Rey- 
wood 
Import  Duties,  Res.  1109 

Hubbard,  Eight  Hon.  J.  G.,  London 
Foreign  OflSce  —  Consular  and    Commercial 
Reports,  564 

Hughes,  Colonel  E.,  Woolwich 

Education  Department — School  Board   Elec- 
tions— Hours  ot  Foiling.  540 
Government  of  Ireland,  2R.  1209 
Sale    of  Intoxicating    Liquors    on    Sunday, 
Comm.  352 


Hughes  -  Hallbtt,    Colonel    F.     C, 

Rochester 
India  (Finance,  &c.) — Depreciation  in  Silver, 

1156 
Inland    Revenue— Inoome    Tax    on    Foreign 

Residents,  1833 
Merchant  Shipping  Act,  1854— The  ••  Creole," 

565 

Hunt,  Mr.  F.  S.,  MaryUbone,  W. 
Navy— H.M.S.  "  Colllngwood  "—Bursting  of 
the  43  ton  Gun,  1834 

Hunter,  Sir  W.  G.,  Hackney,  Central 
Civil  Service  Writers  and  Clerks,  368 
Tramways  ( Metropolis),  364 

Hunter,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Aberdeen,  N, 
Croi^ers  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  Comm.  cl,  15,  26  ; 
cU  26,  Amendt.  63,  65,  67.  71  ;  eh  29,  94, 
114;  add,  cl,   122  ;  Motion  lor  reporting 
Progress,  133, 140 

HuNTLY,  Marquess  of 
Salmon  Fisheries  Amssdmeali  3B*  692»  703 

sua  o 
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HuTTOH,  Mr.  J.  F.,  3faneheiUrj  N. 
Africa  (Wett  Coast}— Rio  Del  Rey,  11 
Asia  (Central)— Mission  to  Thibet,  755 
British  Commercial  Interests  Abroad— Diplo- 
matic and  Consular  Representatives,  1655 
Naval  Pensions— Samuel  Barber,  364 
Postal  Service  (British  Possessions)— Rates  of 
PosUge,  Res.  530 

Hyde  Park  Corner  (New  Streets)  Bill 

(Mr.  Leveton  OoweVf  Mr.  B$nry  H.  Fowlir, 
Mr.  Broadkunt) 

e.  Committee  •  (<m  rC'eomm) ;  Report ;  read  8® 
MayZ  [Bill  182] 

;.  Read  1»*  {Earl  of  Elgin)  May  6     (No.  88) 
Read  2%  and  committed,   after  short  debate 
May  18,  1261  ;  the  Committee  to  be  pro- 
posed bj  the  Committee  of  Selection 

Iddeslbioh,  Earl  of 

Friendly  Societies  Act,  1875, 1272 

Illiwgworth,  Mr.  A.,  Bradford^  W, 
Dundalk  Gas,  Consid.  1512 
Lowe's  Charity  (Lichfield),  Res.  1401 
Supply — Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings, 
176 
New  Harbour  at  Dover,  178 

Import  DutUs 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  May  14,  To 
leave  out  from  *<That,"  add  *'  in  the  opinion 
of  this  House,  it  is  expedient  to  raise  a 
larger  portion  of  the  Revenue  of  the  Country 
from  Import  Duties,  and  that  such  Duties 
■bould  be  levied  on  certain  descriptions  of 
fully  manufactured  Foreign  goods,  entering 
into  competition  with  similar  goods  of  our 
own  make ;  and  that  the  Revenue  so  ob- 
tained should  be  applied  to  the  reduction  of 
the  Duties  on  tea,  coffee,  and  cocoa,  and  of 
other  burdensome  imposts  ''  (Mr.  Jennings) 
V.  1045  ;  Question  proposed,  '<  That  the 
words,  &o.  ; "  after  long  debate.  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to 

IwoB,  Mr.  H.  B.,  Islington,  E. 

Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.   2),  Comm.  add.  cl. 

Motion  for  repoKing  Progress,  131 
Infants,  Consid.  el.  2,  Amendt.  248 

Income  Tax 
Moved,  ''That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  way  in  which 
Income  Tax  is  levied,  especially  on  unlet 
property,  on  partially  let  property,  on  pro- 
perty rated  above  its  present  letting  value, 
on  the  investments  of  Insurance  Companies, 
Savings  and  other  Banks,  and  other  cases  in 
which  Income  Tax  is  claimed  on  more  than 
the  income  actually  received  "  (Mr.  Bartley) 
May  11,  801 ;  after  short  debate,  Question 
put ;  A.  63,  N.  174  ;  M.  Ill  (D.  L.  V) 

Income  Tarn  ( Great  Britain  and  Ireland) 
Schedule  B 
Questions,  Sir  Joseph  M'Kenna ;  Answers,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  H. 
Fowler)  Ma^  6, 860  ;  Ma/y  2i»  1828 


Incumbents  of    Benefices  Loaiu  Ez- 
tennon  Bill  [h.l.] 

(TU  Duk$  of  Buekingham) 
I.  Presented  ;  read  1>  •  May  7  (No.  69) 

Read  2%  after  short  debate  May  17, 1150 
Committee  * ;  Report  May  18 
Read  8^  *  May  20 

India — Secretary  of  Btate  {eee  Ejhbsb- 
LEY,  Earl  of) 

India — Under  Secretary  of   State  (see 
Howard,  Mr.  Stapfobd) 

India 

Bengal  —  The  Oovemmtnt  College  ai  Kiek- 
naghur,  Question,  Sir  Roper  Lethbridge ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (Mr.  Stafford  Howard)  AprU  19,  12 

Calcutta  Cuitom  Hotue  —  Adulteration  of 
M*Oavin  J-  Co.*s  Whisky,  Question,  Sir 
Robert  Fowler  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary  of  SUte  for  India  (Mr.  Stafford 
Howard)  May  20,  1524 

Currency,  jrc. —  The  Silver  Q/tustion,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  J.  M.  Maclean ;  Answers,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  May  18,  909 

Finance^  ^e.  —  Depreciation  of  Silver,  Ques- 
tion, Colonel  Hughes- Uallett ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  Jfay  17,  1156 

Railways  —  The  Nagpore- Bengal  Railway, 
Question,  Mr.  J.  M:  Maclean  ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Mr. 
Sufford  Howard)  May  7,  526 

Veterinary  Surgeons,  Question,  Mr.  Justin 
McCarthy ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
of  SUte  for  India  (Mr.  Stafford  Howard) 
April  19,  9 

Oovemment  of  India  (The  Joint  Committee), 
Question,  Mr.  Magniao  ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  William  Har- 
court) April  19,  19;  Questions,  Mr.  J.  M. 
Maclean,  Lord  Randolph  Churchill;  An- 
swers, The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone)  May  17, 1161  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Magniac  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  May  21, 
1 666  [See  title  BurmoA} 

Infants  Bill  i^r.  Attorney  Omeral^  The 

Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  Secretary  Chitdersj  Mr^ 
Bryee) 
0.  Considered  May%,  248  [Bill  139] 

Read  3»  •  May  5 
L  Read  1»  •  (Lord  Chancellor)  May  6  (No.  86) 
Read  2%  after  short  debate  May  17,  U46 

Inland  Bevenue — see  Income  Tax 
International   and  Colonial   Copyright 

Bill  (Mr.  Aeland,  Mr.  MmdeOa, 

Mr.  Bryee,  Mr.  Osborne  Morgm$,  Sir  XTghtred 
KayShuttleworth) 
e.  Committee— B.P.  May  6,  478    j<-^  [Bill  1551 
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Ionian  Bank  BUI 

I.  Read  2«  (The  Duke  of  Buckin^Kam)  Hay  21, 
1635 

Ireland 

Alle(?ed  CaUle  Stealing,  Co.  Leiirim,  Qaestion, 
Captain  M'Calmont;  Answer,  The  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
May  20, 1626 

Court  of  Bankruptey— Delays  of  Liquidation, 
Question,  Mr.  Peter  M'Donald  ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  ( Mr.  Henry 
H.  Fowler)  May  6,  861  i—Irreyularttiss, 
(Question,  Mr.  Peter  McDonald  ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry 
H.  Fowler)  May  6,  362 

Oovemment  of  Ireland,  Obseryation,  Question, 
Lord  Ashbourne ;  Reply,  The  Lord  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council  (Earl  Spencer)  May  7, 
496 

Home  Rule  —  The  Methodist  Committee  of 
Privileges,  Dublin,  Question,  Mr.  Jordan  ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  May  18,  1284 

**  Ireland  {Electoral  Statistics)  Return,"  Ob- 
servations, The  Earl  of  Limerick ;  Reply, 
The  Lord  President  of  the  Council  (Earl 
Spencer)  May  13.  894 

Land  Purchases,  Question,  Sir  George  Camp- 
bell ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  April  19,  20 

Lord  Wolseley^ Speech  of  Mr,  fFUliam  John* 
sum,  M,P,,  Questions,  Mr.  T.  M  Healy, 
Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor  ;  Answers,  The  Secre- 
tary of  SUte  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Ban- 
nerman).  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  John  Morley),  Mr.  Speaker  ifay  13, 
907 

Parliamentary  Elections  —  Union  Ofieials, 
Question,  Mr.  Alexander  Blane ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
MorleyJ  May  18, 1277 

Registration  of  Voters — Expenses  of  Revision, 
Question,  Mr.  Peter  M' Donald  ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morley)Afay  18,  1281 

Representaiim  of  the  People  Ast,  1884^/2^- 
quisition  Forms — The  Rate  Collectors  of 
Mountmellick  Union,  Questions,  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  May  20,  1520 

The  Irish  Policy  of  the  Govemment^Meeting 
ai  Belfast,  Questions,  Mr.  Johnston,  Mr. 
Sexton  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Speaker,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  £.  Gladstone) 
May  14,  1043 

Veterinary  Portal  Inspectors,  Question,  Mr. 
Cox ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  31ay  14, 1031 

JLrms  (Ireland)  Act 
Questions,  Mr.  Lewis,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers, 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  May  4,  269 
lAeences,  Question,  Mr.  Gilbooly ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  May  24, 1824 

lAghthouses  {Ireland) 
Berehavsn  Lighthouse,  Q,wniion,  Mr.  Gilbooly; 
Answer,  The    President   of  the  Board    of 
Trade  (Mr.  MandelU)  ApHl  19,  5 


Ibblaitd— Xt^AMota^f— cont. 

Oarlingford  Lough  Lighthouse,  Question,  Mr. 
O'llanlon  ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mundella)  April  19, 
12 
Education  of  tlie  Children  of  Lighthouse 
Keepers,  Questions,  Mr.  Johnston  ;  Answers, 
The  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr. 
C.T.  D.  Aoland)  May  14, 1037 

Board  of  Works  (Ireland) 
Payment  of  Final  Instalment  of  a  Loan 
graiited  under  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Aei, 
1881,  Question,  Mr.  Tuite ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  H. 
Fowler)  May  17,  1157 

Fisheries  (Ireland) 

Inland  Fisheries  ^Poisoning  Fish,  Question, 
Captain  M'Calmont;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  'for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
May  20,  1526 
Salmon  Fisheries^The  Suir  Fisheries,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  P.  J.  Power ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
May  18, 1278 

Piers  and  Harbours  {Ireland) 

Arklow  Harbour  Works  ^  The  Breakwater, 
Questions, Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet;  Answers,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  H. 
Power)  May  0,  362  ;  May  11,  763 ;  May  14, 
1040 

Holyhead  Pier,  Question,  Lord  Claad  Hamil- 
ton ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  May  20, 1522 

Kingstown  Earbour,  Question,  Sir  Thomas 
Esmonde;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  May  18, 
1278 

PortpcUriek  Harbour,  Question,  Mr.  Mark 
Stewart ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mundella)  May  6,  869 

Renard  Point  Pier,  Question,  Mr.  John 
O'Connor  (Tipperary,  S.) ;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Mor- 
ley) Jfoy  20, 1517 

Inland  Navigation  and  Drainage  {Ireland) 
The  River  Bonn,  Questions,  Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  May  21, 
1656 
The  River  Shannon,  Questions,  Mr.  W. 
Abraham  (Limerick,  W.),  Mr.  Cox ;  An- 
twers.  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  May  11,  762 

Poor  Law  (Ireland) 

Cleremorris  —  Intimidation,  Question,  Mr. 
Dillon ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
IreUnd  (Mr.  John  Morley}  May  20,  1520 

Dr,  Croker,  Dispensary  Medical  Officer,  Batty* 
maearrett  Division,  Belfast  Union,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Biggar ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  May  14, 
1033 

John  Taylor,  Rate  Collector,  Lurgan  Poor 
Ijiw  Union,  Question,  Mr.  O'Hanlon  ;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
John  Morley)  May  l^tM^  v^v^w-^  iv. 
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Edenderry  Infirmary,  Queition,  Mr.  Biggar  ; 

Answer,  Th«  Chief  Secretary   for    Ireland 

(Mr.  John  Morley)  May  34,  1S27 
Olin  Union,  Co.  Leitrim— Hating  Qualifiea' 

turn  for   Ouardian,  Question,   Mr.  Stack  ; 

Answer,   The   Chief  Secretary   for  Ireland 

(Mr.  John  Morley)  April  19,  5 
Union  Amalgamation,  Qaestions,  Mr.  Maram, 

Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secrolary 

for  Ireland  (Mr.  John   Morley)    May   SI, 

1659 

Poit  Ofice  {Ireland) 

Mid-day  Mail  Serines  for  the  Town  of  Bal' 
linamore,  Co,  Leitrim^  Question,  Mr.  Raj* 
den  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  Henry  H.  Powler)  May  18,  1279 
Mountnorrit  Post  Ofice,  Question,  Mr.  Alex- 
ander Blane ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Arnold  Morley)  May  18, 
1279 

RailuHxys  {Ireland) 
Railway  Rates,  Question,  Mr.  Smithwick  ;  An- 
swer.'^Tbe  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
(Mr.Mundella)  April  19,  13 

Law  and  Justice  {Ireland) 

Case  of  O,  Qibbs  and  P.  MuUens,  Question, 
Mr.  Sheehy  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  April  19, 18 

Dungannon  Petty  Sessions  —  Intimidation, 
Questions,  Mr.  Johnston,  Mr.  W.  O'Brien  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Speaker,  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  May  14, 
1085 

Longford  Assises — Assault  on  James  and 
Christopher  Newman,  Questiong,  Mr.  Justin 
M'Carthy  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  May  10,  063 

The  Magistracy  {Ireland) 
Dungannon,  Qnestions,  Mr.  William  O'Brien  ; 

Answers,  The   Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 

(Mr.  John  Morley)  May  18,  1283 
Mr,  W.  X.  Bole,  JP.,  Co,  Longford,  Question, 

Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy;  Answer,  The  Chief 

Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John   Morley) 

ApHl  19.  10 
Resident  Magistrates — Oovemtnent  of  Ireland 

Bill,  Clause  29,  Question,  Mr.  Trevelyan  ; 

Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 

(Mr.  John  Morley)  April  19,  14 

Law  and  Police  {Ireland) 
Assault  by  a  Caretaker,  Question,  Mr.  Condon  ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  May  14,  1037 
Alleged  Riot  at  Littowel,  Question,  Captain 
M'Calmont ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  May  20, 
1627 

The  Royal  Irish  Constabulary 
Constable  Bayes,  Question,  Mr.  H.  Campbell ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  May  11,  760 
District  Inspector  Leaiham,  Downpatrick, 
Questions,  Mr.  A.  Blane,  Mr.  Johnston; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  May  13,  904 

[cont. 


lREiJiiii>'^Royal  Irish  Constabukary ^eoni. 

Pensions,  Qoeition,  Sir  Thomas  Esmonde; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  May  24.  1823 

Promotion,  Questions,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ;  An- 
swers, The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
John  Morley)  May  31,  1663 

Transfers  from  Downpatrick,  Qnestion,  Mr. 
Cox  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  John  Morley)  ApHl  19, 13 

Prisons  {Ireland) 

Omagh  Oaol,  Question,  Lord  Emett  Hamil- 
ton ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  John  Morley)  May  90,  1639 

State  of  Ireland 

Distress  in  Kerry,  Questions,  Mr.  John 
O'Connor  (Kerry,  S.),  Mr.  E.  Harrington  ; 
Answers,  'The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  May  14, 1038 

The  Arming  of  UlsUr,  Question,  Mr.  William 
O'Brien  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  lor 
Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  May  17.  1168 

Wiikloiv  Quarter  Sessions,  Question,  Mr. 
Byrne :  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretajry  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  May  11,  763 

Crime  and  Outrage  {Ireland) 

Disturbances  near  Cookstown,  Qnestioo,  Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary ibr  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Mim  34, 
1824 

Statistics  of  "  BoyectHng,**  Question,  Lord 
George  Hamilton  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
May  3,  161 

Evictions  {Ireland) 

Questions,  Mr.  Harris,  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  John  Morley),  Mr.  Speaker  May  13, 
899 

[See  titles  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881 
„        Peace  Preservation  {Ireland)  Ad, 
1881] 

Ireland,  Slate  o/—Itepresentation»  from 
Public  Bodies  to  the  Prime  Minieter 
Copy  of  Selection  from  the  representations 
made  to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasoi^  b/ 
public  bodies,  in  response  to  the  InTitation 
for  the  free  communication  of  views  on  Ire- 
land, contained  in  a  letter  addressed  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  Viscoant  de 
Yesoi  on  the  12th  day  of  February,  1886, 
ordered  by  the  House  of  Commons  on  the 
16th  April  last  to  be  printed,  No.  117: 
Ordered  to  be  laid  before  the  Hoose  {T%e 
Lord  Ashbourne)  May  13 

Islande  of  the  South  Paeijte—See  title 
South  Pacifle 

Isaacs,  Mr.  L.  H.,  Nernngian^  Wnlwmrih 
Poor  Law  (England  and  Wales)— Law  of  Re- 
moyal— Case  of  Mary  Ann  Assiter,  Maid- 
stone, 267 
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Jaoks,  Mr.  W.,  Leith,  ^c. 

Navy  —  Contracts  for  Cruisers  with   Private 

Builders,  700,  1662 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  2R.  401 
Supply— Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1879 

James,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  H.,  Burf^,  Lan- 
cashire 
Arms  (Ireland),  2R.  1948,  1560 
Government  of  Ireland,  2R.   078,  912,  920, 

921,  926,  929,  932 
Supply— Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1861,  1864 

James,  Hon.  W.  H.,  Oateshsad 

Charterhouse,  2R.  Amendt.  501,  608,  522,  528 

Jenkins,  Sir  J.  J.,  Carmarthen,  Sfc, 
Harbours— Public  Uarbour  Trusts,  1280 


Jbnkinqs,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Stockport 
Import  Duties,  Res.  1045,  1071 

Johns,  Mr.  J.  W.,   Warwick,  Nuneaton 
Cottagers'  Allotment  Gardens,  2R.  Motion  for 

Adjournment,  1791 
Farliamentary  Elections  (Ireland)  (Clerical 

Interference),  Motion  for  Leave,  1631 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Returning  Offlcera' 

Eipenses)  (Ireland),  2R.  840 


Johnson-Fjbbouson,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Leicester, 
Loughborough 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  2R.  407 


Johnston,  Mr.  W.,  Belfast,  S. 
Arms  (IreUnd),  2R.  1556,  1586 
Government  of  Ireland,  9R.  630 
Ireland— Questions 

Education  of  the  Children  of  Lighthouse 

Keepers,  1037 
Irish  Policy  of  the  Government— Meeting 

at  Belfast,  1043, 1044 
Law  and  Justioe—Dungannon  Petty  Ses- 
sions—Intimidation, 1035 
Royal    Irish   Constabulary—District    In- 
spector Leatharo,  Downpatriok,  904 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Returning  Officers) 

Act  (1875)  Amendment,  2R.  1143 
Supply— Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1940 


Jordan,  Mr.  J.,  Clare,  W. 
Government  of  Ireland,  2R.  651 
Home   Rule— The   Methodist  Committee  of 
Privileges,  Dublin,  1284 


Jurors*  Detention  Bill       (i^r.  Loekwood, 

Mr,  Crompton,  Mr,  Finlay,  Mr,  Baggallay) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !<>  •  May  5  [BUI  202] 


Ka.t-Shttttlbworth,   Bight  Hon.   Sir 
II.  J.    (Chancellor  of  the   Dnchy 
of  Lancaster),  Lancashire,  Clitheroe 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Acts — Amend- 
ing Legislation,  370 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act,   1878  — 
Compulsory  Slaughter — Amount  of  Cost  and 
Incidence,  371 

Kelly,  Mr.  B.,  Donegal,  S. 

Ireland— Land  Law  Act,  1870 — Appeals  in  Co. 
Donegal,  1281 

Kbnnaway,  Sir  J.  H.,  Devon,  Eoniton 
War  Department — Manufacture  of  Guns,  1653 

Kenny,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Tyrone^  Mid. 
Rabbit  Plague  in  Australia,  904 

Kbnriok,  Mr.  W.,  Birmingham,  N. 
Lowe's  Charity  (Lichfield),  Res.  1398 

Kjlootjesib,  Eight  Hon.  Visconnt  (Vice 
Ohamberlain  of    the  Hoiuehold), 
Somerset,  S. 
Government  of  Ireland,  2R.  1715 

KncBER,  Mr.  H.,  Wandsworth 
Compulsory  Purchase  of  Land  Compensation, 

2R.  867 
Crofters  (Scotland)   (No.   2).   Comm.  cl,  29, 

Amendt.  102,  109,  110,  114;  o^.  el,  120, 

124 
Currency,  Ac— Gold  Coinage,  1159 
Land  Transfer  (Scotland),  2R.  820 
Metropolitan  Rating — Parish  of  Putney,  1528 

KiicBBBLBYy  Earl  of  (Secretary  of  State 
for  India) 
Church  Patronage,  2R.  894 
Labourers  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment,  Comm. 

tf/.  11,  1269 
Navy  Estimates,  1866*7,  Res.  559 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  679 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Dur- 
ham), 2R.  719 

King,  Mr.  H.  S.,  EuU,  Central 
Government  of  Ireland,  2R.  1189 

King-Habmak,  Colonel  E.  B.,    Kent^ 
Isle  of  Thanet 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Returning  Officers' 

Expenses)  (Ireland),  2R.  Amendt.  831 
Police  Forces  (Removal  of  Disabilities),  Motion 

for  Leave.  1634 
Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland),  2R.  1417, 1423, 
1423  ;  Amendt.  1424,  1434 

KnTTO&E,  Earl  of 
Salmon  Fisheriet  AnMndment,  SR.  702 

Labouohbbb,  Mr.  H.,  Northampton 
Egypt — Army  of  Occupation  (Numbers),  374 
Government  of  Ireland,  2R.  1330,  1333, 1887 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill  Debate,  1668 
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Labouobirb,  Mr.  U'—cont. 

ParlUment— Sittings  and  Adjournment  of  the 

House— The  Derby  Day,  1666 
Political    Demonstrations  —  Military    Bands, 

1660 
Suppljr—Civil  Services  and  Reyenue  Depart- 
roents,  1852,  1853 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  176 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendmeat 

Bill  {I^ord  FitzGerahJC) 

I,  Committee  May  18,  1263  (No.  51) 

Lancastee— Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
{»6e  Kay  -  Shuttle  WORTH,  Bight 
Hon.  Sir  U.  J.) 

Land  Lato  {Ireland)  Aei,  1881 — Appeals 
in  Co,  Donegal 
Question,   Air.  Bernard   Kelly ;  Answer,  The 
Chief   Secretary     for     Ireland    (Mr.    John 
Morley)  May  18,  1281 

Land  Purchase  {Ireland)   Aety    1885  — 
Statistics  of  Purchases 
Question,  Sir  George  Campbell ;  Answer,  The 
Chief   Secretary    for    Ireland    (Mr.   John 
Morley)  May  4,  267 

Land,  Tenure  of  — Homestead  and  Exemp- 
tion Laws  in  the  United  States 
Question,   Mr.  Edmund  Robertson ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Afihirs  (Mr.  Bryce)  May  7, 521 

Land  Transfer  (Scotland)  Bill  {^r, 

Boyd-KinHMT,  Mr,  Bruee,  Mr,  Maeon,  Mr. 
M*Laren) 
e,  2R.  negatived,  after  debate  May  11.  808 

[Bill  144] 

Lane,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Cork  Co,^  E, 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1960 

Law  and  Justice  (England  and  Wales) 
Supreme   Court  of  Judicature— Tlie  Central 

Office^  Question,  Mr.  Rylands  ;   Answer,  The 

Secretary  to  the  Treasury   (Mr.  Henry  H. 

Fowler)  May  6,  373 
The  Royal  Courts  of  Justice— Vacant  Land, 

Questions,  Mr.  T.  H.  Bolton  ;  Answers,  Mr. 

Leveson  Gower  (A  Lord  of  the  Treasury) 

Apnlld,  II 

Law  and  Police — Eviction  of  Miners  in 
Durham 
Question,  Mr.  Atherley-Jones  ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Homo    Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Childers)  April  19,  15 

Lawrence,  Mr.  W.  F.,  Liverpool,  Aher- 
eromhy 
Married  Women  (Maintcnaftco  in  Case  of  De- 
sertion), 2R.  346 


Lawson,  Mr.  H.  L.  W.,  St.  Ptmcreu,  W. 
Compulsory  Pnrobase  of  Land  GompeMatMm, 

2R.  861 
Public  Health— Small-Pox  at  Woobam,  Boeki, 

1285 
Westminster  Hall— Admission   of  the  Pnblitf, 

1037 

Leahy,  Mr.  J.,  Eildare,  8, 

Registration  of  Voters  —  Expenses  of  the 
Franchise,  1885 

Leatham,  Mr.  E.  A.,  Euddersfield 

Government  of  Ireland,  2  R.  1009,  1016,  1018 

Lechmbre,  Sir  E.  A.  H.,  Worcestershirs, 
Dewdley 
Charterhouse,  2R.  510 

Lefbvbb,  Eight  Hon.  Q-.  J.  Shaw»  Brad- 
ford, Central 
Commons    Regulation    (Uayling)   ProTiaiooal 

Order,  2R.  751 
Government  of  Ireland,  2R.  1299, 1313 

Lbiohton,  Mr.  8.,  Shropshire,  Oswesirjf 

Egypt— Nile  Expedition,  1030 

Government  of  Ireland  Bill— Civil  Service, 
763,  1826, 1827 

Public  Health— Removal  of  Small-Pox  Pri- 
soners, 759 

Lethbbidge,  Sir  E.,  Kensington,  IT. 
Government  of  Ireland,  2R.  1736 
India    (Bengal)  —  Government    OoUege   of 
Kishnaghur,  12 

Lewis,  Mr.  0.  E.,  Londonderr§ 
Arms  Bill  (Ireland),  1289 
Arms  (Ireland),  2R.  1581,  1550, 1553 
Government  of  Ireland,  3R.  666,  676 
Municipal  Franchise  (Ireland),  2R.  8tl,  824, 

329 
Parliament — Notices  of  Motions  a*d  Orders  of 
the  Day,  1289, 1290,  1291,  1299,  1993, 1394 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act,  269 
Representation  of  the  People  Act  (1884)  Ex- 
tension, 2R.  343 

Lewisham,  Eight  Hon.  Yisoount,  Xmmji- 
ham 
Army  (India) — Inspeetors    of  Army  Scliools, 
566 

Licensing  Laws^Lieensing  of  Clubs 
Question,    Mr.  Agg-Gardner ;   Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exohoquer  (Sir  WilliMi 
Harcourt)  MoAf  3, 151 

Lighthouse  Illuminants — 2%$  Corre9p9nd^ 
ence 
Question,  Dr.  Cameron ;  Answer,  The  Stere- 
tary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  0.  T.  D, 
Aoland)  May  13,  903 
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LncEBiOKi  Earl  of 
«IreUnd  (Elcotoral  SiatUUoA)  Retorn/'  8M 

Litmrature,  Scienee^  and  Art 

National  Porlrait  Oalleryf  Question,  Observa- 
tions, Viscount  Hftrdinge  ;  Reply,  The  First 
Ck>minissioner  of  Works  (The  Earl  of  Elgin) 
Mai/2\,  1635 

Water  Colour  Drawings  at  South  Kensington 
Mtuewn^Deterioration  by  Exposure,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Agnew ;  Answer,  The  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  (Sir  Ljron  Plajfair) 
ifoy  10.560 

Works  0/  Mr,  Watts,  R.A,,  presented  to  the 
Nation,  Question,  Observations,  The  Earl  of 
Wemyss ;  Replj,  The  Lord  President  of  the 
Council  (Earl  Spencer)  May  17,  1151 

Lloyd,  Mr.  W.,  Wedneshury 
Import  Duties,  Res.  1107 

LooAL  GovsBNMEirr  Boabd  —  President 
{see  Stansfeld,  Eight  Hon.  J.) 

Local  Govbbnmbnt  Boabd — Secretary 
to  {see  B0BLA8B,  Mr.  W.  0.) 

Local   Oovemment    ProYisional  Order 
(Conntj  Divisions)  Bill 

{Mr.  Borlase,  Mr,  Stansfeld) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  !<>  •  May  21  I.BU1  225] 

Local  Oovemment  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Order  (Fermoy)  BiU 

{The  Lord  President) 
L  Committee  • ;  Report  May  17  (No.  82) 

Read  3»  •  May  18 
€,  Read  l**  •  May  21  [BiU  226] 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Orders  (Public  Health  Act)  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Earl  of  Kimberley) 
I.  Read  2*  •  May  13  (Ko.  83) 

Committee*  ;  Report  May  21 
Read  3*  *  May  24 

Local   Government  Provisional  Orders 

Bill  (Mr.  JBroadhurst,  Mr,  Secretary 

Childers) 

0.  Read  2o  •  May  3  [Bill  173] 
Report  *iray  12 

Read3«*  Jfay  13 
/.  Read  !•  •  {Lord  Sudeley)  May  17   (No.  101) 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 

(No.  2)  Bill  {Mr.  Broadhurst, 

Mr.  Secretary  Childers) 
c.  Read  9^^  Mays  [Bill  174] 

Report  *  May  12 
Read  3>  *  May  13 

1.  RMtd  1«  •  (/vofxl  Sudeley)  May  17   (No.  105) 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 

(No.  8)  Bill   {Mr.  Borlase,  Mr.  Stansfeld) 
€.  Ordered  ;  read  !<>  •  May2i  [BiU  223] 


Local  (Government  Provisional  Orders 

(No.  4)  Bill    (Mr.  Borlase,  Mr.  Stansfeld) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«*  May  21  [Bill  224] 

Local  Government  Provisional   Orders 

(Gas)  Bill  {Mr,  Borlase,  Mr.  Stansfeld) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1®*  May  21  [Bill  222] 

Local   (Government  Provisional  Orders 

(Poor  Law)  Bill  (Mr.  Broadhurst, 

Mr,  Secretary  Childers) 
c.  Read  2»  •  May  3  [Bill  172] 

Report*  3fay  12 
Read  8*  •  May  13 
I.  Read  1»*  {Lord  Sudeley)  May  17 


(No.  106) 


Local   (Government  Provisional  Orders 
(Poor  Law)  (No.  2)  Bill 

{Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr,  Secretary  Childers) 
e.  Read  2«  •  May  3  [Bill  175] 

Report  •  May  12 

Read3«*lfay  13 
I.  Read  1^*  {Lord  Sudeley)  May  17     (No.  107) 

Local  (Government   Provisional  Orders 
(Poor  Law)  (No.  3)  Bill 

{Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr.  Secretary  Childers) 

0.  Read  2» •  May  3  [Bill  176] 
Report  •ifoy  12 

Read3o*lfoy  13 

1.  Read  U  •  {Lord  Sudeley)  May  17  (No.  108) 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(Poor  Law)  (No.  4)  Bill 

{Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr.  Secretary  Childers) 
c.  Read  2*  •  May  8  [Bill  177] 

Report  *ifav  12 

Read  d«*  ifoy  13 
{.  Read  1««  {Lord  Sudeley)  May  17    (No.  100) 

Local   Government  Provisional   Orders 
(Poor  Law)  (No.  5)  Bill 

{Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr.  Secretary  Childers) 
tf.  Read2**Jfay3  [Bill  178] 

Report*  ifay  12 

Read  8«  •  ifoy  13 
I.  Read  1**  {Lord  Sudeley)  May  17       (No.  110) 

Local  Government   Provisional  Orders 
(Poor  Law)  (No.  6)  Bill 

{Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr.  Secretary  Childers) 
e.  Read  2<»  •  May  3  [Bill  1 70] 

Report*  Hay  12 

Read  8*» -May  13 
L  Read  I''*  {Lord  Sudeley)  May  17    (No.  HI) 

LoczwooD,  Mr.  F.,  York 
Death  Peoalt/,  Rea.  777 

London,  Bishop  of 

Sale  of  Intoxicatini^  Liqiors  on  Sunday  (Dar- 
ham),  Gomm.  1647  ^^  j 
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LoirapoRD,  Earl  of 

'<  Ireland  (Eleotond  Sfcatistiot)  Retaro/'  807 
Laboarers  (Ireland)  Aots  Amendment,  Oomm. 
el,  ll.Amendt.l365;  cL  IS.Amendt.  1270 

LoBD  Advocate,  The  {tee  Balbotjb, 
Eight  Hon.  J.  B.) 

LoBD  Lieutenant  of  Ibelakd  —  Ohief 
Secretary  to  the  (see  Mokley,  Bight 
Hon.  J.) 

Lord  Peesidbnt  op  the  Council  (see 
Spencsb,  Earl) 

Losses  hj  Biot  (Compensation)  Bill 

{Mr.  Secretary  Childert,  Mr,  Broadhurtt,  Mr, 
Attorney  General) 
c.  Motion  for  Leave  {Mr,    Secretary  ChUdere) 
May  11,  800;  after  short  debate.  Motion 
agreed  to  ;  Bill  ordered  ;  read  1«  •  [Bill  209] 
Read  2«,  after  short  debate  May  20,  1612 
Committee  *~r.p.  May  24 

Low^e  Charity  {Liehfield) 

Moyed,  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
every  Scheme  of  the  Charity  Commiuioners 
ought  to  provide  for  the  majority  of  the 
Trustees  or  Managers  being  directly  elected 
by  the  ratepayers  in  the  locality  to  which  the 
Charity  extends"  (Sir  John  Smnburne) 
May  18,  1385 ;  after  short  debate.  Moved, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  "  {Mr, 
Jamee  Stuart) ;  after  further  short  debate, 
Question  pnt;  A.  59,  N.  73;  M.  14  (D. 
L.  97)  ^ 

Original  Question  again  proposed,  1403  ;  after 
short  debate,  original  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to 

Lunacy  Acts  Amendment  Bill  [h.l.] 

{Mr.  Henry  S,  Fowler) 
c.  Read  l**  •  April  19  [Bill  198] 

Lunacy  (Vacating  of  Seats)  Bill 

{The  Lord  Balfour) 
L  Royal  Assent  May  10  [49  Vict.  0.  16] 

Lyminoton,     Eight     Hon.     Viscount, 
Devon^  South  Molton 
Charterhouse,  2R.  509, 511 
Qovernment  of  Ireland,  2R.  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, 1780 

MoOalmont,  Oaptaiu  J.,  Antrim^  E, 
Ireland — Questions 

Alleged  Cattle  Stealing,  1526 
Inland  Fisheries— Poisoning  Fish,  1526 
Law  and  Police— Alleged  Riot  at  Listowel, 
1527 
Parliamentary   Elections  (IreUnd)  (Clerical 
Interference),  Motion  for  Leave^  1629 


McCarthy,  Mp.  J.,  Limgford^  N. 
Government  of  Ireland,  2 R.  1667 
India — Veterinary  Surgeons,  9 
Ireland—Law  and  Justice — Longford   Assises 
— Assault    on    Jamet   and  Christopher 
Newman,  563,  564 
Magistracy— Mr.   W.  L.  Bole,  J.P.,   Co. 
Longford,  10 

McOuLLooH,  Mr.  J.,  Glasgow,  St.  RoUcx 
CroAers   (Scotland)  (No.    2),  Comm.  U,  15, 
Alnendt.  30  ;  cl,  16, 39  ;  el.  29, 95  ;  Amendt. 
104, 110,  111  ;  Consid.eZ.  10,  470 


Maodonald,    Eight    Hon.   J.  H.   A., 
Edinburgh  and  St,  Andrew**  UniMr- 
aities 
Conveyancing  (Scotland)  Act  (1874)  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  1410 
Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  Comm.  cL  15,  97: 
a,  16,  71,  77 ;  el.  29,  96,  97,  102  ;  add.  eL 
130, 140 
Government  of  Ireland,  2R.  1337 
Land  Forces  (Scotland),  2R.  825 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Returning  Offieors* 

Expenses)  (Ireland),  2R.  851 
Railway  Regulation,  2R.  1464 
Terms  of  Removal  (Scotland),  Comm.  691 

McDonald,  Mr.  P.,  Sligo,  N. 

Edooation  Department— Technical  Instruction, 

1666 
Ireland  —  Court   of  Bankruptoy  —  Delays  of 
Liquidation,  361 ;— Irregularities,  363 
Registration    of   Elections,   Expenses    of, 
1281,  1836 
Supply— Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1929 


McDonald,  Dr.  £.,  Rose  and  Crommrty 
Crofters   (Scotland)  (No.    2),  Comm.   el.    15, 

Amendt.  23,  25  ;  el.  16,  35,  59,  77 ;  c2.  89, 

93  :  Consid.  el,  33,  477 
Scotland — Education — Memorandum  of  A|^ree- 

ment  between  the. School  Board  of  Ross 

Keen,  Ross-shire,  and  its  Teachers,  561 


Macfarlane,  Mr.  D.  H.,  Argyll 
Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  Comm.  el.  IS,  27  ; 

el.  16,  Amendt.  33,  37,  46,  70,  7»;  eL2A, 

Amendt.  86,  87  ;  el,  29,  90,  92,  93,  99,  106. 

101 ;  add,   eL   Amendt.  119;  Motion    fi>r 

reporting  Progress,  120,  121,  122, 123 ;  3R. 

678 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Returning  Officers* 

Expenses)  (Ireland),  2R.  834 
Scotland — Questions 

Distress  in  Kintra,  Rosa  of  Mnll,  Argyll- 
shire, 568 

Evictions— Ardoamurchan,  1833 

Post  Office— Malls  to  the  Oui«r  Hobrldos, 
524 

Sea  Fisheries  Act— Foreshores,  1518 
Supply— New  Harbour  at  Dover^  169 
Tobaceo,  Motion  for  a  Select  Committed,  971* 
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MoQa&bl-Hogg,  Sir  J.  M.  (Ohairman 
of    the     Metropolitan    Board    of 
Works),  Middlesex,  Eornsey 
Metropolis-  Public  Health^Isle of  Dogs,  1157 

Tramways,  365 
Palace  of  Westminster  —  Ventilation  of  the 
House,  1164 

McIvsR,  Mr.  L.,  Detm,  Torquay 
Government  of  Ireland,  2 R.  1718,  1728 
Opium,  Res.  808 

MoKbkna,  Sir  J.  N.,  Mona^han,  S. 

Dundalk  Gas,  Consid.  1501 

Import  Doties,  Res.  1106 

Income  Tax  (Great  BriUin  and  Ireland),  860, 
1823 

Supply — Civil  Serfices  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1870 

MAOKiirrosH,  Mr.  C.  Fbasbb-,  Invernees- 
shire 
Crofters    (Scotland)  (No.  2),   Comm.   cl,  15, 
Amendt.  25,  31 ;  cL  16,  36,  62  ;  el.  18,  85  ; 
cL  24,  87 ;  cl  29,  02, 105. 106  ;  add,  el,  128. 
138  ;  Consid.  el  18,  Amendt.  472  ;  3R.  680 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  152,  271 
Scotland—  ^estions 

Island  of  Skjre — School  and  Poor  Rates, 

1823 
Magistracy — The  Gaelic  Language,  6 
Post  Office — Deliveries  of  Mails  to  Portree, 

150 
Sheriff  Ivory,  1155 
Supply— Report,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  480, 

691 
Terms  of  Removal  (Scotland),  Comm.  601 

MoLabbn,  Mr.  0.  B.  B.,  Stafford 
Compulsory  Purchase  of  Land  Compensation, 
2R.  855 

MaoleaiTi  Mr.  J.  M.,   Oldham 

Burmah  —  Military    Ezeoutions  <—  Colonel 

Hooper,  525 
Import  Duties,  Res.  1082 
India— Questions 

Currency,  dto. — The  Silver  Question,  900 
Government  of  (The  Joint    Committee), 

1161 
Railways  —  The  Nagpore-Bengal  Railway, 
526 

Magniao,  Mr.  0.,  Bedford^  N.,  BiggUe- 
wade 
Government  of  India  (The  Joint  Committee), 

19, 166 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  2B.  896 

Makins,  Colonel  W.  T.,  JBeeeXy  8.E. 
Felixstowe,  Ipswich,  and  Midlands  Railway— 
Ptftilton  for  Bill,  Res.  726 

Malta 
Moved  for,  "Copies  of  all    Correspondenoe 
having  reference  to   the   Maltese  nobility 
which  has  been  addressed  to  or  has  tmanated 


Malta — cent. 

from  the  Colonial  Office  since  August  1883. 
up  to  the  present  date  "  ( The  Viseount  Sid* 
mouth)  May  17, 1149 ;  Motion  agreed  to 

Manners,  Eight  Hon.  Lord  J.  J.  E., 
Leicester  shire,  E, 
Compulsory  Purchase  of  Land  Compensation, 

2R.  867 
Dundalk  Gas,  Consid.  1510 

Maboh,  Earl  of,  Sussex,  Chichester 
Admiralty— Pay  of  Coastguardsmen,  1826 

ICarriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister 

BiJl  [H.L.]  ( The  Duke  of  Saint  Albans) 
I.  Moved,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  S« " 
May  24,  1703 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  (*<now,")  add  ("this 
day  six  months")  {The  Duke  of  Jryyll); 
after  debate,  on  Question,  That  {**  now,^') 
^.;"  Cont.  127,  Not-Cont.  149;  M.  22  ; 
resolved  in  the  negative  ;  Div.  List,  Cont. 
and  Not«Cont.  1818  ;  Bill  to  be  read  2*  on 
this  day  six  months  (No.  62) 

ICarriages  (Honrs  of  Solemnization)  Bill 

{Lord  Monk^Bretton) 
I.  Royal  Assent  May  10  [49  Viet.  0. 14] 

Married  Women  (Maintenance  in  Case 
of  Desertion)  Bill  CMr.  PuUey,  Mr. 
Thomas  Blake,  Mr,  Winterbotham,  Mr, 
Warmington) 

e.  Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate 
on  Question  [24th  March],  "  That  the  Bill 
be  now  read  2^ ; "  Question  again  proposed ; 
Debate  resumed  May  5,  344;  after  short 
debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill 
read  2«  [Bill  HI] 

Order  for  Committee  read  May  19,  1465 
Ordered,  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the 
Committee  that  they  ha?e  power  to  extend 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  to  the  maintenance 
of  children  deserted  by  their  father  {Mr, 
Warmington) ;  further  proceeding  on  going 
into  Committee  deferred 

Makum,  Mr.  E.  P.  M.,  Kilkenny,  N. 
Ireland— Poor  Law  —  Union  Amalgamation, 

1659 
Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland),  2 R.  1489 

Maskeltnb,  Mr.  M.  H.    N.    Story-, 
Wilts,  Crieklade 
Charterhouse,  2R.  511,  522 

Masoit,  Mr.  S.y  Lanark,  Mid 
Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  Comm.  el  16,  74 
Land  Transfer  (Scotland),  2R.  823 
Mining  Royalties,  Res.  1118 

Mather,  Mr.  W.,  Salford,  S. 
Parliament— Notices  of  Motions  and  Orders  of 
th.D»MW  I 
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Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E.,  Wtgion 
Import  DutiM,  Ret.  1091 
Political    Demooftratiou  —  Militoiy  Bands, 
1061 


Medical  Acts  Amendment  Bill 

{Sir  Lyon  Flay  fair,  Mr,  Mundella,  The  Lord 
Advocate) 
e.  Read  2«,  after  thort  debate  Sfay  3,  236 
Committee— B.P.  May  17,  1256      [Bill  163] 

Mef-ehandue  Marks  Act,  1862  —  Marking 
of  Bntuh-made  Goods 
Question,  Mr.  Howard  Vincent ;  Answer,  The 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mun- 
delU)  May  6,  365 

Merchant    Shipping    AeL     1854  —  The 
"  CreoU  " 
Question,  Colonel  Hughes- Hallett ;    Answer. 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr. 
Mundella)  May  10,  565 

Msrehant  Shipping-^WreeJc  of  the  Barque 
''CartweW'  ^ 

Question, Dr.  Tanner;  Answer, The  Civil  Urd 
1^*7®  ^**°*^"'^'y  C^**-  R-  W.Duflf)  May  21, 

METaOPOLIS 

^^rf*--P<^<^^  ^re  in  Beak  Street,  Question. 
Sir  Henry  Selwinlbbetson  ;  Answer.  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Childers)  May  20,  1517 

Me^HUm  RaHng-^ParxBh  of  Putney,  Qnes- 
tion,  Mr.  Kimber;  Answer,  The  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Stans- 
feld)3fay20,  1528 

FubHc  Health  •-•  The  Itle  of  Dogs,  Question. 
Mr.  Henry  Green;  Answer.  The  Chairman 
of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Sir 
James  M'GareUHogg)  May  17,  1 157 

The  Parks— The  Carriage  Roads,  Question, 
Mr.  Howard  Vincent ;  Answer,  Mr.  Leveson 
Oower  (A  Lord  of  the  Treasury)  May  11, 
753 

Tramways,  Question,  Sir  Guyer  Hunter ;  An- 
swer, The  Chairman  of  the  MetropoliUn 
Board  of  Works  (Sir  James  M'Garel-Hogg) 
May  6,  364 

Railways 

Railway  Extension  —  The  Paddington  and 
Ltmehouse  Railway,  Question,  Mr.  Cremer  ; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Irade  (Mr.  Mundella)  Apnl  19,  17;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Cremer ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  C.  T.  D.  AcUnd) 
May  20,  1528  ' 

Metropolitan  Board  op  Works,  Chair- 
man  of  {see  MoQARKL-HoaG,  Sir  J. 

M.) 
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Metropolitan  Commoiu  Prorision&l  (Mat 

Bill  (Lord  Thurlow) 

i.Read2;*J«by7  (No.  71) 

Committee*:  Report  ifaw  11 
Read3**ifoyl3 


Metropolitan  Police  (Stations)  Bill 

(Lord  Thurlow) 
/.  Read  1*  •  May  6  (No.  87) 

Read  2*  May  10,  558 
Committee*;  Report  May  11 
Read  8*  •  ifoy  13 

MiDLETON,  Viscount 
Navy— Discipline,  Ac.— Irregularitios  in  Bar- 
racks, 556 

MiLDMAT,  Mr.  p.  B.,  Devon,  Toinee 

Education  Department  —  Education   Code- 
Examinations,  1 155 

MiLLTowN,  Earl  of 
La^urers  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment,  Coma. 

Mines  Regulation  Jei^  Weighs  and  Mm- 

sures  Act 
Queition,  Mr.  Forwood  ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Departments  Mr 
Childers)  May  21.  1653 

Mining  Leases   (Cornwall  and  Devon) 

Bill      (Sir  John  St,  Auhyn,  Mr.  Courtney, 
Viaeount  Ebrinyton,   Mr.  Biekford  Smuth, 
Mr.  Seale-Rayne) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !«•  May  5  [BiU  2041 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  r«ad  3«" 
May  20,  1625;  Mofcd,  *«  That  the  Dehate 
be  now  adjourned"  (Mr.  Oonybeart)  ;  after 
short  debate,  Question  put ;  A.  72,  N.  60 ; 
M.  8  (D.  L.  102) 


Mining  Royalties 
Observations,   Mr.   Mason;    Debate 
-Way  14,1113 


MoLLOY,  Mp.  B.  0.,  m'ng*9  Co.,  Birr 
Probation  for  First  Offenders,  2R.  838 
Supply— Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1878,  1890,  1894,  1901,  1902 

Montagu,  Mr.  S.,  Tower  Hamlets,  WTUte- 
chapel 
Post  Office— Outward  American  MaiU,  151 

More,  Mr.  E.  J.,  Shropshire,  Ludlow 
Commons   Regulation    (Eiayling)    Proviaioiial 
Order,  2R.  743 

Morgan,    Eight    Hon.   G.     Osborne 
fUnder  Secretarj  of  State  for  the 
Colonies),  Denbighshire,  E. 
Africa  (South)— Zululand— The  Papers,  1987 
America  (North) -Canadian  Fisheries,  1833 
Australia,  Rabbit  Plafoa  in,  905 
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MoBOAH,  Right  Hod.  G.  Osborne— «(m^. 
Burial  Grounds,  2R.  251,  253 
Canadian  Fisheries— The  **  David  J.  Adams/' 

910 
Ceylon — Railway  Construction,  15 
Dominion  of  Canada  and  the  United  States — 

Treaty  of  Washington — Fishery  Disputes,  20 
International  and  Colonial  Copyright,  Comm. 

el  6,  483 
Western  Paoifio— New  Hebrides,  1042 


MoKQAN,  Mr.  0.  v.,  Battersea 

Inland    Revenue    (Income   Tax)  —  Building 
Societies,  5 


MoRLBY,  Eight  Hon.  J.  (Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland),  Neweastle-upon-Tyne 

Arms  (Ireland^,  2R.  1530,  1631.  1633,  1537, 
1543,  1559,  1596 

Government  of  Ireland,  2R.  926, 1018 

Ireland — Questions 

Alleged  Cattle  Stealing,  1526 

Arms  Bill,  573,  1624  ;— Licences,  1825 

Evictions,  899 

Government  of  Ireland — The  Civil  Service, 

763, 1826,  1827 
Home  Rale — The  Methodist  Committee  of 

Privileges,  Dublin,  1285 
Inland  Fisheries— Poisoning  Fish,  1527 
Inland  N^&vigation  and  Drainage  —  River 

Shannon,  762 
I^nd   Law  Act,   1870  —  Appeals    in  Co. 

Donegal,  1281 
Land   Purchases,  20  ; — Statistics  of  Pur- 
chases, 267 
Lord  Wolseley  —  Speech  of  Mr.  William 

Johnston,  M.P.,  909 
Parliamentary  Elections — Union  Officials, 

1278 
Peace  Preservation  Act,  269 
Piers  and  Harbours— Renard  Point  Pier, 

1517 
Registration  of  Elections,    Expenses    of, 

1281 
Registration  of  Voters  —  Expenses  of  the 

Franchise,  1836 
Representation  of  the  People  Act,  1884— 

Requisition  Forms  —  Rate  Collectors  of 

Mountmellick  Union,  1520, 1521 
Salmon  Fisheries— The  Suir  Fisheries,  1278 
Veterinary  Portal  Inspectors,  1032 
Ireland  —  Crime  and  Outrage  —  Disturbanoet 

near  Cookstown,  1824 
Stotistics  of"  Boycotting,''  151 
Ireland— Law  and  Justice— Questions 

Dongannon  Petty  Sessions  —  Intimidation, 

1036 
G.  Gibbs  and  P.  Mollins,  Case  of,  18 
Longford  Assizes  —  Assault  on  James  and 

Christopher  Newman,  503, 564 
Ireland — Law    and    Police- Alleged  Riot  at 

Listowel,  1527 
Assault  by  a  CareUker,  1038 
Ireland— Magistracy—  Questions 
Dangannon,  1283,  1284 
Mr.  W.  J.  Bole,  J.P.,  Co.  Longford,  10 
Resident  liiagistrates,  14 


MoauT,  Right  Hon.  J.— con<. 
Ireland — Poor  Law— Qaestions 
Claremorris — Intimidation,  1520 
Dr.  Croker,  Dispensary  Medical  Officer  of 
the     Ballymacarrett     Division    of     the 
Belfast  Union,  1031 
Edendcrry  Infirmary,  1828 
Glin  Union,  Co.  Leitrim— Qualification  for 

Guardian,  5 
John  Taylor,  Rate  Collector  for  a  District 

of  the  Lurgan  Poor  Law  Union,  1159 
Union  Amalgamation,  1659 
Ireland — Prisons— Omagh  Gaol,  1630 
Ireland— Royal  Irish  Constabulary— Questions 
Constable  Ilayes,  761 
District  Inspector  Leatham,  Downpatrick, 

904 
Pensions,  1823 
Promotion,  1653,  1654 
Transfers  from  Downpatrick,  12 
Ireland,  State  of— Questions 
768 

Arming  of  Ulster,  1158 
Distress  in  Kerry,  1039 
Municipal  Franchise  (Ireland),  2R.  334 
Parliament— Business  of  the  llouso,  21 

Notices  of  Motions  and  Orders  of  the  Day, 
1265,  1292 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Returning  Officers* 

Expenses)  (Ireland),  2R.  848 
Polioe  Forces  Enfranchisement,  Comm.  147 
Poor   Law   Guardians   (Ireland),    2R.    1432, 

1434 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1902,  1901,  1906, 1943, 1944,  1952 
Trees    (Ireland),    liOrds'    Amendts.    Consid. 
Amendt.  1258 

MoELEY,    Mr.    A.     (Secretary    to    the 
Treasury),  Nottingham,  E. 
Government  of  Ireland,  2R.  1780 
Post    Office     (Ireland)  —  Mountnorris    Post 

Office,  1279 
Ulster  Canal  and  Tyrone  Navigation,   Komi- 
nation  of   Select   Committee,    Motion    for 
Adjournment,  1407,  1974 

liowBRAY,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  E.,  Oxford 
University 
Felixstowe,  Ipswich,  and  Midlands  Railway — 
Petition  for  Bill,  Res.  728 

MluNDELLA,  Right  Hon.  A.  J.  (President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade),   Shejield, 
Brightside 
Canals  and  Railway  Companies,  874 
Dover  Harbour  Board,  366,  367 
Harbours— Public  Harbour  Trusts,  1280 
Ireland — Questions 

Lighthouses— Berehaven  Lighthouse,  5  ; — 

Carlingford  Lough  Lighthouse,  13 
Piers  and  IIarbours--Portpatrick  Harbour, 

369 
Railways — Railway  Rates,  13 
Merchandise  Marks  Act,  1862  —  Marking  of 

British-made  Goods,  365 
Merchant  Shipping  Act,  1854— The  "  Creole," 

566 
Metropolis— Railway  Extension,  17     C^  r^f^rAf> 
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HoiiDBLLi,  Right  Hon.  A.J.  — ooitf. 
PmrliameDt—BatiMM  of  the  House,  91 
Railwaj  and  Canal  TrafBe,  3R.  884,  S92, 393, 

407,  401,  433,  453.  463 
Railwaj  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill  —  Control  of 

Canalt,  330 
Railwaj  Regulation,  2 R.  1438, 1461 
Salmon  and  Freabwater  Fitberies  —  Transfer 

to  the  Board  of  Trade,  1660 

Municipal  Corporatioiis  (Scheme   Con- 

firmatioil)  Bill  [u.L.]    {The  Lard  Pruident) 
I,  Presented ;  read  1*,  *  and  referred  to  the  Ex- 
aminers May  7  (No.  90) 
Read2>*i/ay  18 

Manicipal  Franchise  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Mr,  Jamet  O'Brien^  Mr,  Timothy  Sarriny* 
ton^  Mr,  Richard  Power ,  Mr,  Mayne, 
Mr,  Peter  McDonald) 
c.  Read  2o,  after  debate  May  3, 319        [Bill  9J 

MuRPHT,  Mr. W.  M.,  Dublin,  SL  Patrick' $ 
Snpplj — Civil  SerTic«8  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1936 

Napxee  and  Ettrick,  Lord 

Crofters  (Soolland)  (No.  2),  2R.  1474,  1486 

National  Debt  Bill 

(Mr,  ChanoeUorofthe  Exchequer,  Mr,  Henry 
H,  Fowler) 
#.  Read  2*>  •  May  8  [Bill  101] 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  10 
Head  3«'  *  May  1 1 
I  Read  1»  •  (L,  Thurhvo)  May  13     (No.  100) 
Read  2»  •  May  14 
Committee*  ;  Report  May  17 
Head  d>*ifay  18 

National  Provident  Insuranes 

Select  Committee  nominated  May  12  ;  List  of 
the  Committee,  876 

Navy  ( Questiom) 

Admiralty— Pay  of  Coattguardment  Question, 
The  Earl  of  March  ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Hibbert)  ifay  24, 
1826 

Armament t  ^e, —  The  iZ-ton  Oun,  Question, 
Mr.  Carbutt ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  (Mr.  Hibbert)  May  21,  1658 
Ordnance,  ^c.  —  2^aval  Ouns,  Questions, 
Commander  Bethell,  Mr.  Carbutt ;  Answers, 
The  Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance  (Mr. 
Woodall)  May  24,  1828 

Cominiiiiont  for  Seamen  of  the  Fleet,  Ques- 
tions, Captain  Verney,  Captain  Price  ;  An- 
swers, The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr. 
Hibbert)  May  20,  1316 

Contracts  for  Oruieen  with  Private  Builders, 
Questions,  Mr.  Jacks ;  Answers,  The  Secro- 
Ury  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Hibbert)  MayU, 
760;  May2\,  1662 

Discipline,  ^e. — Irregularities  in  Barracks, 
Question,  ObserTations,  Viscount  Midleton ; 
Reply,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (The 
Marquess  of  Ripon)  May  10,  336 


Natt— «eNt 

B,M,S.  **  Calypso,*'  Qoestion,  Captain  Vermy  : 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Adatralty 
(Mr.  Hibbert)  May  24. 1834 

B,M,S,  "  CoUingwood*' ^  Bursting  of  Ae 
43  -  ton  Oun,  Questions,  Lord  Georfe 
Hamilton,  Lord  Charles  Beresford,  Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot  ;  Answers.  The  Secre- 
Ury  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Hibbert),  T^ 
Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance  (Mr.  Woodall) 
May  6,  873 ;  Question,  ObsefTatioos, 
Viscount  Sidmonth,  The  Earl  of  Raveas- 
worth ;  Reply,  The  First  Lord  of  tho  Ad- 
miralty  (The  Marqaess  of  Ripon)  Afoy  7. 
402  ;  Question,  Captain  Prioe  ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Hib- 
bert), 327;  Questions,  Sir  Henry  Tyler; 
Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Mr.  Campbell-BaDnerman)  Majf  18,  903 ; 
May  17,  1160  ;  Questions,  Captain  Price, 
Mr.  Carbutt ;  Answers,  The  Surveyor  Grene- 
ral  of  Ordnance  (Mr.  Woodall)  May  21, 
1630;  Question,  Mr.  Seager  Hont;  An- 
swer, The  SurTeyor  General  of  Ordnance 
(Mr.  Woodall)  May  24,  1834 

S.M.S.  "Colossus**—  The  43-«m  Ouns, 
Questions,  Lord  Charles  Boresford,  Mr. 
Bethell,  Lord  Randolph  Charehill ;  An- 
swers, The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr. 
Hibbert),  The  Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance 
(Mr.  Woodall)  May  20,  1324 

H.M.S,  *'  Thunderer,"  Question,  Lord  Charles 
Beresford  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  (Mr.  Hibbert)  May  6,  373 

Obsolete  Vessels  of  War,  Question,  Lord 
George  Hamilton;  Answer.  The  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  (Mr.  UibbeH)  May  6.  371 

Pensions  —  Samuel  Barber,  Question,  Mr. 
James  llutton;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Hibbert)  May  6,  dM 

Navy— Boy al  Naval  Volunteer  Corps 
Moved,  "  That  there  be  laid  before  this  Honse 
any  further  correspondence  respecting  the 
Royal  Naval  Volunteer  Corps  from  naval 
officers  or  other  officials  who  have  been 
instructed  to  inquire  into  or  to  report  upon 
the  subject"  {The  Viseounl  Sidm4>»tk) 
May  7.  490;  after  short  debate.  Motion 
withdrawn 

Navy— The  EstimateB,  1886-7 
Moved,   "  That  the  Navy  Estimates  for  tUs 
year  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  this    Honse" 
{The   Viscount  Sidmouth)    May  10,    538; 
afler  short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

Newark,  Viscount,  Notts,  Newark 

Egypt — Military  Expedition — Battle  of  Ginnis, 
761 

Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P.,  Oalway,  N 
Arms  (Ireland),  2R.  1600 
Supply— Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1010,  1950 

Nolan,  Mr.  J.,  Louth^  N 
Dundalk  Gas,  Oonsid.  Amendt.  U95,  1501 
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N0BBI8,  Mr.  E.  S.y  Toufsr  JffdmUts,  Lime- 
house 
Charterhonse,  2R.  506 
2  Peru— PeruTian  Bondholders,  903  * 

North  Metropolitan  Tramways  {No,  2)  Bill 
c.  Read  2»  April  10,  2 

NoBTON,  Lord 

Sale  of  Intoxicatiog  Liquors  on  Sandajr  (Dor- 
ham),  3R.  713 

O'Brien,  Mr.  J.  F.  X.,  Mayo,  S, 
Government  of  Ireland,  2R.  1704 
Municipal  Franchise  (Ireland),  211.  319 

O'Brien,  Mr.  P.,  Monaghan,  N. 

Army  (Pensions)— Case  of  James  Kelly,  Army 
Pensioner,  4 

O'Beibn,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Tipperaryy  N 
Registration  of    Voters  —  Expenses    of   the 
Franchise,  1836 

O'Bbibn,  Mr.  W.,  Tyrone,  8, 
Arms  (Ireland),  2R.  1574 
GoTomment  of  Ireland,  2R.  622,  629,  630, 

921,  986,  1758,  1763, 1769,  1770, 1771 
Ireland— Questions 

Law  and  Justice — Dungannon  Petty  Ses- 
sions—Intimidation, 1036,  1037 
Magistracy— Dungannon,  1283,  1284 
State  of  Ireland — Arming  of  Ulster,  1158 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  21 

O'CoNNOB,  Mr.  A.,  Donegal^  E. 
Burial  Grounds,  2R.  262 
Import  Duties,  Res.  1080 
Inland  Revenue — Salaries  of  First  Class  As- 
sistants, 765 
Representation  of  the  People  Act,  1884 — Re- 
quisition  Forms — ^The    Rate   Collectors    of 
Mountmellick  Union,  1520,  1521 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1955,  1969,  1970 
Supreme  Coart  of  Judicature,  183,  196 
Ulster  Canal  and  Tyrone  Navigation,  2R.  250 
Vaccination — The  Island  of  Riigen,  1040 

O'OoNNOB,  Mr.  J.,  Kerry,  8, 

Ireland,  State  of^Distress  in  Kerry,  1038 
Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland),  2R.  1430 

O'CoNNOB,  Mr.  J.,  Tipperary,  8. 

Ireland— Piers  and  Harbours— Renard  Point 
Pier,  1517 

O'CoNNOB,  Mr.  T.  p.,  Liverpool,  8cotland 
Arms  (Ireland),  2R.  1603 
Government  of  Ireland,  2R.  1015,  1762 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill  Debate,  1837 
Ireland — Lord  Wolseley — Speech  of  Mr.  Wil- 
liam Johnston,  M.P.,  903 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  766 
Police  Forces  Enfranchisement,  Comm.  145, 
146 


O'GomroB,  Mr.  T.  P.— «(m<. 

Police  Forces  ( Removal  of  Disabilities),  liCotion 
for  Leave,  1632 

Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1871,  1873,1950 

O'DoHEBTY,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Donegal,  N. 
Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  Comm.  cl.  29.  97, 
101,109,110,116 

O'Hanlon,  Mr.  T.,  Cavan,  E. 

Ireland  —  Lighthouses  —  Carlingford    Lough 
Lighthouse,  12 
Poor  Law— John  Taylor,   Rate    Collector 
for  a  District  of  the  Lurgan  Poor  Law 
Union,  1159 
Palace  of  Westminster— House  of  Commons — 
Accommodation   for  Members  —  Lockers, 
907 

O'Hea,  Mr.  P.,  Donegal,  W, 

Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1897,  1923 

O'Kblly,  Mr.  J.,  Roscommon,  N 
Arms  (Ireland),  2R.  1562 
Government  of  Ireland,  2R.  929 

O'Mara,  Mr.  S.,  Queen^s  Co.,  Ossory 
Duudalk  Gas,  Consid.  1505 

Onslow,  Earl  of 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Dur- 
ham), Comm.  1647 

Opium — Cultivation  and  Manufacture  in 
India 

Moved, "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
it  is  expedient  that  the  Indian  Government 
should  take  measures  to  terminate  gradually 
its  direct  connection  with  the  cultivation  of 
the  poppy,  and  the  manufacture  of  and  trade 
in  Opium,  and  that  it  should  use  the  powers 
that  it  possesses  to  prohibit  in  British  India 
the  cultivation  of  the  poppy,  except  to  supply 
the  legitimate  demand  of  Opium  for  medical 
purposes"  {Sir  Joseph  Pease)  May  4,  278  ; 
after  debate  [House  counted  out] 
Obanmobe  and  Bbowne,  Lord 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment,  Comm. 
cL  1],  1269 

Obdnancb  —  Surveyor     General     {see 
WOODALL,  Mr.  W.) 

Oxford  University  (Justices)  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  Chanesllor) 
I.  Presented ;  read  1»  •  May  20         (No.  119) 
Read  2*  •  May  24 

Paget,  Sir  R.  H.,  8omerset,  Wells 
Army    Purchase    System  —  Porohaie   Lieu- 
tenants, 3 

Pabkeb,  Mr.  0.  S.,  Perth 
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The  late  Earl  of  RedetdaU  {Chairman  of  the 
Commiiieet  of  this  Bou$e),  Observntions, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
(Carl  Gran?ille),  The  Marqaets  of  Salisbur/ 
Ma^  6,  865 

Chairman  of  CommiUeet  of  this  Souse 

Mo? ed,  **  That  the  Earl  of  Morlej  be  appoiDted 
to  take  the  Chair  in  all  Committees  of  this 
Ilouse  for  the  remainder  of  this  Session  " 
{The  Earl  GranviUe)  May  10,  551 

Amendt.  10  leate  oat  ("  Earl  of  Morley,")  in- 
sert ("Dake  of  Buckingham  and  Chandos") 
( The  Marquess  of  Salisbury) ;  after  short 
debate,  on  Question,  That  the  words,  Ac,  ? 
Cont.  103,  Not-Cont.  122;  M.  19;  re- 
solved in  the  negative 

Moved  to  resolve, 

**  That  the  Duke  of  Buckingham  and  Chandos 
be  appointed  to  take  the  Chair  in  all  Com- 
mittees of  this  Uonse  for  the  remainder  of 
this  Session  : 

'*That  the  Duke  of  Buckingham  and  Chandos 
do  take  the  Chair  in  all  Committees  of  the 
Whole  House  unless  where  it  shall  have 
been  otherwise  directed  by  the  House  : 

'*  That  the  Duke  of  Buckingham  and  Chandos 
do  also  take  the  Chair  in  all  Committees 
upon  Private  Bills  and  other  matters,  unless 
where  it  shall  have  been  otherwise  directed 
hf  the  House" 

Agreed  to  ;  and  resolved  accordingly 

Speaker  of  t?^  House 
The  Lord  Chancellor  acquainted  the  House 
that  Her  Majesty  had  (by  Commission)  ap- 
pointed the  Duke  of  Buckingham  and  Chan- 
dos Speaker  of  the  House  in  the  absence  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor  :  The  said  Commission 
was  read  May  18 

Privaie  Bills  {Standing  Order  No.  128) 
The  evidence  taken  before  the  Select  Com- 
mittee from  time  to  time  to  be  printed,  for  the 
use  of  the  Members  of  this  House  ;  but  no 
copies  thereof  to  bo  delivered,  except  to 
Members  of  the  Committee,  until  further 
order  (No.  118)  ifay  18 

Representative  Peers  for  Ireland 
Ordered,  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House 
a  nominal  return,  in  tabular  form,  of  the 
Lords  Temporal  at  present  elected  to  serve 
in  Parliament  for  Ireland,  arranged  accord- 
ing to  date  of  election,  with  the  number  of 
years  of  service,  and  showing  the  naval, 
military,  or  civil  rank  in  public  service  (if 
any)  of  each  Peer,  and  also  the  naval  or 
military  commands  or  civil  public  offices 
he  may  have  held  {The  Earl  of  Belmore) 
May  10 

Business  of  the  House,  Observations,  The  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury ;  short  debate  theron 
May  13,  877 

COMMONS— 
PRIVATE  BILLS 
Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  39  and  129  be 
suspendedi  and  that  the  time  for  depositing 

Iconic 


Pabuammt — CoMMOM— Private  BHU — comL 
Petitions  sgainst  Private  Bills,  or  againrt 
any  Bill  to  confirm  any  Proviciooal  Order, 
or  Provisional  Certificate,  and  for  depoaiiiog 
Duplicates  of  any  Documents  relating  to  aay 
Bill  to  confirm  any  Provisional  Order,  or 
Provisional  Certificate,  be  extended  to  Mon- 
day 3i<d  May  ( The  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means)  April  19 

Controverted  Elections 
The  Stepney  Election,  Question,  Mr.  Cremer ; 
Answer,  l*he  Attorney  General  (Sir  Charles 
Russell)  ApHl  19,  16 
Corrupt  and  Illegal  Practices— Decisiont  of 
the  Judges,  Question,  Mr.  H.  G.  Reid  ;  An- 
swer,  The  Attorney  General  (Sir  Charles 
Russell)  May  i,  265 

SITTINGS  AND    ADJOURNMENT    OF 

THE  HOUSE 
The  Easter  Recess 

Resolved,  <*  That  this  House  will,  at  the  rising 
of  the  House  this  day,  adjourn  till  Monday 
3rd  May  April  19 
The   Deiiy    Day,    Notice,    Mr.    Labouchere 
May2\,  1666 

Kitchen  and  Refreshment  Rooms 
Moved,  "That  the  Select  Committee  ob  the 
Kitchen  and  Refreshment  Rooms  do  consist 
of  Nineteen  Members  "  ( Tfte  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  Mr.  Arnold  Morley)  May  14, 
1144  ;  after  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to ; 
other  Members  added 

B  USINESS  OF  THE  HO  USE  AND  PUBUC 
BUSINESS 
Questions,  Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach,  Mr.  W. 
O'Brien,  Mr.  Addison ;  Answers,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  William  Har- 
courc),  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Irelaad 
(Mr.  John  Morley),  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  ( Mr  Mundella)  April  19, 
21  ;  Observations,  Mr.  Sexton,  Sir  Robert 
Peel ;  Questions,  Mr.  Fraser- Mackintosh, 
Sir  Walter  B.Barttelot ;  Answers,  The  Se- 
cretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  H. 
Fowler),  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  May  3,  152  ;  Ques- 
tions, Sir  George  Campbell,  Mr.  Fraeer- 
Mackintosh  ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  The  Lord 
Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  May  4,  270; 
Observations,  Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  ;  Replies,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  May  13, 
910  ;  Questions,  Sir  Michael  Hicks- B^h  ; 
Answers,  The  First  Ix)rd  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  May  20,  1630;- 
Orders  of  the  Day  — Postponement  of  Ua- 
printed  Bills,  Observations,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.C.  T.  D.  Acland); 
short  debate  thereon  May  5,  339  ;— ti^orem- 
ment  of  Ireland  Bill,  Question,  Sir  Michael 
Hicks- Beach ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  ol 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  May  7, 
528  ;  Questions,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach, 
Lord  Randolph  Churchill ;  Answers.  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  May  10,  572;  Quettions,  Sir 
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Pabltamint — Couuow^Buiineti  of  (he  Home 
and  Pubitc  Buiinest^cont, 
Michael  llioki-Beach,  Mr.T.  P.  O'Connor; 
Answers,  Th^  First  Lord  of  tbo  Trensur/ 
(Mr.  W.  K.  Gladstone)  3/ay  11.  705;— 
Police  Superannualion  H\U»  Question,  Sir 
Ilenr/  Selwin-lbbetson  ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Childcrs)  May  10,  fiOd  \-~ Burgh  Foiice  and 
Health  {Scotland)  Bill,  Question,  Mr. 
Buchanan  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 
(Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  May  10,  570 

Notices  of  MotioJis  and  Orders  of  the  Day^  The 
Debate  on  the  Oovernment  of  Ireland  Bill 
and  the  Arms  Bill 
Moved,  "That  this  day,  and  on  succeeding 
Tuesdays  and  Fridays,  the  Order  for  re- 
suming tho  Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Government  of  Ireland  Bill, 
when  it  is  set  down  among  the  Orders  of  tho 
Day,  have  precedence  of  Notices  of  Motions 
and  Orders  of  the  Day"  (Mr,  Gladetotie) 
May  18,  1280  :  after  short  debate.  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to 

PALACE  OF  WESTMINSTER 
House  of  Commons ^Aecemmodatian for  Mem- 
bers—  Lockers,  Question,  Mr.  O'llanlon; 
Answer,  Mr.  Leveson  Gower  (A  Lord  of  the 
Treasury)  May  13,  007 
Ventilation  of  the  House,  Questions,  Mr. 
Banmann ;  Answers,  Sir  Henry  Koscoe, 
Mr.  Leveson  Gower  (A  Lord  of  the  Treasury) 
April  10,  8 ;  Question,  Sir  llonry  Koscoe ; 
Answer,  The  Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  (Sir  James  M'Garel-Hogg) 
i/ay  17,1164 
)Vestmitister  Hall  —  Admission  of  the  Public, 
Question,  Mr.  Lawson  ;  Answer.  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Childcrs)  May  14,  1037 


Pamjambnt — House  of  Loeds 
Sat  First 
May  17— The  Lord  Forester,  after  tho  deaih 

of  his  brother 
May  21— Tho  Lord  Brougham  and  Vnux,  after 
the  death  of  his  father 

Parliament — ^Housb  of  Commons 

Ifinp  Members  Sworn 

May  3— Right  Hon.  George  Shaw  Lcfevre, 
Bradford  {Central  Division) 

Right  Hon.  Sir  Uglitrcd  James  Kay- 
Shuttleworth,  baronet,  North- East 
Lancashire  {Clitheroe  Division) 

Hugo  Richard  Cbarteri!),  commonly 
called  Lord  Elcho,  Ipswich 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Clerical  In- 
terference) Bill 

«•  Motion  for  Leave  (Captain  M'Calmont)  May  20, 
1S28 ;  after  short  debate,  Qaestion  pat,  and 
negatived 

VOL.  CCOV.     [thibd  sebibs.] 


Parliamentary    Elections    ( Betarning 
Officers)  Act  (1875)  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  Chance) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  !*»  •  May  11  [Bill  21 1] 

Rc.id  2«,  after  short  dcb.ito  May  14, 1H2 
Committee*— n.p.  May2i 

Parliamentary     Elections     (Eetarning 
Officers*  Expenses)  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Tuite,  Mr.  Chance,  Mr.  Timothy  Har- 
t  ington,  Mr.  Maurice  Healy,  Mr. 
Alexander  Blanc) 
e.  Moved,   "  Tli.at    tho    Bill    bo  now   read  2<» " 
May  12,820 
Amcndt.    to    leave   out    *' now,"  add    "upon 
this     day     six     months"    {Colonel    King- 
Harman)  ;  Question  proposed,  "Thnt'now,* 
*c.  ;"  nftcr  debnle,  Question  put;  A.  174, 
N.  6C;  M.  113  (D.  I..  03)  [Bill  8] 

Parliamentary  Franchise  Bill   [Bill  124] 

{Mr.  MonUon,  Mr.  A.  A  eland,  Mr.  DiUwyn) 
e.  Order  read,  for  resuming.  Adjourned  Debate  on 
Question  [2nd  April],  "  That  the  Bill  be  now 
read  2<* ; "  Question  again  proposed  ;  De- 
bate resumed  May  5,  36'2 ;  after  short 
debate.  Moved,  "  That  tho  Debate  be  further 
adjourned  till  Wednesday  7th  July*'  {Mr. 
Secretary  Childcrs)  ;  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to 

Parliamentary  Voters  (Begistration)  Bill 

{Sir  Julian  Ooldsmid,  Mr.  Labouchere,  Mr, 

Robson,  Mr.  M^Iver) 

0.  2R.,  Debate  adjourned  May  10, 1465  [Bill  100] 

Pabnbll,  Mr.  C.  S.,  Cork 
Arms  (Ireland),  211.  1536,  1537,  1539,  1540, 

1552 
Government  of  Ireland,  2R.  020, 1252,  1728 
Parliament — Notices  of  Motions  and    Orders 

of  the  Day,  1201,1203 
Police      Forces     Enfranchisement,      Comm. 

Amendt.  H3,  148 

Paymasteb    General     {see    Thurlow, 
Lord) 

Pejce  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act,  1881 — 
The  Arms  (Ireland)  Act 
Questions,  Mr.  Lewis.  Mr  Sexton  ;  Answers, 
Tho  Chiol  Secretary  lor  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  May  4,  260 

Pease,  Sir  J.   W.,    Durham,    Barnard 
Castle 
Death  Penalty,  Res.  767,  780 
Opium — Cultivation  and  Manufacture  in  India, 

Res.  278,  283,  207,313,  314 
Parliamentary  Franchise,  2U.  353 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  211.  425 
Railway  Regulation,  2R.  1452 
Sale  of  intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday,  Comm. 

350  ;  Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  352 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday— Al- 
teration of  Date,  870  j 
n    V                             uigiiizea  oy  v_J  vyOy  LV^ 
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Pbasb,  Mr.  A.  E.,  York 
Dundalk  Gas,  Consid.  1606 
Inland  Kevenae — Excise— Chicory,  872 

P£BL,  Eight  Hon.  A.  W.  (tee  Speaker, 
The) 

Peel,  Right  Hon.  Sir  R.,  Blackburn 
Felixstowe,  Ipswich,  and  Midlands  Railwnj  ^ 

Petition  for  Bill.  Res.  731 
r.nrliament — Business  of  tho  House,  152 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Kcvenue  Depart- 
ments, 1873.  1874 
Piplomatio  and  Consular  Buildings,  179 
New  Harbour  at  Dover,  155,  159,  165. 167. 
172 

Peru --The  Peruvian  Dondholdsn 

Questions,  Mr.  Thorold  Rogers,  Mr.  T.  II. 
Bolion,  Mr.  Norris ;  Answers,  Tho  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affsirs  (Mr. 
Bryce)  May  IS,  900 

PiOTON,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Leieeitw 
Burial  Grounds,  2R.  259 
Education  Department — School  Board  Elec- 
tions—Hours  of  Polling,  641 
GoTernment  of  Ireland,  2R.  1772 

Pier  and  Harbour  Proviiional  Orders 

Bill     {Mr,  Charl$$  AeUmd,  Mr,  MundeUa) 
0.  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  May  8  [Bill  201] 

Read2«*Jtfay  11 

Playfair,    Bight    Hon.     Sir     Lyon 
rVioe  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education),  Leeds ,  8, 
Charity  Commissioners — Inkborrow  Charities, 

1280 
Education  Department — Questions 

Education  Code — Examinations,  1156 
Punishment  of  School  Children,  1160 
Religious    Instruction    in    School    Board 

Schools,  1829 
School  Boards  and  Voluntary  Schools,  1 163 
Schools  on   the  Continent — Mr.   Matthew 

Arnold's  Report.  1659,  1660 
Technical  Instruction,  1655,  1656 
Technical  Instruction   in   Board    Schools, 

1834 
Technical   Instruction,  Royal  Commission 
on — Second  Report,  1154 
Government  of  Ireland,  2R..  1305 
Literature,   Science,  and  Art — Water  Colour 
Drawings  at  the  South  Kensington  Museum, 
561 
lx>we's  Charity  (Lichfield),  lies.  1391 
Medical  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  236 ;  Comm. 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  1256  :  cL  1,  Mo- 
tion for  reporting  Trogress,  ib 

Plunket,  Right  Hon.  D.  R.,  Lublin 
University 
Arms  (Ireland),  211.  1569,  1570 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  2  El.  411 
Railway  Regulation,  2 R.  1402 


Police  and  Improvement  (Seotlaad)  Pro- 
visional Order  (Leith)  Bill 

{Ths  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  Mundella) 
'i.  Ordered  ;  read  !••  AprU  19  [Bill  197] 

Read  2%  after  short  debate  May  20,  1518 

Police  Forces  Enfranchisement  Bill 

{Sir  Henry    Selmn-lbbetaon,     Lord  Claud 
Hamilton,  Mr.  Radeliffe  Cooke,  Mr.  Cowtn, 
Sir  George  JtusseU) 
c.  Order    for   Committoo  read    April    19,  143; 
Moved,  "  That  this  Houso  will,  upon  Mon- 
day, the  3rd  day  of  May  next,  resolve  itself 
into    the    said     Committee"    {Sir    Henry 
Selmn-Ibbetson) 
Amendt.  to  learo  out  *'  Monday,  the  3rd  day  of 
May  next."  insert  "  Friday,  the  20th  day  of 
August  next"  (Ifr.   Parnell)  v.;  Question 
proposed,  •*  That  Monday,  Ac. ; "  afier  short 
debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived ;  Ques- 
tion  put,    "  That    *  Friday,   Ac. ;  '•    A.  80, 
N.  77;  M.  3(D.  L.  86) 
Main  Question,  as  amended,  pat,  and  agreed  to 
Order  for  Committee  upon  Friday  20th  August 
read,    and    discharged ;     Bill    withdrawn  • 
Ifay  21  [Bill  3] 

Police  Forces  (Removal  of  Disabilities) 

Bill  (^'•-  ToUenhamy  Sir  JFilHam 

Hart  Dyke,  Sir  Julian  Ooldsuiid,  Vieeotmt 
Grimitan,  Mr.  Biddulph,  Colonel  King- 
Harman,  Mr.  Rylande) 
e.  Motion  for  Leave  {Mr.  Toltenhaai)  May  20, 
1631  ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to : 
Bill  ordered  ;  read  !»•  [Bill  221] 

Police  Superannuation  Bill 

Question,  Mr.  Howard  Vincent ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Childcrs)  May  24,  1827 

Political  Demonstrations— Military  Bandt 
Questions,    Mr.   L.ibouohere,  Mr.   Coote,   Sir 
Heibeit  Maxwell ;  Answers,  Tho  Secretary 
of  State   for    War  (Mr.  Campbell- Banner- 
man)  May  21,  1660 

PooK  Law  (England  and  Wales) 
Death  of  a  Child  in  Totnes  Workhouse,  Ques- 
tion, Viscount  Harrington  ;  Answer.  Lord 
Sudeley  (for  the  Local  Government  Board) 
May  6,  350 
Law  of  Removal—Case  0/  Mary  Ann  Assiier, 
Matdslone,  Question,  Mr.  Isaacs  ;  Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Local  GoTernroenl 
Board  (Mr.  .^tansfeld)  May  4,  267 

Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Edward  Harrington,  Mr.  Edmond  Dtpyer 
Gray,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Timothy  Healy,  Mr, 
Jordan) 

e.  Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2* " 
May  19,  1413  ^  j 
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Poor  Law  Guardians  {Ireland)  Bill— cont, 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now/*  add  *'  upon  this 
day  six  months"  {Colonel  King- Barman) ; 
Question  proposed,  "  That  *  now/  Ac. ;  " 
after  debate,  Question  put ;  A.  203,  N.  105  ; 
M.  98  (D.  L.  00) 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2^ 

[Bill  5] 

Poor  Belief  (Ireland)  Bill 

( Earl  Spencer) 
I.  Royal  Assent  May  10  [40  Vicl.c.  17] 

PoRTMAN,  Hon.  E.  B.,  Dorsetshire,  N, 
Salmon  and   Freshwater  Fisheries — Transfer 
to  the  Board  of  Trade,  1660 

Post  Office 

Kiveton  Park,  York,  W.R.,  Question,  Mr. 
Shirley ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  Jf<iy  II, 
754 

Outward  American  Mails,  Question,  Mr. 
Montagu  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  May  3, 
151 

Post  Offices  at  Railway  Stations,  Observations, 
Mr.  Cavendish  Benlinck  ;  Reply,  The  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Uenry  U. 
Fowler)  May  7,  545    [Uouse  counted  out] 

Pcuxel  Post 
Conventions  xoitk  France  and  Italy,  Question  1 
Mr.  Henniker  lleaton  ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Uenry  II.  Fowler) 
May  6,  300 

Telegraph  Department 
Jmufficienlly  Addressed  Telegrams,   Question, 

Mr.  Forwood ;  Answer,   The  Secretary   to 

the  Treasury  ( Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  May  10, 

667 
Secrecy  of  Telrgrams,  Question,  Dr.  Cameron  : 

Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 

Henry  H.  Fowler)  May  24,  1831 

Post  Offici  —  Postal  Service  {British 
Possessions) — Rates  of  Poitaae 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  May  7,  To 
leave  out  from  **  That/'  add  **  the  interests 
of  the  people  urgently  require  that  on 
letters,  newspapers,  and  printed  matter 
there  should  bo  a  discontinuance  of  the 
charges  of  higher  rates  of  postage  in  Great 
Britain  than  those  which  are  charged  to  the 
public  in  other  countries  for  !*08tal  Service 
by  British  steamers  carrjring  Mails  to  and 
from  the  Colonies  and  the  possessions  of 
Great  Britain  in  India  and  elsewhere  "  (Mr, 
James  Button)  r.,  530  ;  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  words,  Ac. ;  "  after  short  debate, 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Post  Office  Sites  Bill 

(Mr.  Spencer,  Mr,  Benry  B.  Fowler) 

c.  Select  Committee  nominated  May  19 ;  List  of 
the  Committee,  U66  [Bill  148] 


Powell,  Mr.  F.  S.,  Wtgan 

Compulsory  Purchase  of  Land  Compensation, 
2R.  858 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  2R.  235 

Education  Department — School  Board  Elec- 
tions-Hours  of  Polling,  541 

Lowu*s  Charity  (IJchfield),  Res.  1304 

Public  Health  Acts  (Improvement  Expenses) 
Comm.  1412 

Representation  of  the  People  Act  (1884)  Ex- 
tension, 2R.  342 

Supplv — Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools 
in  Great  Britalo,  211 

PowRE,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Waterford,  E, 
Ireland— Salmon  Fisheries — The  Snir  Fishe- 
ries, 1278 
Supply— Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1805,  1004 

P0WI8,  Earl  of 

Hyde  Park  Corner  (New  Streets),  2 R.  1263 
Incumbents  of  Benefices  Loans  Extension,  2 R. 
1150 

P&iOE,  Captain  G.  E.,  Dsvonport 

Greenwich  Hospital— The  Wives  and  Families 

of  Naral  Pensioners,  528 
Navy— Commissions  for  Seamen  of  the  Fleet, 
1517 
U.M.S.  <*  ColUngwood  "—Bursting  of  the 
43-ton  Gun,  527,  1650 
Navy  Estimates— Scientific  Branch,  1071.  1973 

Pbimb  Minister  (see  Qladstoke,  Bight 
Hon.  W.  E.) 

Probation  of  First  Offenders  Bill 

(Mr.   Howard  Vincent ,  Sir  Henry  Selwiu" 

IbbetsoHf    Sir   Algernon    Borthwiekf     Mr, 

Lawson,  Mr.  MvUoy)  [Bill  30] 

e.  2R.,    after    short    debate,    Debate  adjourned 
May  5,  333 

Puhlie  Health 

Removal  of  SmalUPox  Prisoners,  Questions, 
Mr.  Stanley  Leighton  ;  Answers,  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Childers)ifay  11,  750 

Small'Pox  at  Woobnrn,  Bucks,  Question,  Mr. 
Lawson  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Borlase) 
May  18, 1285 

Public  Health  Acts  (Improvement  Ex« 

penses)  Bill  {Mr.  Dodds,  Sir  Edward 
Reed,  Mr,  Arnold  Morley,  Mr,  IFilliam 
Cook,  Mr.  Buliard) 

e.  Order  for  Committee  (on  re-eomm)  read 
May  IS,  1411 
Moved,  ''That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the 
Committee  that  they  have  power  to  amend 
section  156  of  *The  Public  llealth  Act, 
1875,'  by  extending  its  provisions  to  the 
erection  of  buildings  in  streets"  (Captain 
Cotton) ;  Motion  agree4i|<le  i  oy  x^  v^w-^lC 
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Public  ileaWi  AcU  (Imprcvement  Expemet) 
— cont. 
Moved,  "That    Mr.    Spcnker  do   now   leave 
the   Chair"  {Mr.    mUiam   Cook);  Motion 
agreed  to  ;  Committee— m.p.        [Bill  ISd] 

Public  Offieu  —  The  Nea>  War  Office  and 
Admiralty 
Question,  Viicount  SiJmouth  ;    Answer,  The 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  (The  Earl  of 
Elgin)  3fay31,lCd8 

Pablic  Parks  and  Works  (Metropolis) 

Bill         {Mr,  Henry  E.  Fowler,  Mr,  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer y  Mr,  Lcreson  Oower) 
c.  Ordered  •  May  20 

Read  !••  A/ay  21  [Bill  227] 

Qaarry  Fencing  Bill  {Mr,  Thomas 

Blake,  Mr,  Conybeare,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  Cobb, 
Mr,  Abraham  {Glamorgan,  Rhondda) 

e.  Bill  withdrawn,  after  short  debate  May  5,  547 

[Bill  185] 

QuiLTER,  Mr.  W.  C,  Suffolk,  8, 
Beer  Adulteration  (No.  3),  2R.  8r.8 
Felixstowe,  Ipswich,  and  .Midlands  Railway  — 
Petition  for  Bill,  Res.  725 

Eaikes,  Right  Hon.    H.  0.,  Cambridge 
University 
Government  of  Ireland— The  Schedules,  1288 
Parliament— Notices  of  Motions  and  Orders 
of  the  Day,  1297 

Hallway  and  Canal  Tmffic  Bill 

Control  of  Canalt,  Question,  Mr.  Herbert 
Ciardner  ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mundella)  Mai/  7,  529 

Bailway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill 

{Mr.  Mundella,  Mr.  Acland,  Mr,  Attorney 
General) 

c.  Moved.  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2°" 
May  6,  380 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "That,"  add 
"  while  this  House  desires  legislation  with 
the  object  of  securing  uniformity  of  clnssiB- 
cation  for  merohaDdiso  conveyed  br  Itiilway, 
the  consolidntion  of  the  toll  powers  of  Rail- 
way Companies,  and  such  other  modifications 
of  the  existing  law  as  experience  has  shown 
to  be  useful  and  necessary,  including  the 
establishment  of  a  strong  and  permanent 
Court  with  special  powers  over  Railways 
and  Canals,  it  is  not  prepared  to  sanction 
any  compulsory  interference  with  or  diminu- 
tion of  those  powers  of  earning  revenue 
granted  by  Parliament  to  Railway  Com- 
panies upon  the  faith  of  which  eight  hundred 
millions  of  capital  have  been  expended,  and 
upon  which  the  security  of  thnt  tapit.il  de- 
pends" {Mr.  JoiCf'h  Bolton)  v.  i  Question 
proposed,  "  That  the  words,  Ac. ; "  after 
long  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2« 

[Bill  133] 
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Railway  and  Canal  Traffie\^Expen$$9^  ^] 
e.  Res.  considered  in  Committee,  and  agreed  to 
May  11,828 
Res  reported  May  13 

Railway  Begnlation  Bill   {Mr.  ckmmmimf^ 

Mr.   Joseph    T^ieetter,    Mr.   John    Wilem 
{Durham),  Mr,  C,  8.  Parker,  Mr.  J^etby^ 
Mr.  Lawton) 
c.  Read   2°,  and  committed  to  a  Seleet  Coa- 
mittce,  after  debate  May  10,  1440    [Bill  97] 

Ramsat,  Mr.  J.,  Falkirk,  Sfc. 

Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  Comm.  el.  15,  S8; 
el,  16,  Amendt.  66.  58,  61 

Ramsdbn,   Sir  J.  W.,  York,   JF.R.,   Os- 
goldcroBS 
Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  Comm.  cZ.  39,  110 

Rathbone,     Mr.    W.,    Camareonskire, 
Arfon 
Government  of  Ireland,  2 R.  1739 

Ravensworth,  Earl  of 

Navy — Explosion  on  Board  H.M.S.  *•  Colling- 

wood,"  494 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Saodmy  (Dur- 
ham), Comm.  1642 

Redmond,  Mr.  J.  E.,   Wexford;  N. 
Commons    Regulation    (Hay ling)    ProvisioDal 

Order.  2R.  740 
Government  of  Ireland,  2R.  060,  969 

Redmond,  Mr.  W.  H.  K.,    Fermanagh^ 

N, 

Arms  (Ireland).  2R.  1582,  1583 
Dundalk  Gas,  Consid.  1506 
Supply — Civil  gervioes  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1930 

ReyiUration  of  Votere 

Expemee  of  the  Frcutebise,  Queatioiia,  Mr. 
Leahy,  Mr.  P.J.  O'Brien,  Mr.  P.  M*Donald: 
Answers,  Tho  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  3fay  24.  1835 
The  Vetlry  Clerk  of  St.  Pancras,  Questions, 
Mr.  BafEgallay  ;  Answers,  The  President  of 
the  l«oeal  Government  Board  (Mr.  Staos- 
fold)  AprU  19,  7 

Reid,  Mr.  H.  G.,  Aston  Manor 

Controverted   Elections — Corrupt  and    Illegal 
Practices— Decisions  of  the  Judges,  265,  367 

Removal  Terms  (Borghs)  (Scotland}  Act 
(1881)  Amendment  BUI  {Mr. 

Edmund  Robertson,    Mr.  J,     JT,   Barclay^ 
Mr,  Eugene  Wason) 
c.  Bill  withdrawn  •  ^ffj,^^  by  GciBi^l^] 
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Bepresentation  of  the  People  Act  (1884) 

Extension  Bill  (Sir  Robert  FotcUr, 

*     Mr.    Lionel  Cohen,  Mr.  Hunt,  Sir  Jioper 
Lethbridge)  [Bill  25] 

e,  2R..    after    short   debate,    Debate  adjourned 
May  6,  341 

Representation  of  the  People  Act,  1884 — 
Requisition  Forms — The    Rate    Col- 
lectors of  MountmelHek  Union 
Questions,  Mr.   Arthur  O'Connor  ;  Answers, 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morie/)  May  20, 1520 

Betnming  Officers'  Charges  (Scotland) 

Bill  [The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  Solicitor 

General  for  Scotland) 
c.  Read  2S  aRer  debate  May  3,  263    [Bill  188J 
Committee  * — r.p.  May  12 

Reynolds,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Tyrone,  E. 
Arms  (Ireland),  2R.  1001,  1602 

RiOHABD,  Mr.  H.,  Merthyr  Tydvil 
GoTcrnment  of  Ireland  Bill  Debate,  1830 

Richmond  and  Goedon,  Duke  of 

Navy  Estimates,  1886-7,  Res.  550 
Salmon  Fisheries  Amendment,  2R.  700 

RiPON,  Marquess  of  (First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty) 
Nav/  —  Disoipline,     &e.  —  Irregularities    in 
Barracks,  557 
Explosion  on    Bjard     11. M.S.    "  Colling- 
wood,"  495 
•Navy — Rojal  Naval  Volunteer  Corps,  Res.  491 
Navy  Estimates,  18S6-7,  Res.  55S,  560 

Bivers  Follntion  Prevention  Bill  [h.l.] 

(The  Lord  Balfour) 
L  Presented  ;  read  1»»  May  17         (No.  114) 

Robertson,  Mr.  E.,  Dundee 

Scot  land ->I^w  and  Justice— Circuit  Courts,  9 
Tenure  of  Lnnd-^ Homestead  and  Exemption 
Laws  in  the  United  States,  524 

Robertson,  Mr.  H.,  Merioneth 
Railway  Regulation,  2R.  1455 

Robertson,  Mr.  J.  P.  B.,  Bute 

Conyeyancing  (Scotland)  Act  (1874)  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  1408 
Croaers  (Scotland  {So.  2),  Comm.  d,  10,  41  ; 
cl  29,  01,  92,  93,  113  ;  Amendt.  114, 116, 
117;  Consid.  (?^.  33,  477 

Robinson,  Mr.  T.,  Gloucester 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Returning  GfHcers' 

Expenses)  (Ireland).  2R.  837 
Vaccination   Laws— Repeated    Prosecutions— 
Case  of  Charles  Hajward,  Ashford,  Kent, 
268,260 


Rogers,  Mr.  J.  E.  Thorold,   Southwarkf 
Bermondsey 
Government  of  Ireland,  2R.  1192 
International  and  Colonial  Copyright,  Comm. 

el.  5,  486 
Pom — Peruvian  Bondholders,  900 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  2R.  446,  450 

Roscoe,  Sir  H.  E.,  Manchester,  8, 
Medical  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  245 
Palace  of  Westminster  —  Ventilation   of   the 

House,  8,  9,  1164 
Spain— Signatures  of  the  Commercial  Conven- 
tion, 572 

Rosebert,  Earl  of  (Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs) 
South-Eastcrn  Europe— Greece— Blockade  of 

the  Greek  Coast.  546 
Spain — Signatures  of  the  Commercial  Conven- 
tion, 550 


Round,  Mr.  J.,  Essex,  N,E,,  Harwich 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  2R.  235 


Russell,    Sir   0.   (Attorney  General), 

Hackney,  8. 
Continuance  Sittings,  14 
Controverted   Elections— Corrupt  and  Illegal 

Practices — Decisions  of  the  Judges,  266 
Losses  by  Riot  (Compensatbn),  2R.  1613 
Married    Women    (Maintenance    in    Case    of 

Desertion),  2R.  344 
Parliament— Controverted  Elections— Stepney 

Election,  17 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  2R.  414 

Russell,  Mr.  E.  R.,   Glasgow,  Bridge- 
ton 
Education  Department— School    Board    Elec- 
tions—llours  of  Polling,  543 

Rylands.  Mr.  P.,  Burnley 

Supply— Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1845:  Amendt.  1846,  1851.  1870 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  174 
New  Harbour  at  Dover,  153,  171,  172 
Prisons,  England,  206 
Supreme  Court  of  Judiciiture,  181,  188 
Supreme   Court  of  Judicature— The   Central 

Office,  873 
Tobacco,  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  274 

St.  Albans,  Duke  of 
Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister,  2R. 
1703 

St.  Aubyn,  Sir  J.,    Cornwall,    W.,   8t. 

Ives 
Mining  Leases  (Cornwall  and    Devon),   2R. 

1625,  1027,  1028 
Stannaries  Act  (1869)  Amendment,  2  R.  1010, 

1019,1622,1025      .   ^.k^GoOQIc 
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Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday 

Bill  (Sir  Joieph  Pease,  Mr. 

Palmer,  Mr.  Itaae  Wihon) 

e.  Order  for  Committee  read ;  Moved,  **  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair" 
May  5,  348 

Moved,  <*  Thftt  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  said 
Committee  that  they  have  power  to  extend 
the  provisions  of  the  said  Bill  to  all  houses, 
shops,  and  buildings,  or  any  pnrt  thereof, 
occupied  or  used  by  any  club,  society,  or 
association  in  which  intoxicating  liquors  aro 
sold  or  supplied  to  the  members  of  the  said 
club,  society,  or  association  for  consumption 
in  the  said  house,  or  shop,  or  building,  or 
any  part  thereof"  {Mr,  Additon) ;  after 
short  debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Committee 
— B.p.  [Bill  27] 

Alteration  of  Date,  Observations,  Question, 
Sir  Joseph  Pease ;  Answer,  Mr.  Speaker 
May  6,  379 

Sale  of  Intozicatini:  Liqnors  on  Sunday 
(Durham)  Bill 

(  The  Lord  Bishop  of  Durham) 

I  Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2-'* 
ifay  11,703 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  ("  now  ")  add  ('*  this  day 
six  months")  {The  Lord  Bramwell) ;  after 
debate,  on  Question,  That  (*'  now,")  Ac. ; 
Cent.  47,  Not-Cont.  41 ;  M.  0  ;  resolved  in 
the  affirmative :  Div.  List,  Cont.  and  Not* 
Cont.  720  ;  Bill  read  2*  (No.  60) 

Committee  May  21,  1638 

Report  *  May  24  (No.  123) 

Sals  of  Intoxicatmg  Liquors  on  Sunday 
{Durham)  Bill  (Petitions) 
Moved,  "  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  validity  of  all 
petitions  presented  to  this  House  for  or 
against  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on 
Sunday  (Durham)  Bill,  and  of  the  signatures 
attached  thereto,  with  a  view  to  ascertain- 
ing how  fjir  such  signatures  are  or  are  not 
genuine  "  ( The  Earl  of  Wemytt)  May  18, 
1273 ;  after  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to  ; 
Committee  appointed  accordingly 


Salisbuky,  Marquess  of 
Church  Patronage,  2R.  802 
Labourers  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment,  Comm. 

cL  11.  1267,1268;  add.cl.  1271 
Navy—The  Estimates,  18S6-7,  Res.  558,  660 
Parliament—Business  of  the  House,  877,  879 
Earl  of  Redesdale,  the  late— Chairman  of 
Committees  of   this  Ilouse  —  Obituary 
Notice,  366 
Parliament — Chairman  of  Committees  of  this 

Ilouse,  Res.  Amendt.  553 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Dur- 
ham), 717 
South- Eastern  Europe —Greece— Blockade  of 
the  Greek  Coast,  549 


Salmon  Fisheries  Amendment  (Scotland) 

Bill  ( The  Marquess  of  Huntiy) 

L  Moved,  *<That  the  Bill  be  now  read  f*" 
May  11,692 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  ("  now  ")  add  (**  this  day 
six  months")  {The  Lord  Balfour)  \  after 
short  debate,  Amendt.  original  Motion,  aad 
Bill  withdrawn  (No.  30) 

Samublson,  Sir  B.,  Oxfordshire,  Banhunf 
Education    Department  —  Technical   lostr«e* 

tion,  1655 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  2R.  436 
Technical  Instruction  in  Board  Sobools,  1633 

Saunders,  Mr.  W.,  Hull,  E. 

Education  Department— School  Board  Elee- 
tions— Hours  of  Polling,  540 

Saunderson,  Major  E.,  Armagh,  N. 
Arms  (Ireland).  2R.  1639,   15i0,  1541,  1556, 

1557 
Dundalk  Gas,  Consid.  1615 
Government  of  Ireland,  2a.  1005,  1752,  1759, 

1762,  1763.1765,1770,1771 
Parliamentary   Elections  (Returning  Officers' 

Expenses)  (Ireland),  2R.  837 

SoLATBR-BooTH,  Eight  Hon.  Q.,  EanU, 
Basingstoke 
Army— Cooperative  Stores,  756 

Scotland  —  Secretary     for,     &c.     {see 
Dalhousie,  Earl  of) 

Scotland  ( Questions) 

Agricultural  Holdings  Act—FishemuH  on  the 
North-East  Coast  of  Scotland,  Question,  Mr. 
Esslemont ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 
(Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  May  20,  1522 

Distress  in  Kintra,  Ross  of  Mull,  Argyliekire, 
Question,  Mr.  Macfarlane  ;  Answer,  The 
Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  May  10, 
668 

Education — Memorandum  of  Agreement  he-- 
tween  the  School  Board  of  Rose  Keen, 
RosS'Shire,  and  its  Teachers,  Questions, 
Dr.  K.  Macdonald ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Ad- 
vocate (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  May  10.  561 

Island  0/  Skye^Sehool  and  Poor  Rates,  Qnes- 
tion,  Mr.  Fraser- Mackintosh  ;  Answer,  The 
Loid  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  May  24, 
1823 

Local  Taxation -- The  Blue  Book  for  ISdi, 
Question,  Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay  ;  Answer,  The 
Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  May  10, 
666 

Sea  Fisheries  Act  {Scvtlaud) — Fore$h0res, 
Question,  Mr.  Macfarlane;  Answer,  The 
Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  Mmy  20, 
1518 

Universities,  Question,  Observations,  Lord 
Balfour  ;  Reply,  The  Secretary  for  Scotland 
(The  Earl  of  Dalhousie)  May  17,  1145 

Evictions  (Scotland) 
Eviction  in  Perthshire,  Question,    Mr.   Mac- 
donald Cameron ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advo« 
cate(Mr.  J.  J^.^iaUbar)  May  U,  1031 
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At  Ardnamurehan,  Question,  Mr.  MAofarlnne; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B.  Bal- 
four) May  24,  1833 

Law  and  Justice  {Seotlaiid) 
Case    of    **  Principal"   Nero,  Question,  Dr. 

Cameron  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr. 

J.  B.  Balfour)  May  13.  903 
Circuit  CourtSt  Question,  Mr.  E.  Robertson  ; 

Answer,    The    Lord    Advocate  (Mr.   J.  B. 

Balfour)  April  19,  9 

Magittraey  {Scotland) 

Sheriff  Ivory*8  Report  to  the  Commiisiouen  of 
Supply,  Question,  Dr.  Cameron  ;  Answer, 
The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour) 
.Vui/ U,  1032;  Question,  Mr.  Fraser- Mac- 
kintosh ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr. 
J.  B.  Balfour)  >/ay  17,  1155 

The  Gaelic  Language,  Question,  Mr.  Fraser- 
Mackintosh  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 
(Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  Apnl  19,  6 

Post  Office  (Scotland) 

Deliveries  of  Mails  to  Portree,  Question,  Mr. 
Fraser-.Macklntosh  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  II.  Fowler) 
May  3,  150 

Mails  to  the  Outer  Hebrides,  Question,  Mr. 
Macfarlane  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Trcasurv  (Mr.   Henry  11.  Fowler)  May   7, 

The  Inverness  Post  Office,  Question,  Mr.  Finlay ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Henry  H.  Fowler)  May  6,  803 

Secret  Service  Money 
Questions,  Mr.   Albert   Grey,  Mr.   Brodriok, 
Mr.  Boord,  Sir  Julian  Goldsmid  ;  Answers, 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry 
n.  Fowler)  May  24,  1829 

Selborne,  Earl  of 

Church  Patronage,  2  a.  891 

Sellab,  Mr.  A.  C,  Lanarkshire,  Partick 
Crofters  (Sootknd)(iVo.  2),  Comm.  add.  cl,  120, 

127 
Crofters  (Scotland)   (No.   2 j— Names   of  the 
Commissioners,  528 

Selwin-Ibbetson,  Right  Hon.  Sir  H.  J., 
MsseXy  Epping 
Fires  ( Metropolis) — Fatal  Fire  in  Beak  Street, 

1517 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  —  Police 

Superannuation,  508 
Polioo   Forces   Enfranchisement,  Comm.  148, 
U4,  148 

Sbton-Kaeb,  Mr.  H.,  St,  Helen's 
Cattle  Markets— Weighing  Machines,  1835 

Sexton,  Mr.  T.,  Sligo,  S. 

Arms  (Ireland),  2 U.  1544 
Dundalk  Gas.  Consid.  1507,  1515 
Government  of  Ireland,  2K.  1252 

leont. 


Sbxton,  Mr.  T.— con^ 
Ireland —  Questions 

Irish  Policy  of  the  Government — Meeting 

at  Belfast,  1043 
Peace  Preservation  Act,  200 
Poor  Law  — Union  Amalgamation,  1669 
Municipal  Franchise  (Ireland),   2R.  324,327, 

329 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  152 
Police  Forces  (Removal  of  Disabilities),  Mo- 
tion for  Leave,  IG34 
Supply— Public  Buildings,  Ireland,  174 
Ulster  Canal  and  Tyrone  Navigation,  2R.  250  ; 
— Nomination  of  Select  Committee,  1407 

Sheehy,  Mr.  D.,  Oaltoay,  S. 

Ireland  —  Law  and  Justice  —  G.  Gibbs  and  P. 
Mullens,  Case  of,  18 

Shirley,  Mr.  W.  S.,    Yorhhire^  W,R., 
Doncader 
Beer  Adulteration  (No.  3),  211.  874 
Post  Office— Kivclon  Park,  York,  W.R,  754 

Shop  Hours  Begolation  Bill 

{Sir  John  Lubbock f  Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  Maenaghten, 
Sir  Robert  Peel,  Mr.  Rathbone) 
c.  Keportsof  Select  Committee  May  18 

[Nos,   155-156] 

SiDMOUTH,  Viscount 

Malta.  Res.  1140 

Navy— Explosion  on  Board  H.M.S.  "  CoUing- 

wood,"  402 
Navy— Royal   Naval    Volunteer   Corps,    Res. 

400,  492 
Navy— The  Estimates,  1880-7,  Res.  553,  559 

Simon,  Mr.  Serjeant  J.,  Dewshury 
Government  of  Ireland,  2R.  1005 

Small,  Mr.  J.  F.,  Boum,  S. 
Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  Comm.  add.  cl.  122 

Smith,  Mr.  S.,  Flintshire 
Import  Duties,  Res.  1076 

Smith  WICK,  Mr.  J.  F.,  Kilkenny 
Ireland— Railways — Railway  Rates,  18 

South  PaciftCf  Islands  of  the 

Australasian  Colonies— The  Convention  of 
Sydney — Foreign  Annexation  in  the  South 
Pacific,  Question,  Mr.  Howard  Vincent; 
Answer.  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  May  13,  909 

The  New  Mehrides,  Question,  Mr.  Howard 
Vincent ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  Osborne  Morj^an) 
May  14,  1042 

[See  title  Western  Pacific] 

Spain 
Commercial   Convention,  Signatures    of    the. 
Ministerial    Statement,    The   Secretary   of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  ( I'hc  Earl  of  Rose- 
berv)  Miy  10,  550  ;  Statement,   The  Under  I 
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f  ".retary  of  SUto  (or  Foreign  Aflfairt  (Mr. 
Bryce) ;  Qaettions,  Sir  James  Fergusson, 
Mr.  Forirood,  Sir  Henrj  Roscoe ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Brjce.  570 :  Question,  Mr.  Forwood  ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Mr.  Bryce)  May  17,  11«3 
British  Colonial  Produce,  Question,  Mr. 
Badcn-Powcll ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Mr.  Bryce) 
May  14.  1041 
British  Colonial  Wines,  Questions,  Sir  James 
Fergusson,  Mr.  Forwood ;  Answers,  The 
Chrincellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  William 
Harcourt).  The  Under  Secrettry  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Mr.  Brjce)  May  13,  006 

Speakbii,    The   (Right    Hon.    Akthue 
Wbllkslby    Pjsel),     Warwick  and 
L$amington 
Arms  (Ireland).  2R.  \6!i2,  1554,   1580,  1583, 

1603 
Army — Co-operative  Stores,  756 
Burgh  Police  and  Ilealth  (Scotland),  2R.  690 
Charterhouse,  3R.  531,  523 
CotUgers'  Allotment  Gardens,  2U.  1791 
Crofters  (Scotland)   (No.  3).  Consid.  cl.  32, 

474  ;  cL  33.  478 
Dundalk  Gas,  Consid.  1413,  1501 
Government  of  L-cland,  3R.  1016,  1350,  1700, 

1770 
Government  of  Ireland  Bill  Debate,  1664 
Ireland — Questions 
Evictions,  90a 
Irish  Policy  of  the  Qovernmeut  —  Meeting 

at  Belfast,  1043 
Law  and  Justice  —  Dungannon  Petty  Ses- 
sions—Intimidation, 1036 
Lowe's  Charity  (Lichfield),  Res.  1403 
Mining  Leases  (Cornwall  and  Devon),  3R.  1638 
Parliament — Questions 

Business  of  the  House — Orders  of  the  Day 
for  Second  Reading  —  Postponement  of 
Unprinted  Bills,  341 
Notices  of  Motions  and  Orders  of  tho  D.iy, 

1390,  1391,  1393.  1293,  1394 
Public  Bills— Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors 
on  Sunday,  379 
Parliamentary   Elections    (Returning  Officers) 

Act  (1875)  Amendment,  3R.  1143 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Returning  Officers* 

Expenses)  (Ireland),  2R.  843 
Parliamentary  Franchise,  3R.  353 
Police  and  Improvement  (Scotland)  Provisional 

Ortler  (Leith),  2R.  1516 
Police  Forces  Enfranchisement,  Comm.    146, 

148 
Police  Forces  (Remoral  of  Disabilities),  Mo- 
tion for  Leave,  1631 
Public  Health  Acts  (Improvement  Expenses), 

Comm.  1412 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  3R.  459 
.    SUnnaries  Act  (1809)  Amendment,  3R.  1634 
Trees  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  1359 

Spencee,  Earl  (Lord  President  of  the 
Council) 

Government  of  Ireland,  496 

"  Ireland  (Electoral  Statistics)  Return,'*  S90 

Literature,  Science,  and  Art,  \\5^ 


Spensley,  Mr.  H.,  Finshury,  CmMl  ' 
Army  (India)— Royal  Engineer  Oflloors,  1153 

Spiceb,  Mr.  H.,  Minglov^  S. 

International  and  Colooial  Copyright,  Comm. 

el.  6,  487 
Married  Women  (Maintenance  in  Case  of  De- 
sertion), 3R.346 

Sporting  Lands  Bating  (Scotland)  Bill 

(ne  Earl  of  Elffin) 
I  Royal  Assent  May  10  [49  Vtcl,  c.  15] 

Stack,  Mr.  J.,  Ktrry^  N, 

Ireland— Poor  I^w — CJlin  Union,  Co.  Leitrim 
— Qualifloation  for  Guardians,  5 

Stafford,  Marquess  of,  Bulhvland 
Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  Comm.  cl,  16,  74 

Stanhope,  Earl  of 

Drowned  Persons  (Discovery  and  IntermeDt), 
3R.  358 

Stanhope,  Eight  Hon.  E.,  Lincolnshire, 
Horncaslle 
Import  Duties,  Res.  1101,  1103 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  3R.  338,  393,  393. 

418,  455 
Railway  Regulation,  3R.  1462 

Stanley,  Eight  Hon.   Colonel  Sir  F. 
A.,  LancaMre,  iV.,  Blackpool 
North  America — Canadian  Fisheries,  1831 

Stanley  op  Aldbrley,  Lord 
Customs  and  Uland  Revenue,  3R.  I3i6 

Stannaries  Act  (1869)  Amendment  Bill 

{Sir  John  St.  Aubyn,  Mr.  Courtney^    Vis- 
count EhringtoHy  Mr.  Bickford  Smith,  Ur. 
Scale- Hayne) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  May  5  [Bill  203] 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  bo  now  read  2*" 
May  20,  1616 

Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned" 
{Mr,  Conyheare) ;  after  short  debate.  Motion 
withdrawn 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill 
read  3° 

Stansfeld,   Eif2rht   Hon.  J.  (President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board), 
Halifax 
Allotments  Extension  Act,  1882,  19 
Government  of  Ireland,  2 EL  1176 
Metropolitan  Rating — Parisli  ot  Putnej.  1529 
Poor  Law  (England  and  Wales)— Law  of  Re- 
moval—Case of  Mar/  Ann  Atsiter^  Maid- 
stone, 268 
Registration  of  Votors— TIiq  Vestrj  Clerii.  of 

St.  Pancras,  7,  8 
Valuation  of  Real  Property,  Res.  70S 
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Stewart,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Kirkeudhright 
Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  8R.  382 
Ireland  —  Piers  and  Harbours  —  Portpatrick 

Ilarboor,  369 
Terms  of  Removal  (Scotland),  Gomm.  690 

Stipendiary  Magistrates  (Pessions)  Bill 

[^Hr.  Sastfnfft,  Mr,  Kenriekf  Mr,  Fonvoodj 
Mr,  Wiggin) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  P  •  May  12  [Bill  212] 

Bill  withdrawn  •  May  18 
Leave  given  to  present  another   Bill  instead 
thereof 

Stipendiary     Magistrates     (Pensions) 

(No.  2)  Bill    {Mr,  Eastings,  Mr,  Kenrickj 
Mr,  Forwoodf  Mr,  Wiggin) 
c.  Read  l^  •  May  18  [Bill  216] 

Stuart,  Mr.  J.,  Shoreditchy  Hoxton 
Lowe's  Chnritj  ( Lichfield),    Res.  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  1402 

SUDELEY,  Lord 
Ionian  Bank,  2R.  1635 

Poor  Law  (England  and  Wales)— Death  of  a 
Child  in  Totnes  Workhouse,  359 

Sullivan,    Eight   Hon.   T.   D.    (Lord 
Mayor  of  Dublin),  Dublin^   College 
Qreen 
Arms  (Ireland),  2R.  1586 
Government  of  Ireland,  2R.  1346 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Returning  Officeri' 
Expenses)  (Ii-eland),  2R.  835,  841 

Sullivan,  Mr.  D.,  Wsstmeaih,  8, 
Army  Stores— Military  Tents,  6 

SUPPLY 

Th4  EsUfnalea—VoU  on  Account,  Question, 
Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot ;  Answer,  The  Se- 
eretary  of  Sute  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman)  May  21,  1667 

SUPPLY 

Considered  in  Committee  May  3,  153— Civil 
Skrvioi  Estim4TB8  —  Class  I.  —  Pubuo 
Works  and  Buildwos — Votes  15a  to  20, 23 
A  21;  Class  III. — Law  axd  Justiob— Votes 
1  to  19;  22,23.31,4  32 

Resolutions  reported  May  5,  35 1 

Resolution  (25.)  i&58,921,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Courts 
of  Law  and  Justice  in  Scotland,  and  other 
Legal  Charges  postponed 

Postponed  Resolution  considered  May  6,  489 

Moved,  '*  That  this  IIouso  doth  agree  with  the 
Committee  in  the  said  Elesolution  ; "  Moved, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  adjourned  till  Monday 
next"  (Mr.  Fraier^ Mackintosh) ;  Motion 
agreed  to ;  Debate  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  May  10,  691  ;  afUr  short 
debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Considered  in  Committee  May  21,  1812  — 
Civil  Sbrvicks-^Olass  U.,  Votes  28,  31,  M 

VOL.    OOOV.        [third  SBBIB8.]    [con'. 


SorPLY — eont, 

41 :  Class  VI.,  Vote  1  ;  Rbtkxu^'^Bepaet- 
MSNTS,    Vote    5;    Abmt,  Vote   10;    Natt, 
Votes  4,  5,  &  15 
Resolutions  reported  May  25 

Swinburne,  Sir  J.,  Stafford  Mr  $,  Lichfield 
Lowe's  Ch.irity  (Lichfield),  Res.  1385,  1398 
Opium — Cultivation  and  Manufacture  in  India, 

Res.  292 
Parliament— Notices  of  Motions  and  Orders  of 

the  Day,  1297 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Returning  Officers' 

Expenses)  (Ireland),  2R.  842,  813 

Talbot,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Oxford  Univereitg 
Charterhouse,  2R.  507,  521 

Tannbr,  Dr.  C,  Cork  Co.,  Mid 
Arms  (Ireland),  2R.  1593,  1599 
Merchant    Shipping — Wreck  of  the    Barque 
"  Cartwell,"  1657 

Temple,  Sir  E.,  Worcester ^  Eoesham 
Opium — Cultivation  and  Manufacture  in  India, 

Res.  294 
Postal  Service  (British  Possessions)— Rates  of 

Postage,  Res.  534 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  laquorson  Sunday,  Comm. 

350 

Terms  of  Bemoval  (Scotland)  Bill 

{JThe  Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  Solicitor  General 
for  Scotland) 
e.  Read  2*  •ifay  5  [Bill  1871 

Order  for  Committee  re.id  ;  Moved,  "  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair*'  May  10, 
690 ;  after  short  debate,  Question  put  ; 
A.  113,  N.  28  ;  M.  85  (D.  L.  92) ;  Com- 
mittee— B.P. 

Thuelow,  Lord  (Paymaster  Qeneral) 
Metropolitan  Police  Stations,  2R.  558 

Tobacco 
Moved,  ''That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  tho  working  and 
eflTect  of  the  present  system  of  levying  Duty 
upon  Tobacco ;  to  consider,  having  due  re- 
gard to  Revenue  requirements,  whether  any 
change  shonld  be  introduced,  and  to  inquire 
and  report  upon  the  excessive  use  of  roois* 
ture  contained  in  manufoctured  Tobacco  " 
[Mr,  Maefarlane)  May  4,  271 ;  after  short 
debate.  Question  put,  and  negatived 

Tomlinson,  Mr.  W.  E.  M.,  Preston 
Burial  Grounds,  2R.  258 
Coal  Mines  Regulation,   Motion   for    Leave^ 

1406 
Compulsory  Purchase  of  Land  Compensatioo, 

2  a.  869 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  2R.  234 
Losses  by  Riot  (Compensation),   Motion  for 

Leave,  800;  2U.  1614 
Parliamentary   Elections  (Returning  Officers)!^ 

Act  (1875)  Am?ndmont,32teWll-'^'*-^xl^^ 
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ToMUMSOx,  Mr.  W.  E.  M.— con/. 
"*  Police  f*orc 08  Enrrnncbisement,  Comm.  Ii6 
•     Stftnnavies  Act  (1869)  Amendment,  2 R.  1620, 
1625 
Supplj— Sapromo  Court   of  Judicature,  192, 

194,  196 
Valuation  of  Real  Property,  Ro«.  799 

Tottenham,  Mr.  A.  L.,  Winchester 

Army  (Auxiliary  Forces)— Militia  Regulations, 
907 

Trade  and  Commerce 
Imitation  Ih-itiih  Trade  Marks t  Question,  Mr. 
Ilowanl  Vincent ;  Answer,  The  Under  Se- 
oreUry  of  State   for   Foreign    Affairs  (Mr. 
Bryce)  ifay  20,  1519 

[Sco  titles  Spain —Merchandise  Marks 
Act,  1862] 

Tramways   Provisional  Orders   (No.  1) 

Bill      {Mr,  Charles  Aeland,  Mr.  Mundella) 
e.  OrdereJ  ;  road  !<»•  April  19  [Bill  195] 

Read  20  •  Mat/  10 

Tramways  Provisional  Orders   CNo-  2} 

Bill      (Mr.  Charles  Aclandy  Mr.  Mundella) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  P*  May  10  [Bill  208] 

Tramways  Provisional  Orders  (No.  3) 

Bill      {Mr.  Charles  Aeland,  Mr.  Mundella) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l»  •  May  17  [Bill  213] 

Treasury— First  Lord  (»^*  Gladstone, 
Right  Hon.  W.  E.) 

Treasury — Lord  of  {see  Gower,  Mr.  Q. 

G.L.) 

Treasury  —  Financial  Secretary  to  {see 
Fowler,  Mr.  Henry  H.) 

Treasury  —  Secretary  to  {see  Morley, 
Mr.  Arnold) 

Trees  (Ireland)  Bill 

c«  Lords  Amend tt.  oonsidered  May  17,  1256  ;  one 
agreed  to;  some  agreed  to  with  Amendts. ; 
some  disagreed  to 
.  Committee  appointed,  *'  to  draw  up  Reasons  to 
be  assigned  to  the  Lords  for  disagreeing  to 
the  Amendts.  to  which  this  House  hath 
disagreed;  List  of  the  Committee,  1260 

/.  Returned  from  the  Commons  with  one  of  the 
Amendts.  agreed  to,  some  agreed  to  wiih 
Amendts.,  and  some  disagreed  to,  together 
with  Reasons  for  such  di8.igi-cemciit :  The 
Commons  Amendts.  and  reasons  to  bo 
printed  ifay  18  (No.  117) 

TrevAlyan,  Et.  Hon.  G.  0.,   Hawick, 

Ireland^Magistracy  —  Resident  Magis'ratcs, 
14 

TuiTE,  Mr.  J.,  Westmealh^  N, 

Ireland— Board  of  Works— Payment  of  Final 
Instalment  of  a  Loan,  1167 

J^cwit, 


Tunm,  itr.J.^conl. 

Parliamentary  Elections  (deturniiig  Oflleeri* 
Expenses)  (Ireland),  2K.  829- 

Supply— Civil  Serricet  and  Rovenne  Depart- 
ments, 1903 

Tyler,  Sir  H.  W.,  Great  Yarmouth 
Felixstowe,  Ip^iwich,  and  Midlands  Railway— 

Petition  for  Bill.  Res.  730 
Navy  — 0. M.S.  "Colliogwood"— Barating  of 

(he  43-ton  Gun,  905, 1160 

Ulster  Canal  and  Tyrone  Karigation  Bill 

{Mr.  John  Morley.  Mr.  Henry  H.  FowUr) 
e.  Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2* " 
May  3,  250  ;  Moved,  "  That  the  Debalo  bo 
now  adjourneJ"  {Mr.  Biypar);  after  short 
debnte,  Question  put ;  A.  6,  N.127  :  M.  121 
(D.  L.  87);  original  Question  pat;  Bill 
rend2«  (Bill  Ul] 

Referred  to  Select  Comm  •  Mai/  ® 

Moved,  "  That  the  Select  Committee  do  coii€ist 
of  Nino  Members,  Five  to  be  nominated  hj 
the  House  and  Four  by  the  Committee  of 
Selection  ''  May  13,  1030  ;  Amendt.  to  leave 
out  "five"  {Mr.  Biygar)  ;  Question  pro- 
posed, "That  *five/'4c.  ;"  after  short 
debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn  ;  main  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to 

Moved,  "That  Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler  be  a 
Member  of  the  Committee"  (TYie  Seere- 
tary  to  the  Treasury ,  Mr,  Arnold  Mority) 
May  18,  1400;  after  short  debate.  Moved, 
'*That  tho  Debate  be  now  adjourned  **  {Mr. 
Atmo^.d  Morley)  ;  Motion  agreed  to  ;  Debaie 
adjourned 

Debate  resumed  May  24,  1074  ;  Question  pot, 
and  agreed  to  ;  other  Members  nomiaated 

FaecinaHon  Laws -^Repeated  FrosecntioM 

—  Case  of  Charles   Hayward^   Ask- 

ford^  Kent 

Qaestions,  Mr.  Robinson;  Aniwert,  The  3e- 

oi-etary  of  State  for  the  Qome  Dopartaent 

(Mr.  Cbilders)  May  4,  208 

Vaccination^ The  Island  of  B^Hgen 
Question,    Mr.    Arthur    O'Connor ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
AfllUirs  (Mr.  Bryoe)  May  14,  1040 

Valuation  of  Heal  Property 
Moved,  "That  a  comprehensive  nrioasttre  hr 
regulating  the  valuation  of  property  for  the 
purposes  of  Jmpei'ial  and  Lobal  Taxatioa 
is  essentially  necessary "  {Mr.  DuMam) 
May  11,  790;  after  short  debate,  Revela- 
tion agreed  to 

Vanperbyl,  Mr.  P.,  Portsmouth 
Civil  Servico  Writers,  1040 

Penezuela^The  Terriiory  of  the  Yurumry 
Question,  Mr.  Watt ;  Answer.  Tho  Under  Se- 
cretary of  Slate  for  Foreign   Affairs   (Mr. 
Bryoe  Jfay  17,  U60 
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VEaNEY,   Captain    E.   H.,    Buch,    Ny 
Xuekingham 
Arms  ((relmid).  2R.  1545 
Army— Retired  OflSoers,  375 
.Lo\To*fl  Chnnt]r(Liohfidd),  Rot.  1392 
Navy  —  Commissions  for  Seamen  of  the  Fleet, 
1516 
H.M.S."  Calypso,"  183i 
l^oor  Lnw  OuHfdians  (Irelnnci).  2R.  1435 
Supply  —  Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Dopart- 
ments,  1886,  1061,  1962  ;  Amendt.  1064 

ViNOBNT,  Mr.  0.  E.  H.,  Sheffield,  Central 
AnttralAtian  Colonics — Convention  of  Sydney, 

909 
British  Commercial    Interests  Abroad— Diplo 

maticand  Consular  llepresontativcf,  1651 
Death  Penalty,  Ues.  Amendt.  774 
Merchandise  Marks  Act.  1862  —  Marking  of 

Rritish-madc  Goods,  365 
Metropolis — Parks— Carriage  Roads,  753,  754 
Police  Superannuation,  1827 
Probation  of  First  Offenders,  2R.  333,  338 
Trado    and    Commerce  —  Imitation    British 

Trade  Marks,  1519 
Western  Paciflo— The  New  Uebridei,  1042 

Walkond,  Colonel  W.  H.,  Devon,  N,K, 
Tivertofi 
Supply— Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
raenti,  1950 

War  Department — Secretary  of  State 
(eee  Campbell-Bannerman,  Eight 
Hon.  H.) 

War  Department — Financial  Secretary 
to  {see  Gladstone,  Mr.  H.  J.) 

Waring,  Colonel  T.,  Down,  N, 

Arms  (Ireland)  Bill.  1289 

ArmsMreland).  2R.  1533,  1557 

Dundalk  Gas,  Consid.  1504 

Parliament  —  Notices  of  Motions  and  Orders 
of  the  Day,  1206 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Returning  Officers' 
Expenses]  (Ireland ).  2  R.  841 ,  848 

Poor  Uw  Guardians  (Ireland),  2R.  1426 

Poor  Law  ('reland)— -John  Taylor,  Rate  Col- 
lector for  a  District  of  the  Lurgan  Poor 
Law  Union,  1160 

Warmington,  Mr.  C.  M.,  Monmouth,  W. 
Cusiomvond  Inbiml  Revenue,  21^.-236 
Mining  Royalties,  Res.  1136 

Water  Provisional  Orders  Bill 

{Mr.  Charles  Aeland,  Mr.  Mundelln) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  l»  •  May  7  [Bill  207] 

Watkin,  Sir  E.  W.,  Hythe 
Dover  Harbour  Board,  367 

Watson,  Lord 

Conpnnies  Acts  Aroendmoot,  2R.  1273 

Watson,  Mr.  J.,  Shremhunj 
Dundalk  Water,  Consid.  1513 


Watt,  Mr.  H.,  Oloigow,  Camlaehie 
Venezuela  —  The  Territory  of  the  Yurnary, 
1160 


WAYS  AND  MEANS 
Inland  Revenue 

Excite — Chic  ry^  Question,  Mr.  Alfred  Pease  ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Sir  William  Ilarooort)  May  6,  372 

Finance^  §fc. — Lxchequer  DepositSt  Question, 
Mr.  Lionel  Cohen  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Ilenry  H.  Fowler) 
May  7,  524 

Kerb  Beer,  Question,  Mr.  Banister  Fletcher ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Sir  William  llaroourt)  May  0,  867 

Salaries  of  First-Class  Assitlants^  Question, 
Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor  ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  William  Uar- 
court)  May  II,  765 

The  liwome  Tax 

Question,  Mr.  Ainslie;  Answer,  The  Chan* 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  William  liar- 
court)  May  13, 906 

Building  Societies,  Question,  Mr.  0.  V.  Mor- 
gan ;' Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer (Sir  William  llarcourt)  April  10,  5 

Great  Britain  and  Ireland ^Sdiedtde  B,  Ques- 
tions, Sir  Joseph  M'Kenna ;  Answers,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Ilenry  H. 
Fowler)  May  0,  360  ;  May  21,  1823 

Income  Tax  Collectors^  Questions,  Mr.  Cox ; 
Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Henry  11.  Fowler)  May  II,  758 

Income  Tax  Co inmissioners— Names  for  the 
District  of  Seisdon,  Question,  Mr.  Hick- 
man ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer (Sir  William  Qarcourt)  May  14,  1039 

Jacome  Tax  on  Foreign  Residents,  Question, 
Colonel  llughes-IIallett ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  William  Har- 
court)  May  24,  1833 

[See  title  Income  Tax"] 


Webster,  iSir  K.  E.,  Isle  of  Wight 

Charterhouse,  211.  496,  517,  520,  523 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  2R.  420 
Supply— Revising  Barristers.  England,  103 

Weights:  nnd  Measures  Act—Mme^  Regu- 
lation Act 
Question,  Mr.  Forwood  ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Homo  Department  (Mr. 
Childers)  J/ay  21,  1652 


Wemyss,  Earl  of 

Literature,  Science,  and  Art,  1151 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  877,  878, 
870 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Dur- 
ham) Comm.  Amendt.  1639,  1641,  1618 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Dur- 
ham) (Petitions),  Motion  for  a  Select  C6-\\-  , 
mittee,  1273  uigiuzea  oy  ^^^^-A^ 
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JTMUm  Pacific,  RsprUals  on  Nativ$9  in 
the  Islands  of  the 
C^oestion,  Dr.  Cameron  ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
Urjr  to  the  Admiralt/  ( Mr.  Ilibberl)  May  20, 
]dl9 

[See  title  South  Haei/U] 

West  Indian  Incumbered  Estates  Bill 

[H.L.]  {Th4  Earl  GranvilU) 

/.  Presented  ;  read  !••  Hay  17         (No.  115) 
Read  2**  May  20 
Committee  *  ;  Report  May  21 
Read  3**  i/aj^  24 

Westlake,  Mr.  J.,  E^sex,  Romford 
International  and  Colonial  Copyright,  Comm. 
d.  2,  483 

WestminsUr    Hall  —  Admission    of   ih$ 
Public 
Question,  Mr.  I^wson  ;  Answer,   The  Secre- 
tary of  .State  for  the    Home   Department 
(Mr.  Childers)  May  14,  1037 

WuiTE.  Mr.  J.  B.,  Oravesend 
Civil  Serf  ice  Writers  and  Clerks,  308 

Will,  Mr.  J.  S.,  Montrose,  Sfc. 
Land  Transfer  (Scotland),  2R.  819 

Williams,  Mr.  J.  Carvell,  Nottingham, 
8. 
Education  Department— School   Boaid   Elec- 
tions—Hours of  Polling,  642 

[eoHt. 


INDEX)  WIL  TEO 

WiLUAMS,  Mr.  J.  CarTell— coiU. 

Losses  by  Riot  (Compensation),  SR.  16U 


Lowe's  Charity  (Lichfield),  Res.  1392 

WiLsox,  Mr.  J.,  Durham,  Houghton-I^' 
Spring 
Railway  Regulation,  2 R.  1419 
Stannaries  Act  (1809)  Amendment,  2 R.  1624 

Wilson,  Mr.  J.,  Edinburgh,  Central 
Burgh  Police  and  Health  (Scotland),  2 R.  689 
Police  and  Improvement  (Scotland]  Proriiiooal 
Order(Uith),  2R.  1616 

WoLMEB,  Viscount,  Hants,  Petersfieid 
Gorernment  of  Ireland,  2R.  1247,1250, 125S 

WooDALL,  Mr.  W.  (Surveyor  Greneral 
of  Ordnaace),  Eanley 
Army— Contracts  for  Forage,  12S6 

Nile  Expedition— The  Rations.  1286 
Na?y— H.M.S.   *•  Collingwood  "-BonUaj  o/ 
the  43toift  Gun,  376, 1661,  1834 
II.M.S.   "Colossus "-The   43too  Gum. 

1626 
Ordnance,  Ac— Nafal  Guof,  1828, 1829 

Works— First  Commissioner  (iwEwis, 
Earl  of) 

Yeo,  Mr,  F.  A.,  Glamorgan,  Goitsr 
Government  of  Ireland,  2R.  1207 


END  OF  VOLUME   COOV.,   AND   FOUfiTH  VOLUME   OF 
SESSION    1886. 
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